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preme Court (whether right or wrong it isnot for me to say) have held 


fornia, no matter how good it was. The best title that that treaty de- 


scribes will not sustain an action of ejectment or an action of trespass | 
| ernment of Mexico, are entitled to protection. 


in favor ot the owner of the land until the Government of the United 
States has given its sanction to that grant in California. 
Mr. REAGAN. If the Senator will permit me, the Senator from 


Nevada a little while ago made the explanation that in that very case | 


the courts had recognized the hardship which might arise under it, but 
declared that they were bound by the provision of the statute, what- 
ever the provisions of the treaty might be. 


Mr. MORGAN. That is to say, I suppose, that they were bound to | 


consider that Congress in passing that statute had repealed the treaty. 
Now, Congress can not do that as to a treaty which gives vested rights. 
We all know that. It can repeal an executory treaty, one moving 
along with current events, but it can not repeal a treaty so as to take 
from acitizen vested rights under the treaty. I think every one knows 
that; avid yet Congress has done it, according to the interpretation that 
is given here to the Dominguez case, in cases where a pertect grant had 
been made by Mexico, a perfect title conveyed to a citizen of Calitor- 


nia under the laws of Mexico. Congress by passing an act requiring | 
the assent of the Government of the United States, has deprived that | 


person with that perfect title of his right to his property, so that he 


can not bring an action of ejectment or trespass upon it until he comes | 


to Congress or to some tribunal of the United States Government and 
gets a confirmation. 

Mr. RANSOM. Will the Senator from Alabama allow me to inter- 
rupt him on that matter? ' 

Mr. MORGAN. I think I had better yield the floor and let other 
Senators discuss this question, because it seems I am only provocative 
of disputation instead of giving any light upon it. 

Mr. RANSOM. I should be sorry to appear in that character. 

Mr. MORGAN. I will yield to the Senator. 

Mr. RANSOM. Having recently read the very famous case of the 
ane geet I have just sent forto refer my triend from Ala- 
bama to, I will state that the Supreme Court held that if Congress, in 

ing that commission bill in 1851, in any way contravened the treaty 
of Guadalupe Hidalgo, that was not a question between Congress and 
a co-ordinate branch of the Government, the Supreme Court, but it 
would be a question between the United States and Mexico, and they 
would consider it; that the Supreme Court, being part of this Govern- 
ment, could not oppose the action of Congress in reference to that 
matter. I have just sent for the report and will read it to the Sen- 
ator when it comes, : 

Mr. MORGAN. I know what it says exactly. Iam not in default 
about that in the sligktest degree. But, after all, it is bound to be 
held by Congress that ‘until a grant in California is confirmed by stat- 
ute it is no grant at all to maintain an action of ejectment upon. 

Mr. RANSOM. The Supreme Court expressly says that but for the 
act creating the commission, declaring that no title could be good and 


effective until it went before that commission, it would be the duty of 


the court to consider every complete or perfected title in California, as 
was done in Louisiana and Missouri and Florida. 

Mr. MORGAN, There is no question about that. It would be the 
duty of the court, but for that, to consider every case. At the same 
time there stands that law, and it implies necessarily that the Gov- 
ernment of the United States has jurisdiction and power enough over 
a title acquired under the Mexican treaty to defeat a good and valid 
title under that treaty unless it gets the sanction of Congress or some 
tribunal of the United States. That is settled. No matter how they 
arrived at their decision, that is concluded by the case of Dominguez. 

Now, what are we trying todo here? We are tryingsome new leg- 
islative invention for the purpose of killing traud in these land grants. 
Instead of leaving this question of fraud where every question of fraud 
about titles ought to go, to the judiciary, we are trying to make aleg- 
islative question of it here in Congressand to settle it bylaw. Wecan 
not doit. We are doing extreme injustice in the effort to doit. How 
easy it is to leave every one of these grants, no matter whether perfect or 
imperfect, to the adjudication ofacourt. Can we not trust our tribunals 
to do justice? Thecourts could turn around upon us and say, ‘* You 
have confirmed eight or ten cases from California,-and not less than 
four of them are arrant and flagrant frauds, and the world knows it;”’ 
There the fact stands, 
We are not as good judges in cases of fraud as any !egal tribunal com- 
posed of ordinarily honest men that we can select in the United States, 
who have been sworn and put upon their oaths and their honor. 

My judgment is, Mr. President, that the only thing we can do here 
in order to secure justice to everybody is to open the doors of this ju- 
risdiction to any man’s complaint who wants to go there. Puta baror 
statute of limitation in and say to him, ‘‘ If you do not come in a cer- 
tain time you must lose your property; if you donot come in a certain 
time and present your claim you shall be considered to have abandoned 
it in favor of all these settlers who are there.’’ 

There is a class of people in that country for whom I have a great 
deal more sympathy than I have for the large holders of these claims; 
in fact, I have no sympathy for them at all. But the people who have 
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| gone there and been living there, some for twenty-five years, some for 
that no action of ejectment could be maintained upon a title in Cali- | 


forty, some for fifty, some for one bundred and fifty years, they and 
their ancestors before them, who have settled down and built up little 
villages and have little possessions upon these grants made by the Gov- 
ro that class of peo- 


ple we ought to give protection. Iam perfectly willing to vote fora 
| bill here now that a five years’ possession shall be considered as con- 


clusive of title in respect to that class of people who are living in these 
villages and have these little holdings. I am perfectly willing to do 
that. I am willing to put it in the power of the courts to say that 
| they shall not be ousted if they have been holding in good faith fox 
twenty years or five years, any time that the Congress or the United 
| States may see proper to prescribe. But those people are to be taken 

care ol, 

Every man who has a claim to one of these grants, I care not how 
| big it is or how little it is, ought to have an equal right to come into 
| the court and have his claim adjudicated, whether it is called a perfect 
| title or whether it is called an imperfect title. I do not believe that 
there is a lawyer on this floor to-day who can sit down and describe 
upon paper what is a perfect title under Mexican law and what is au 
impertect title, and state all the facts thatare requisite to constitute a 
perfect title, and what are necessary to constitute an imperilect titleor 
|a mere equity. Wedo not do it in this bill. We leave that whole 
question in the air, undecided, unprovided for in the bill, Let the 
court decide it. Let the court say whether the title is a good one, and 
if itis give the man a decree for it. If it is a perfect equity or an 
equity that the court can enforce pro tanto or in full, let the court de- 
cide it and give a decree tor it. If the party hus neither a perfect legal 
title nor a perfect equitable title, turn him outot doors and conclude 
his title forever by that decree. Do not say to him, ‘*I will dismiss 
| your petition because on the face of it you have got a good title,’’ at 
the same time deciding nothing in his favor that he can establish in 
any other court or against any person for any purpose whatever. 

I can not go into this court of equity and file a bill against a claim 
ant or'a supposed claimant of a piece of property I may have in this 
| city and affirm that I have got a perfectly good title and the other man 
has got no title, but that he is merely saying he hasa title; that he is 
| not insisting upon itat all, butis merely saying that I can not get a de- 
cree of affirmation of perfect title upon a bill like that. I must gointo 
controversy with the real defendants. I must have alitigation. The 
issues must be made up; the evidence, if any, must be taken; the de- 
murrer must be interposed, and whenever it turns out that | come into 
a court of equity with a title to a piece of property that is undisputed 
and indisputable I am to get nothing whatever decided in my favor 

That would not be any more than the mere presentation of a petition 
to Congress if it comes in affirmation of a grant that a man should go 
into a court under this bill and say, ‘‘ Here, I have got a clear title to 
this piece of property;’’ and the court is to say, ‘‘ If you have, we have 
no jurisdiction of your case; you must go somewhere else to enforce 
it.’’ That decides nothing, no more than if you were to reject a peti- 
tion or put it in a pigeon-hole in the archives of the Senate. While we 
have the subject up, let us give that court jurisdiction to decide any 
sort of a case that maycome up. Iam willing totrust them, as much 
so as I am to trust myself or my brother Senators. 

CIVIL SERVICE COMMISSION, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following concu; 
rent resolution of the House of Representatives; which was referred to 
the Committee on Printing: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senale concurring), That of the 
Sixth Annual Keport of the United States Civil Service Commission for the 
ending June 30, 1489, there be printed 31,000 copies, of which 2,000 copies shail 
be for the use of the Senate, 4.000 for the House of Representatives, and 25,000 
for the United States Civil Service Commission. 

HOUSE BILL REFERRED 

The bill (H. R. 4411) for the allowance of certain claims for stores 
and supplies taken and used by the Army of the United States as re- 
ported by the Court of Claims under the provisions of the act of March 
3, 1883, known as the Bowman act, was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MCP HERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had agreed to the report of the 
committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 5939) for the relief of 
settlers on Northern Pacific Railroad indemnity lands. 

The message also announced that the House had agreed to the report 
of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses on the amendment of the House to the bill (S. 1840) granting 
a pension to Sallie Douglass Hartrantt. 

DISTRICT PUBLIC PARK. 

Mr. INGALLS. I rise toa privileged question. I pre 
port of the committee of conference on the bil! (S. 4) authorizing the 
establishing of a public park in the District of Columbia. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Frye in the chair), The con- 
ference report presented by the Senator from Kansas will be read. 
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Mr. INGALLS. I would suggest for the convenience of Senators 
that this report is somewhat long and will take perhaps ten or fifteen 
minutes to read. I will ask, if there be no objection, that it may be 
considered to-night. 

Mr. COCKKELL. Let it be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The report will be read, 

The Secretary read as tollows: 








The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the House of Kepresentatives to the bill (8.4) authorizing 
the establishing of apublic park in the District of Columbia, having met, after 
full and free conference have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their 
respective Houses as fo lows 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement tothe amendments of the House 
of Representatives, and agree to the same with an amendment in the nature 
of a substitute as follows 

“ That a tract of land lying on both sides of Rock Creek beginning at Klin- 
gle lord Bridge and running northwardly, following the course of said creek, 
of a width not less at any point than 600 feet nor more than 2,000 feet, including 
the bed of the creek, of which not less than 200 feet shall be on either side of said 
creek, south of Broad Branch road and Blagden Mill road, and of such greater 
width north of said roads as the commissioners designated in this act may 
select, shall be secured, as hereinafter set out, and be perpetually dedicated and 
set apart as a public park or pleasure ground for the benefit and enjoyment of 
the people of the United States, tobe known by the name of Rock Creek Park: 
Provided, however, That the whole tract so to be selected and condemned under 
the provisions of this act shall not exceed 2,000 acres, nor the total cost thereof 
exceed the amount of money herein appropriated. 

“ Sro, 2. That the Chief of Engineers of the United States Army, the engineer 
commissioner of the District of Columbia, and three citizens to be appointed 
by the President, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, be, and 
they are hereby. created a commission to select the land for said park, of the 
quantity and within the limits aforesaid, and to have the same surveyed by the 
assistant to the said engineer commissioner of the District of Columbia in charge 
of public highways, which said assistant shall also act as executive officer to 
the said commission. 

“Spo. 3. That the said commission shall cause to be made an accurate map of 
said Rock Creek Park, showing the location, quantity, and character of each 
parce! of private property to be taken for such purpose, with the names of the 
respective owners inscribed thereon, which map shall be filed and recorded in 
the public records of the District of Columbia, and from and after the date of 
filing said map the several tracts and parcels of land embraced in said Kock 
Creek Park shal! be held as condemned for public uses, and the title thereof 
vested in the United States, subject to the payment of just compensation, to be 
determined by said commission and approved by the President of the United 
States: Provided, That such compensation be accepted by the owner or owners 
of the several parcels of land, 

* Thatif the said commission shall be unable by agreement with the respect- 
ive owners to purchase al! of the land so selected and condemned within thirty 
days after such condemnation, at the price approved by the President of the 
United States, it shall, at the expiration of such period of thirty days, make ap- 
plication to the supreme court of the District of Columbia, by petition, ata 
general or special term, for an assessment of the value of such Jand as it has 
been unable to purchase 

‘Said petition shall contain a particular description of the property selected 
and condemned, with the name of the owner or owners thereof, if known, and 
their residences, as far asthe same may be ascertained, together with a copy of 
the recorded map of the park; and the said court is hereby authorized and re- 
quired, upon such application, without delay, to notify the owners and occu- 
pants of the land, if known, by personal service, and if unknown by service by 
publication, and to ascertain and assess the value of the land so selected and 
condemned by appointing three competentand disinterested commissioners to 
appraise the value or values thereof, and to return the appraisement to the 
court; and when the value or values of such land are thus ascertained, and the 
President of the United States shall decide the same to be reasonable, said va! ue 
or values shall be paid to the owner or owners, and the United States shall be 
deemed to have a valid title to said land; and if in any case the owner or own- 
ers of any portion of said land shal! refuse or neglect, after the appraisement of 
the cash value of said lands and improvements, todemand or receive the same 
from said court, upon depositing the appraised value in said court to the credit 
of such owner or owners, respectively, the fee-simple shall in like manner be 
vested in the United States. 

**Sec.4, That said court may direct the time and manner in which possession 
of the preperty condemned sha}! be taken or delivered, and may, if necessary, 
enforce any order or issue any process for giving possession. 

“Sno. 5. That no delay in making an assessment of compensation or in taking 
possession shal! be occasioned by any doubt which may arise as to the owner- 
ship of the property, or any part thereof, or as to the interests of the respective 
owners. In such cases the court shall require a deposit of the money allowed 
as compensation for the whole property or the part in dispute. In all cases as 
soon as the said commission shall have paid the compensation assessed, or se- 
cured its payment by a deposit of money under the order of the court, posses- 
sion of the property may be taken, All proceedings hereunder shal! be in the 
name of the United States of America and managed by the commission. 

** Sec. 6. That the commission having ascertained the cost of the land, includ- 
ing expenses, shall assess such proportion of such cost and expenses upon the 
lands, lots, and blocks situated in the District of Columbia, specially benefited 
by reason of the location and improvement of said park, as nearly as may be, 
in proportion to the benefits resulting to sach real estate. 

** If said com mission shal! find that the real estate in said District directly bene- 
fited by reason of the location of the park is not benefited to the full extent of 
the estimated cost and expenses, then they shall assess each tract or parcel of 
land specially benefited to the extent of such benefits as they shall deem the 
said real estate specially benefited. The commission shall give at least ten 
days’ notice, in one daily newspaper published in the city of Washington, of 
the time and place of their meeting for the purpose of making such assess- 
ment and may adjourn from time to time till the same be completed. In 
making the assessment the real estate benefited shall be by the de- 
scription as appears of record in the District on the day of the first meeting; 
but no error in description shall vitiate the assessment; Provided, That the 
premises are described with substantial accuracy, The commission shall esti- 
mate the value of the different parcels of real estate benefited as aforesaid and 
the amount assessed against each tract or parcel, and enter all in an assessment 
book. All persons interested may appear and beheard. When theassessment 
shall be completed it shall be signed by the commission or a majority (which 
majority shal! have power always to act) and be filed in the office of the clerk 
of the supreme court of the District of Columbia. The commission shall apply 
to the court for a confirmation of said assessment, giving at least ten days’ no- 
tice of the time thereof by publication in one daily newspaper published in the 
city of Washington, which notice shall state in gencral terms the subject and 
the object of the application. 

“Thesaid court shal! have power, aftersaid notice shall have been duly given, 
to hear and determine all matters connected with said assessment, 
revise, correct, amend, and confirm said assessment, in whole or in part, or or- 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


SEPTEMBER 25, 


der a new assessment, in whole or in part, with or without further notice or on 
such notice as it shall prescribe; but no order for a new assessment in part, or 
any partial adverse action, shall hinder or delay confirmation of the residue o1 
collection of the assessment thereon. Confirmation of any part of the assess 
ment shall make the same a lien on the real estate assessed. 

“ Theassessment, when confirmed, sha! be divided into four equal installments 
and may be paid by any party interested in ful] or in one, two, three, and four 
years, on or before which times all shal) be payable, with 6 per cent. annual in- 
terest on all deferred payments. All payments shall be made to the Treasurer 
of the United States, whoshall keep the account asaseparate fund. The orders 
of the court shall be conclusive evidence of the regularity of all previous pro- 
ceedings necessary to the validity thereof, and of ail matters recited in eaid or 
ders. The clerk of said court shall keep arecord of all proceedings in regard to 
saidassessmentand confirmation. Thecommission shall furnish the said clerk 
witha duplicate of its assessment book, and in both shall be entered any change 
made or ordered by the cvurt as to any real estate. Such book filed with the 
clerk, when completed and certified, shall be prima facie evidence of all facts re- 
cited therein. In case assessments are not paid as aforesaid the book of assess- 
ments, certified by the clerk of the court, shall be delivered to the officer charged 
by law with the duty of collecting delinquent taxes in the District of Columbia, 
who shall proceed to collect the same as delinquent real-estate taxes are col- 
lected. No sale for any installment of assessment shall discharge the real estate 
from any subsequent installment; and proceedings for subsequent installments 
shall be as if no default bad been made in prior ones. 

“All money so collected may be paid by the Treasurer, on the order of the 
commission, to any persons entitled thereto as compensation for land or serv- 
ices. Such order on the Treasury shall be signed by a majority of the commission 
and shall specify fully the purpose for which itis drawn. Ifthe proceeds of 
assessment exceed the cost of the park the excess shal! be used in its improve- 
ment, under the direction of the officers named in section 8, if such excess 
shall not exceed the amount of $10,000, If it shall exceed that amount that part 
above $10,000 shall be refunded ratably. Public officers performing any duty 
hereunder shall be allowed such fees and compensation as they would be en- 
titled to in like cases of collecting taxes. The civilian members of the com- 
mission shall be allowed $10 per day each for each day of actual service. Deeds 
made to purchasers at sales for delinquent assessments hereunder shall be 
prima facieevidence of the right of the purchaser, and any one claiming under 
him, that the real estate was subject to assessment and directly benefited, and 
that the assessment was regularly made, that the assessment was not paid, 
that due advertisement hai been made, that the grantee in the deed was the 
purchaser or as-ignee of the purchaser, and that the sale was conducted legally. 

‘Any judgment for the sale of any real estate for unpaid assessments shal! be 
conclusive evidence of its regularity and validity in all collateral proceedings 
except when the assessment was actually paid, and the judgment shal! estop 
all persons from raising any objection thereto, or to any sale or deed based 
thereon which existed at the date of its rendition and could have been pre- 
sented as a defense to the application for such judgment. 

“To pay the expenses of inquiry, survey, assessment, cost of lands taken, and 
all other necessary expenses incidental thereto, the sum of $1,200,000, or so much 
thereof as may be necessary, is hereby appropriated out of any money in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated: Provided, That one half of said sum of 
$1,200,000, or so much thereof as may be expended, shall be reimbursed to the 
Treasury of the United States out of the revenues of the District of Columbia, 
in four equal annua! instaliments, with interest atthe rate of 3 per cent. peran- 
num upon the deferred payments: And provided further, That one half of the 
sum which shall be annually appropriated and expended for the maintenance 
and improvement of said lands as a public park shall be charged against and 
paid out of the revenues of the District of Columbia, in the manner now pro- 
vided by Mw in respect to other appropriations for the District of Columbia, 
and the other half shall be appropriated out of the Treasury of the United 
States. 

“Spc.7. That the public park authorized and established by this act shall be 
under the joint contro! of the commissioners of the District of Columbia and 
the Chief of Engineers of the United States Army, whose duty it shall be, as 
soon as practicable, to lay out and prepare roadways and bridle paths, to be 
used for driving and for horseback riding, respectively, and footways for pedes- 
trians; and whose duty it shall also be to make and publish such regulations 
as they deem necessary or proper for the care and management of the same. 
Such regulations shal! provide for the preservation from injury or spoliation of 
all timber, animals, or curiosities within said park, and their retention in their 
natural condition, as nearly as possible.”’ 

JOHN J. INGALLS, 


ANTHONY HIGGINS, 
ISHAM G. HARRIS, 
Managers on the part of the Senate, 


LOUIS E. ATKINSON, 
JOHN J. HEMPHILL, 
Managers on the part of the House. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on concurring in the 
report of the committee of conference. 

Mr. GORMAN. Does the Senator from Kansas desire this report to 
be acted upon now or will he permit it to be printed and go over until 
to-morrow ? 

Mr. INGALLS. I should prefer, unless there is some reason to the 
contrary, that it may be now considered. 

Mr. GORMAN. I trast the Senator from Kansas will favor us with 
an explanation of the report. 

Mr. INGALLS. Its provisions are generally known, and they are 
simple. It provides for the acquisition of a tract of land not exceed- 
ing 2,000 acres in the valley of Rock Creek, at an expenditure of not 
to exceed $1,200,000, one-half of which is to be paid by the Govern- 
ment of the United States and one-half from the revenues of the Dis- 
trict, in four equal annual installments. It has been discussed in both 
Houses. The provisions have been generally disseminated through the 
press, and I believe that the measure, while not all that can be de- 
sired and in some respects not in accord with my own views, is gener 
ally approved. I think, unless the Senator from Maryland has some 
particular reason why further inquiry should be made, that I shoul: 
prefer to have the report acted upon to-night. . 

Mr. GORMAN. Iam very heartily in favor of the general proposi- 
tion, but in the reading of the report one or two things struck me as 
rather novel to be introduced in the District in an enterprise of thi: 
sort. The first was the fact that you assess, by a commission to be 
named by the bill, the benefits that accrne to the adjoining propert) 

Mr. INGALLS. I did notlike that. That was not in accord wit! 
my own views, but agreeing to it was the result of a compromise. 
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Mr. GORMAN. : ; r 
of the large cities of the country such is the rule in the opening of 
streets and other improvements within the corporate limits, where the 
property advances in value rapidly and where the owner derives benefit 
from it, but, as I understand, this park is out some distance from the 
city of Washington, in the country. 

Mr. INGALLS. In the valley of Rock Creek. 

Mr, GORMAN. The valley of Rock Creek, and it extends to the 
Maryland line. 

Mr. INGALLS. 
holds out. , 

Mr. GORMAN. Very good, but the whole of it is located outside 
of the limits of the city of Washington, and the surrounding country 
consists of farms and dwellings and property not of very great value 
to-day. It does seem to me that to choose a commission of our own 
selection for the purpose of ascertaining what henefit the park will be 
to the farming country that adjoins, without the right of appeal, as I 
understood from the reading, is a very extraordinary provision to in- 
troduce into a measure here. It is rather a hardship to these people, 
who practically have only farms and gardens. 

The other provision to which I allude is that we are not only to have 





It.will extend to the District line, if the money 


the engineer officer of the District of Columbia, who isan Army officer, | 


but we add to the military government of this District, at least so far 
as this park is concerned, and intrust the expenditure of the money of 
the people of the District to another Army officer, the Chief of Engi- 
neers, 2 gentleman for whom I have the highest regard, and who, I 
believe from what I have seen of him, is probably the most capable 
officer I have ever known to occupy that position, and we all have 
perfect confidence in him. Butto put the money, one-half of which is 
to come from the tax-payers of the District of Columbia, practically 
under two Army officers, appointed for life, with nocontrol of it by the 
a of the District and no way to reach it, is going beyond anything 

retofore contemplated. I had hoped we wouldin the courseof time, 
and in a very short time, eliminate that military feature from the man- 
agement of the affairs of the District of Columbia and put it all in the 
hands of civilians; but under the provisions of this report we are adding 
to and extending their power and authority. 

As I caught the reading of the report, these are the two prominent 
features in it, and I suggest to the Senator from Kansas, as it is late in 
the evening, for it is now twenty minutes past 5 o’clock, that he let 
this matter go over until to-morrow morning and have the report printed, 
so that we may have an opportunity to look into it. Probably it is 
true that at this late dayin the session, after the long conference which 
has been had, nothing better can be done; but with ne disposition in 
the world, as the Senator understands perfectly well, to obstruct the 
adoption of the report, I think it is due that the Senator should per- 
mit us to look at it ip print to-morrow morning. 

Mr. HARRIS. I will say to the Senator from Maryland that the 
report is already printed. ~ It was printed by order of the committee. 
By sending to the room of the District Committee I doubt not we can 
get any number of printed copies that Senators may desire to see. 

Mr. GORMAN, I was not aware of that. I suggest to the Senator 
to let the report go over until to-morrow morning, so that we may have 
an opportunity to examine it. 

Mr. INGALLS. Therequestof theSenatorfrom Maryland is reason- 
able, and if he desires to familiarize himself further with the provis- 
ions of the report I can not object. 
report is in many particulars more obnoxious to me than it can be to 
the Senator from Maryland. I believe that the provision that imposes 
one-halt of the cost of the improvement upon the people of this District 
is wrong in principle and pernicious in practice. I think it is an un- 
just burden upon the already overtaxed resources of this people. 

The other points the Senator makes are somewhat in accord with my 


own views, but the report, as is usual in such cases, was the result of 


acompromise. I do not think anything else can be done. 

I may add that the provisions of the report have been submitted to 
the people through the newspapers and have been the subject of con- 
sideration and discussion for a number of months, the conferees having 
agreed, I think, in July last. There has been, so far as I know, no 
protest on the part of the people of the District against the report; on 
the. contrary, it has been generally approved, and the decision has been 
regarded with favor and cordially acquiesced in by those most nearly 
interested. 

-Mr. BLAIR. May I ask the Senator as to theextent of the surface 
that is appro by this bill ? 

Mr. INGALLS. The quantity of land is not to exceed 2,000 acres 
and the expense not to exceed $1,200,000. 
ane —" Can the Senator indicate the general form of this piece 


Mr. INGALLS, It follows the sinuosities of Rock Creek, beginning 


where the Zoological Park ends, and thence extending westward along | 


the windings ot the creek, comprising the banks and cliffs, if you may 
80 describe them, on both sides uf the creek to the line of Slaryland. 

Mr. BLAIR. With something like a uniform width of park ? 
Mr. INGALLS. Not to exceed a certain amount on each side, the 
Fo being to exclude improved property as far as possible and estab- 
@ park that shall be limited to the valley of the creek, along which 
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a road is to be maintained that shall run as at present and be protected 


| from any further change in the natural aspect of the region 
If there is objection to the } nt consideration of the report, of 
course I consent that it may go « - but I ask that it may be printed, 
giving notice that at the earliest opportunity to-morrow morning I 
| shall ask for its consideration. 
The PRESIDINGOFFICER. Doc Senator ask that ort 
| be printed ? 
Mr. INGALLS. I ask that it may be printed 
Mr. HARRIS. I suppose that there are printed copies in the 
mittee-room ? 
| Mr. INGALLS. Itcan be ed without dela 
| Mr. HARRIS. I suppose so, I have no objection to the printing, 
| but I should like, if the report goes over, that it be the understanding 
| that we proceed with it early to-morrow morning. 
| Mr. INGALLS, I have given that notice. 
| Mr. BLAIR. I hope it may be, as the Senator suggests, at the very 
| earliest opportunity in the morning hour. 
Mr. INGALLS. I shall move the consideration of it at the close of 
! 


the formal morning business, being allowed to do so under the usages 
| and precedents and in accordance with the understanding of the Senate. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the further con- 
sideration of the conference report will be postponed until to-morrow 
| morning immediately after the morning business, and the report will 
be printed. 
UNITED STATES LAND COURT. 
Mr. SAWYER. I move that the Senate do now adjourn. 
Mr. INGALLS. Why can not we vote on the pending amendment 
to the private land claims bill? 
Mr. WOLCOTT. If there is a quorum, I hope we may vote upon it. 
| Mr. SAWYER. I withdraw the motion to adjourn. 
The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
| tion of the bill (S. 1042) to establish a United States land court and 
to provide for the settlement of private land claims in certain States 
and Territories. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. is on the 
amendment of the Senator from Colorado [Mr. WoLcorr], which will 
be read. 


The pending question 


| 

} 

The SECRETARY. In section 13, page 18, it is proposed to strike out 
subdivision 7 and insert in lieu thereof: 

Seventh. No confirmation shall in any case be made or patent issued for a 
| greater quantity of land than was originally granted by the Government under 
| which the claim had inception, or for any greater quaitity of land than was 
legally granted by such Government when the same was made, 
| 
| 
| 
' 
} 


Mr. COCKRELL. 
Senator from Nevada | Mr. Stewart] was discussing this subject, to 
ask him a question in order to ascertain from him what had been done 
in the private land claims in California in regard to any claim based 
upon a grant prior to 1824 and for a greater amount than 11 leagues. 
He did not desire to be interrupted just at that time. [f there is any 
Senator who is a memberof the committee, who can answer that ques- 
tion, I should like to know whether in the State of California there 


I was very anxious this morning, when the junior 


>) 


| was in contest any private land claim based upon a grant of the Span- 
ish Government prior to the independence of Mexico in 1824 and tora 
| greater amount of land than 11 leagues, and, if there was, what was 
| the action in regard to it? 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr, President, in order that the chairman of the com- 
| mittee may have ample opportunity of giving the information asked 
for by the Senator from Missouri, I move that the Senate adjourn until 
to-morrow. 

Mr. INGALIS, Will the Senator be good enough to change that 
to a motion for a brief executive session ? 

Mr. HARRIS. Then I rove that the Senate proceed to the consid 
eration of executive business. 


| EXECUTIVE 8 
| The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Tennessee moves 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive business 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
eration of executive business. After five minutes spent in executive 
session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o’clock and 30 minutes p. m. 
the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Friday, September 26, 1890, at 
12 o’clock m. 


ESSITON. 
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The House met at 12 o'clock m. 

GREENE, of Washington, D. C. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and approved. 
| SIXTH ANNUAL REPORT OF THE CIVIL SERVICE COMMISSION, 

Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. Speaker, I present a privileged report from 

the Committee on Printing on the resolution referred to that committee 


providing for printing the sixth annual report of the Civil Serv 
mission. 


Prayer by Rev. SAmurr H, 


ce Com- 
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The Clerk read as follows 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), Thatof the sixth 
annual report of the United States Civil Service Commission, for the year end- 
ing June 30, 1889, there be printed — copies; of which — copies shall be for the 
use of the Senate, — for the use of the House of Representatives, and 25,000 for 
the United States Civil Service Commission. 

The committee recommend to amend the resolution so as to make it 
read as follows 


Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That of the 
sixth annual report of the Civil Service Commission, for the year ending June | 
30, 1489, there be printed 31,000 copies; of which 2,000 shall be for the use of the 
Senate. 4,000 for the House of Representatives, and 25,000 for the United States | 

| 


Civil Service Commission, 


rhe amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to, and | 
the resolution as amended was adopted. i 


PAYMENT OF CLAIMS UNDER THE BOWMAN ACT, 


Mr. CALDWELL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the | 
present consideration of the bill which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

Mr. PAYSON. Mr. Speaker, I rise to make a privileged report, and | 
if the matter is to take any time I shall object. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it will not take much time, 

The Clerk read as follows: ' 

For the allowance of certain claims for stores and supplies taken and used by 
the Army of the United States, as reported by the Court of Claims, under the 
provisions of the act of March 3, 1883, known as the Bowman act. 

Re it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Tre«sury be, and he is hereby. au- 
thorized and required to pay, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise 
appropriated, to the several persons in this act named the several sums men- 
tioned herein, the same being in full for, and the receipt of thesame to be taken 
and accepted in each case as a full and final discharge of, the several claims ex- 
amined, investigated, and reported favorably by the Court of Ulaims of the 
United States under the provisions of the act of March 3, 1883, entitled “An act 
to afford assistance and relief to Congress and the Executive Departments in the 
investigation of claims and demands against the Government,”’ namely: 

To Jesse K. Vawter, of Jennings County, Indiana, 875. 

To David Hicks, of Hamilton County, Ohio, $340. 

To George Keel, of Hamilton County, Ohio, $300. 


The SPEAKER, Is there objection ? 

Mr. HOLMAN, I hope the report will be read. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I object; bat will ask that the report be read. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the report. 

Mr. KERR, of lowa. Mr. Speaker, I am informed that the amount 
involved is only about $700 or $800, and as this is a unanimous report 
I withdraw my objection. 

The SPEAKER. Is there further objection? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think the report ought to be read. 

The SPEAKER. There are eight pages in the report of the com- 


mittee. 

Mr. HOLMAN. As the report is so long, I will not insist upon its 
reaiing. ; 
The SPEAKER. Is there further objection? The Chair hears 

none. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. CALDWELL moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

LAND-FORFEITURE 

Several members sought recognition. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to recognize the gentleman from 
lllinois for the presentation of a conference report. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of 
privilege. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. The question of privilege is this: 
On the 11th day of September, more than two weeks ago, I introduced 
a resolution the purpose of which was to ask information from the In- 
terior Department regarding affidavits and papers affecting this bill. 
That resolution was referred to the Committee on Pacific Railroads. 

‘The resolution was as follows: 


Resolved, That the Seerctary of the Interior be directed to inform the House 
what number of cases are now pending in his Department in which the claims 
of settlers are antagonized by the Northern Pacific Railroad Company or by 
other companies whose roads were not constructed within the time required 
by the granting acts. And whether said Northern Pacific Raitroad Company 
is now seekinga reversal of previous decisions of the Department of the Interior 
favoring settlement claims. And whether said Northern Pacific Railroad Com- 
pany has at different times filed different maps of general route for any portion 
of its line through the same part of the country, and, if so, whether public lands 
have been withdrawn from settlement and entry along each of said linesas the 
same was changed, or along additional routes, prior to the definite location of 
the line of such portion of road, and whether the Department of the Interior 
maintains or has maintained such withdrawals as an exclusion of the right of 
settlement and .entry, prior to definite location. And, specifically, what are 
the decisions of his Department upon the point of the legality of withdrawals 
on second or subsequent m«ps of general routes, so filed, and of the validity of 
such indemnity withdrawals as against settlement rights under the terms of the 
grant to said company. And whether said company is seeking the reversal of 
previous decisions of the Department upon said points. 

And he will further inform the House whether said Northern Pacific Railroad 
Company failed to definitely locate anv portion of its road during the period 
within whieh. by the conditions of its charter, the road was required to be con- 
structed, and what the decisions of bis Department are upon the point of the 
lega! right of arailroad company to definitely locate a line of road after the pe- 


BILL. 
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| 
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riod when, by law, the entire road was required to have been completed. And 
whether the decision of Mr. Secretary Chandler upon this point has ever been 
overruled by subsequeut departmental decisions or by the courts, and, if not, 
whether the principle of said decision is applied in the practice uf the Depart- 
ment to said Northern Pacific Railroad Company. 

After more than seven days had elapsed, on September 19, I intro- 
daced resolutions under clause 5 of Rule XXII. This was done alter 
I learned that no action had been taken by the committee. 3 

The SPEAKER. TheChair would state to the gentleman from Ala- 9 
bama that the bill has been brought back for re-reference, and owing 
to the absence of a quorum in times past the bill was not brought up 


| and the re-reference was not made. 


Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. I introduced the resolutions six days 
ago—and they have been printed in the REcorD—asking to have the 
committee discharged from its further consideration and have imme- ¢ 
diate action, My reason for doing that is because it is of the utmost 
importance that information which is now on file in the Interior De- 
partment shall be before this House before this bil! is considered. 

No report whatever had been made on September 19 nor had the res- 
olution been brought back for re-reference. 

Besides, the matter was of such great importance that I introduced 
two resolutions, one of which was referred to the Committee on Rules 
and the other to the Committee on Pacific Railroads. 

The resolutions are printed on page 11201 of the REcorp. 
as I will read: 


They are 


RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, the following resolutions were introduced and 
referred as follows: 

By Mr. WuHee.er, of Alabama: 

“Whereas on the lIth day of September, 1890, a resolution of inquiry was in- 
troduced in this House and was on that day referred to the Committee on the 
Pacific Pailroads; and 

*“ Whereas more than a week has elapsed since the reference of said resolution 
to said committee and no report has been made thereon by said com mittee : 
Theretore, 

** Resolved, That the Committee on the Pacific Railroads be, and they hereby 
are, instructed and directed to report said resolution back to the House with- 
out delay;” 
to the Committee on the Pacific Railroads. 


The other resolution was ina little different form, so that I could 
meet any possible objection or point of order, and was referred to the 
Committee on Rules: 


“Whereas on the Ilth day of September, 1890, a resolution of inquiry was in- 
troduced in the House and was referred to the Committee on the Pacific Rail- 
roads; and 

**Whereas more than a week has elapsed since the reference of said resolu- 
tion to said committee and no report has been made thereon by said committee : 
Therefore, 

** Resolved, That the Committee on the Pacific Railroads be, and they are here- 
by, discharged from the consideration of saifl resolution, and that the same be 
now brought before the House for immediate consideration ; "’ 1 
to the Committee on Rules, ; 

This is the first opportunity that I have had to ask that these resolu- : 
tions, or at least one of them, be considered. ; 

Under the rules of parliamentary law and the decisions of this House 
they are privileged. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not consider that question superior 
to a conference report, which by the rules of this House is given pref- 
erence even over a motion to adjourn. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. But, Mr. Speaker, will you let me 
read one little paragraph from the rules? 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman think it takes precedence over * 
a conference report? 4 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. 


I think that the resolution is essen- 
tial. 
The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman think it takes precedence over 


Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. I think so; and I think I can show a 
the Speaker that it does. On page 511 of the Manual it decides: 

A motion to discharge a committee from the further consideration of a ‘‘ reso- 
lution of inquiry” not reported within one week from the date of its reference 
is a “ privileged question.” 

Two decisions by the Chair are cited on that point—one by Speaker a 
Keifer and one by Speaker CARLISLE. In both cases it was held to be : 
privileged; and it is privileged when the information that is sought to 
be obtained —— 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman say that it takes precedence 
over a conference report ? 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama, It is privileged over a conference re- 
port in a case like this. We are proposing legislation upon a question, 
and in order to act with intelligence on the subject certain informa- 
tion contained in the Interior Department is absolutely essential. 

Weare informed that more than a thousand affidavits made by miners 
and settlers in the Northwest are on file in the Interior Department, 
and that they show that the bill proposed to be considered will do these 
poor miners and settlers great injustice unless it is modified. 

The rulings upon this matter can be found in the Journal of the first 
session of the Forty-seventh Congress, pages 1120-1125. 

The Speaker wil! recollect that Speaker Keifer decided that a similar 
resolution by Mr. Robinson, of New York, was privileged. 

Another case appears in the first session of the Forty-ninth Congress, 
page 1420, where Mr. CARLISLE decided that a case in which Mr. Taul- 
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bee had introduced a resolution of inquiry regarding substitutes in De- 
partments was privileged. 
WHY THE QUESTION IS PRIVILEGED. 
The reason why a resolution like this is deciared by parliamentary 
law to be privileged is solely for the very purpose that it is now in- 
ked. 
"it requires no argument to prove such a proposition. 


The occupants of the lands suddenly learn of the bill and find it will 


be very detrimental to their interests. They hold meetings and cou- 


ventions and forward to the Interior Department petitions and affidavits 
signed by thousands upon thousands of poor settlers aad frontier 
miners. 

I promptly introduce a resolution asking that these papers be laid 
before Congress. It is ignored. I wait seven days and the rules say 
that after seven days the question is privileged. I rise to demand 
that this privileged question be heard immediately, so that Congress 
can have this important information before it considers the bill, 
which, I contend, should not be acted upon until the evidence is ex- 
amined and understood. Mr. Speaker, we are about to try a case 
which affects the petitioners’ rights. The evidence I demand is neces- 
sary to the detense. The rules say that my demand for the produc- 
tion of the evidence is privileged. Illustrate this with a parallel case. 

The Constitution provides that a man accused of crime shall— 


be confronted with the witnesses against him,and have compulsory process 
for obtaining witnesses in his favor. 


Now, according to the Speaker's view, that provision could be com- 
plied with by issuing process for the accused witness aiter his trial and 
conviction, and possibly after his execution. 

The Speaker would argue that the Government’s privilege to try the 
man was higher than the constitutional privileges of the accused, and 
that sort of argument would be just as sound as the Speaker’s decision 
in this case. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will overrule the point of order. 

ntleman from Illinois. 

Mr. PAYSON. I yield for a moment to the gentleman from Iowa 
[Mr. Lacey}. 


VACANCY IN THE SECOND DISTRICT OF ARKANSAS. 
Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the adoption of the resolution 
which I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Clerk of the House is hereby directed to transmit to the 
governor of Arkansas a copy of the resolution declaring a vacancy in the Sec- 
ond district of that State, adopted on the 5th day of September, 1890. 


The resolution was agreed to. 
LAND-FORFEITURE BILL. 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the conference report. 

Mr. PAYSON, Mr. Speaker, this report was read at length last week 
when the matter was presented, and I ask unanimous consent to dis- 
pense with the reading. 

The SPEAKER. There is no necessity for asking to dispense with 
the reading if the report has already been read. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. I object. I insist that the report be 
read. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair overrules the objection, as the report 
has been read. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. It bas not been read lately. [Laugh- 
ter.] I think there was an effort to read the report or some part of it 
a week or more ago. Here is a very important matter brought before 
the House when few members were present, and I think that no atten- 
tion whatever was paid to it. 

There was considerable confusion in the Hall and excitement about 
the election case which it was understood would be taken up. The 
reading of the report was interrupted by messages from the Senate and 
other business. Members very seldom pay attention to the reading 
of a bill or report which it is known is not then to be acted upon. It 
was understood that it would not be taken up at that time and there 
were but few members in the Hall. 

The SPEAKER, Precisely; but they should have been present. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. The most of those who were away 
were Republicans, who were attending to their elections. When this 
bill = read I think there were more Democrats than Republicans 

resen 


The SPEAKER. That, according to the gentleman’s idea, must be 


The 


Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. I desire that it should he read now, 
80 that members present may understand it. An important matter 
like this should be conducted in a parliamentary manner. I am con- 
fident that the members of the House desire to have it read. 

The SPEAKEK, The gentleman is not entitled to have it read ex- 

by unanimous consent. 


tr. ae gene of Alabama. I ask unanimous consent to have the 


desire to say to this side of the House that this bill was denounced 
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All of 


Senator 


by the Democratic conferees of both the House and Senate 
them refused to sign it and more than that every Democratic 


opposed the bill, not a single one voting for it. 


Mr. PAYSON. 
The SP&AKER. 
Mr. PAYSON. 

The SPEAKER. 
M. PAYSON, 


Is this proceeding by unanimous consent? 
It sezms to be. 

I desire to be recognized ? 
The gentleman is recognized. 


Now, Mr. Speaker, if 1 can have the attention ofthe 





Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. Will the Chair put my request fo1 


unanimous consent? 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. PAyson] re- 


quests the regular order, which is equivalent to an objection. 


Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. I desire to appeal from the decision 


of the Chair. 


The SPEAKER. It is too late. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. 

The SPEAKER. 
the floor. 

Mr. PAYSON. Ifthe gentleman from Alabama [Mr. WHEELER] will 
kindly give his attention, so that this matter can proceed, I think he 
will be satisfied with what I shall be glad to attempt to secure for him. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. I would like to ask the gentleman 
from Illinois how much time he is going to allow for debate. 

Mr. PAYSON. Itis my purpose to conclude this matter within 
the hour, if that shall accord with the judgment of the House. I will 
say to the gentleman that the members of the Committee on Public 
Lands agree to that course, and the gentleman from Indiana [ Mr. 
HOLMAN ], who was on the conference committee, is content with my 
yielding out of my own time five or ten minutes, or so much time as 
he may desire to occupy, aud it is my purpose to ask before commenc- 
ing the discussion—if the gentleman trom Alabama will give his at- 
tention. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. I am listening very attentively. 

Mr. PAYSON. Yes, I notice that the gentleman is. [Laughter.] I 
was saying, Mr. Speaker, that it is my purpose before commencing the 
discussion to ask unanimous consent to close the debate in one hour, 
and if the gentleman from Alabama desires to say sumething upon 
this subject I am willing to yield him a partof my own time. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. I would like sometime. I think, 
however, the gentleman is mistaken in saying that the members of the 
Committee on Public Lands agree to cutting off debate in this way, 
becanse one of the gentlemen on the committee has promised me an 
hour’s time. [Laughter.] And another member of the committee 
promised me part ot his time, which he understood would be fully 
half an hour. 

Mr. PAYSON. If the gentleman has any other query that he de- 
sires to put I shall be glad to answer it. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. The gentleman has not stated how 
much time he proposes to allow for discussion. 

Mr. PAYSON, I have stated that it is my purpose to conclude the 
discussion within the hour. If it meets the approval of the House I 
hope the discussion will be confined to one hour. 

Mr: WHEELER, of Alabama. I ask unanimous consent to let me 
have an hour. 

Mr. PAYSON. I will be willing to yield to the gentleman from Ala- 
bama ten minutes of my own time, which is more than I shall occupy 
mysel!, if he will be content with that. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. I will not be content with that. 

Mr. PAYSON. Then I shall take the usual course. 

Mr. Speaker, it would be an assumption of evotism, I think, if ] 
should assume that anything new could be said upon the subject which 
is embraced in this conference report. ‘The matter which it includes has 
been debated in every phase, so far as I know, for the past seven or 
eight years. When the bill was under discussion in the House the 
whole subject was very thoroughly considered. As gentlemen about 
me will remember, no gentleman who desired to speak was denied an 
opportunity. This conference report covers the general subject of the 
forfeiture of railroad land grants and embraces within its provisions 
every acre of the public land about which there is no dispute which is 
the subject of forfeiture under existing law. ‘The bill when it w 
considered in the House was very thoroughly discussed. As [ have 
already said, no member of the House who desired to speak upon it 
was denied an opportunity soto do. Every amendment which was de- 
sired to be offered was offered in Committee of the Whole and voted 
upon, and upon the subjects of disagreement between the two Houses 
which went to the conference there was no disagreement in the con- 
ference. 

In a general way I may perhaps be justified in saying that, while the 
gentleman from Indiana [ Mr. HOLMAN] did not sign this report, it was 
because he did not believe in the principle embraced in the first section 
of the bill, which was passed here by an overwhelmi.g majority, but 
he did notdissenton any question of difference between the two Houses 
The first section of the bill provides that a!l lands lving opposite road 
not constructed and in operation, for which public land was granted, are, 
by this bill, torfeited and restored to the public dumain and made sub- 


Then [rise toa question of privilege. 
The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Payson] has 






























ject to settlement under existinglaw. The other provisions of the bill, 
as appears in the conference report, are in substance as they passed the 
House, except two sections, one relating to the Mobile and Girard Rail- 
road, in the State of Alabama, and the other relating to the Gulf and 
Ship Island Railroad, in the State of Mississippi. 

Section 7 of the original bill, which provided that nothing in this 
act contained should be construed to prevent any subsequent Congress 
from declaring further or other forfeitures if it should be deemed de- 
sirable, has been stricken out of the bill by the action of the confer- 
ence, That proposition was offered in the Senate, and by a yea-and- 
nay vote was rejected by a large majority. In the House it remained 
in the bill, but the conference committee agreed that it might be 
omitted for the reason that the bill without it was exactly as strong as 
with it, as the provision gave no rights to Congress which Congressdid 
not already have. Upon this the conferees are all agreed. The bill 
on its face proposed to deal only with land lying opposite road notcon- 
structed; and, being desirous then, as we are desirous now, of having 
all questions connected with unconstructed road and land lying oppo- 
site unconstructed road out of the way and put behind us, we have 
agreed upon the billin this form. Not an acre of land lying opposite 
constructed road is confirmed or in any way affected by this report. 
Congress has every right that it now possesses to act as it may choose 
hereafter. ‘To this all the coaferees agree. This is all I care to say as 
to this phase now. 

The propositions as to the Mobile and Girard Railroad were substan- 
tially the same as those which were placed upon the bill by an amend- 
ment here in the House. By the House amendment certain tax titles 
were recognized, which had accrued upon some of the lands in the 
Mobile and Girard grant, but upon investigation we found that most 
of those tax titles had been acquired for a merely nominal sum, in some 
cases not exceeding one-half of 1 cent per acre, and therefore we con- 
cluded unanimously that that provision should be struck out of the 
bill and the tax claimants be left to whatever remedy or rights they 
might have at law. We also provide, as acondition of the Mobile and 
Girard Railroad being allowed for lands that it has earned by the con- 
struction of a certain portion of its road, 84 miles in length, that the 
company shall, within ninety days from the passage of this act, make 
formal) relinquishment of title for the benefit of persons who have set- 
tled upon lands within the limits of its grant. 


Mobile and Girard grant. 


Gulf and Ship Island Railroad. 


ot intersection on the Northeastern Road running across from Mobile, 
point within a year. 


ence to this subject. 


old act passed in 1856. 


shall relinquish all rights as to such land. 


80,000 or 90,000 acres. 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


That is the only change made in this report with reference to the 


I now desire to call attention to a provision with reference to the 
By a section which we now make a 
partof the bill we provide that the Gulf and Ship Island Railroad 
Company shall have one year within which to complete its road from 
the port of Ship Island, on the Gulf of Mexico, northward to the point 


; a distance of about 75 miles, andshall beentitled to such lands as it shall 
earn within that time, provided its road shall be constructed to that 


} agree, Mr. Speaker, that by consenting to this proposition we make 
a departure from the practice in this House for years past with refer- 
But the appeal with reference to this road was 
made on the floor of the House eloquently and truthfully by the dis- 
tinguished gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. Hooker], and the same 
argument was advanced in the conterence committee. It was urged 
that the State of Mississippi was left poor by the results of the war, 
having but ope seaport upon its borders, Ship Island, on the Gulf of 
Mexico; that its railroad facilities were few and inadequate; that the 
people there were unable to build this needed improvement for trans- 
portation in that State without some help from some source, and re- 
mem bering that ander the general land-grant policy which was adopted 
so many years ago the greatand overwhelming preponderance of bene- 
fit has been given to the extreme Northwest, we were willing for the 
sake of a local improvement of vast advantage to the people of Missis- 
sippi to allow the railroad company there the benefit of one year’s time 
within which to complete this road and to give them something like 
120,000 acres of the public land to aid in that improvement under the 







But we couple with this provision the condition that the railroad 
company shall within ninety days from the passage of this bill, if it 
should become a law, file in the office of the Secretary of the Interior 
a formal relinquishment of every acre of land within the limits of that 
grant which is now in possession of any actual settler and to which the 
railroad company might otherwise be entitled; and we impose the 
additional requirement that whenever any land within the limits of 
this grant, which was made in 1856, prior to the war, has been sold 
by the officers of the General Government and the money paid into the 
Treasury and stil] retained by the Government, this railroad company 


In our jadgment, Mr. Speaker, this is an equitable arrangement. -It 
was a matter of duty, as we thought, to protect and mature the titles 
of these settlers upon the public lands within the limits of this grant 
within the area named, aggregating, according to my recollection, about 


By this amicable arrangement we reach three results. In the first 
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place, where parties have purchased public land in good faith and the 
Government still retains their money, their title is to be made good by 
a relinguishment of the land on the part of the railroad company; in 
the second place, the title of every settler upon the land is to be made 
good; and, thirdly, a necessary public improvement is aided to this 
trivial extent by the generosity of the National Government toward 
the State thus benefited. 

These, Mr. Speaker, are in substance all the changes that have -been 
made in this bill since its passage by the House; and we now submit 
it in the hope that it will receive favorable consideration. 

Mr. Speaker, I would be glad to know how much time I have occu- 
pied. 

TheSPEAKER. Ten minutes. 

Mr. PAYSON. Reserving the remainder of my time, I desire to 
yield to the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] ten minutes of it 
or so much as he may desire; but before yielding I ask unanimous con- 
sent that gentlemen who may desire to print remarks in the REc- 
ORD with reference to this question may have leave todo so. Several 
gentlemen have intimated to me their wish that this privilege be 
granted. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. PAYson] asks 
unanimous consent that members may print in the RECORD remarks 
on this conference report. Is there objection? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. PAYSON. I now yield to the gentleman from Indiana ten min- 
utes of my time or so much as he may desire. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope. that the gentleman from Illinois will not 
limit me to ten minutes. I desire, with the consent of the gentleman, 
to yield tive minutes to the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. MCRAk]. 

Mr. MCRAE, Mr. Speaker, I can not, of course, undertake to dis- 
cuss this bill in five minutes, I did hope that we would have sufli- 
cient time to debate this conference report somewhat at length; and 
I would have been glad to yield a portion of my time to the gentleman 
from Alabama [Mr. WHEELER]; but, of course; both of us will not 
be able to make speeches in five minutes. 

In the brief time allowed me I wish simply to call the attention of 
the House to the omission by this conference report of the seventh sec- 
tion of the House bill and to remind gentlemen of the circumstances 
under which this bill passed the House. When someof us on this side 
of the House, comparing the House bill with the Senate bill, insisted 
that we should forfeit all lands earned out of time, the chairman of 
the committee [Mr. Payson] and gentlemen who followed him pointed 
us by way of answer to section 7 of the House bill; and it was an argu- 
ment which was very hard to overcome. They said, ‘‘ We will forfeit 
that about which there is no question; and by section 7 we reserve the 
right to make further forfeitures in the future.’’ 

But this conference report omits that section, and whatever we may 
now do will, in the language of the gentleman from Illinois, be a 
finality. Not only will that which you forfeit be put behind you, but 
all the lands conterminous on roads built out ot time will also be be- 
hind you. It would have been much better if this section had never 
been in the bill than that it should have been adopted and now be 
stricken out. There is, I believe, a purpose in striking it out, and it 
ought not to be struck out, 

Mr. HERMANN. Will the gentleman permit a question ? 

Mr. McRAE. Certainly. 

Mr. HERMANN. Assuming that there is at present no reservation 
in the bill of the power of Congress in the future to make further for- 
feitures of granted lands, I ask the gentleman whether that of itself 
takes away the power which is inherent in Congress to do that. 

Mr. McRAE. Mr. Speaker, we have heard a good deal from time 
to time about inherent powers, but the inherent powers of which gen- 
tlemen speak have not been much invoked in dealing with the railroad 
companies throughout our legislation heretofore, But it is manifest 
that when you undertake to forteitaland grant and stipulate expressly 
what lands shall be forfeited the courts will hold that you can not 
afterwards forfeit anything beyond that; at least that was the theory 
on which the House bill was drawn. On that argument the bill was 
forced through the House. That was the sentiment prevailing in the 
House at the time of the passage of the bill, and I do not believe that 
at any time since I have been a member of this House would they have 

a bill if that provision had not been embodied in it. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. Is the gentleman aware of the fact 
that this same proposition was made in the Senate as an amendment to 
the bill in the Senate (the same proposition that was in the bill when 
it passed the Senate two years ago) and was voted down ? 

Mr. MCRAE. Yes, sir; that is true. Two years ago this amend- 
ment was moved by Senator Beck,-who proposed it as an amendment 
on the floor of the Senate. It did not come from the Committee on the 
Public Lands of that body, but was adopted as an amendment when 
the bill was under consideration, and the minority of this House then— 
the majority now—seized upon that fact and insisted that it was suffi- 
cient protection to the people, and the bill was passed in this session 
of Congress under the belief that the people would be protected and 
that at any time in future when a Congress might assemble disposed 
to forfeit the lands they would have the power. 

Now, I desire, if I can be permitted to do so, to move to instruct 
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the conferees to restore this section to the bill, and if I can have the 
attention of the gentleman from Illinois I would like to know if he will | 
give his consent that I may have that right? Isee the gentleman | 
shakes his head. re 

Mr. PAYSON. I do not know that I understand the proposition ot | 
the gentleman, but of course he will understand that this bill is being | 
considered in the ordinary way of considering conference reports. 

Mr. McRAE. Of course if I had the power to do so I would make | 
the motion in my own right, but being restricted I must ask consent | 
to do so. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan). The time 
of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. McRAE. ‘Then, Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that I 
may be permitted to lodge the motion to instruct the conferees to re- 
store section 7 to the bill. 

Mr, PAYSON. I object to that. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. To whom does the gentleman from 
Illinois yield ? 

Mr. PAYSON. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HormAn] has 
still five minutes remaining. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I trust my friend will allow me a little more than 
five minutes. 

Mr. PAYSON. Before the gentleman begins, I will yield him ten 
minutes. There are several gentleman on the list to whom I desire to 
yield, and I have probably promised more time than I can control. | 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I want simply to state to the gentle- | 
man that this is an important matter and ought not to be gagged down 
in one hour. He had better not insist on the previous question. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The arrangement as to time has been 
already made. 

Mr. HOLMAN. ‘There has been no understanding, Mr. Speaker, on 
that subject on the floor of the House. 

Mr. Speaker, I trust the House will at least understand the state of 
this question and the importance of the action which we are now called | 
upon to take. I have talked so much to the House of what forfeiture 
of these grants ought to be declared that I should not feel justified now 
in occupying any time if it were not for the fact that I desire the real 
issue to be fairly and fully presented before the vote is taken upon this 
report. As one of the House conterees, I have not signed this report 
for reasons I will state. 

The House is aware of the fact that two different propositions have 
been presented with regard to the forfeiture of these land grants, be- 

inning with the first session of the Forty-eighth Congress. The House 

as declared over and over again in every Congress until this Congress 
that the least forfeiture that ought to be made would be all of the lands 
not earned by the railroad corporations within the time prescribed by 
law; and gentlemen will understand that the amount of land involved | 
in that proposition is now 53,741,596 acres, jn addition to the 56,987,840 | 
acres declared forfeited by the Forty-eighth, Forty-ninth, and Fiftieth | 
Congresses. The House never varied from that position until the pres- | 
ent session of Congress. Gentlemen, of course, understand all that. | 

The Senate repeatedly insisted that the forfeitures should be limited | 
to lands ‘not now earned ”’ and to which the railroad companies have | 
no pretense of claim—lands opposite portions of the roads never con- 
structed and as ageneral rule never intended to be constructed. When 
this subject was discussed in the last Congress, the seventh section of 
the present House substitute was in the bill of the Senate, reserving 
expressly the right of Congress to declare further forfeitures; I stated 
then that it meant nothing; that if you passed the bill declaring the 
forfeiture of the lands ‘‘ not then earned’’ it would be the end of 
the controversy, and the patents would be issued; that the General 
Land Office would proceed at once to close the accounts and issue the 
patents to the corporations for all the lands not embracéd in the bill. 


tion, stated distinctly that this provision was of no real value; that as 
a matter of course Congress, if it had the power to declare further for- 
teitures, would do so if it thought proper to do so thereafter. 

I stated distinctly then, and I state now, that ifthe bill should pass 
with this seventh section in it no actual rights would be reserved, 


and the effect of the passage of the bill would be the same; that it | 


would still confirm the whole of the more than 53,000,000 of acres of 
land which this House has declared over and over again, up to the close 
of the last session, ought to be forfeited by Congress. Now, I wish to 
call the attention of the House for a moment to the history of this 
provision. The Senate and the House both agreed to it in the last 
Congress. It is as follows: 


That nothing in this act shall be construed to waive or release in any way 
any right of the United States to have any lands granted by them as recited in 
the first eection forfeited for any failure, past or future, to comply with the 


conditions of the grant. 

Thatsection was in the Senate bill and in the House substitute. 

Mr. HOOKER. That is the seventh section. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Yes, that was the seventh section of the present 
House substitute. It was in the House bil] and it was urged asan ar- 
ene House for the passage of the substitute that al! rights 

make farther forfeitures were expressly reserved. I was very glad 
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| in the last Congress. 


| rest upon the title of the railroad corporation to these lands.’’ 


| tion, so that the title of 


| that after the patents shall issue the courts will go behind the patents 


And the gentleman trom Illinois [Mr. Payson], in answer to a ques- | 
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to see, when the bill passed the House some time ago as a substitute 
reported by the gentleman from [linois, that the gentleman considered 
that that provision of itself did not reserve any other right than those 
which would exist anyhow. That had been my own position in the 
last Congress, as an argument against the House attaching any impor- 
tance to that provision. So both Houses consented to that proposition 
It was in the Senate bill and House substitute. 
The House insisted upon it at the present session of Congress and the 
Senate refused to agree to it and struck itout. Upon what principle? 
Upon the ground expressly stated that it would leave “‘a cloud upon 
the title of the corporations to the lands not forfeited;’’ that is, te the 
48,619,760 acres of land not declared forfeited by the bill, and which 
this House has for years over and over again declared that Congress 
ought to forfeit. That section was stricken out, and the Recorp will 
show it, for the purpose of removing any ‘‘ cloud that might otherwise 
A ma- 
jority of your conferees have now agreed to strike out this seventh sex 
corporations to 48,619,760 acres will be 


these 
confirmed. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, this is a mortifving position for this House to be 
placed in. That section carried the substitute, and now 
to adopt a report that strikes it out. 

What is the real propelling force behind this bill? It is the North 
ern Pacific Railroad corporation. I have stated to the House on a 
former occasion that that corporation has been lobbying even on the 
floor of the House for the passage of this bill. And why? Well, jor 
several reasons. Among others, the passage of this bill is 
the end of this legislation. Whatever you deciare {i 
terminate every effort to declare forfeitures. If you pass this bill in 
iis present form, with this history as to the seventh section, that sec- 
tion being expressly omitted to relic ons from a cloud 
on their title to the unforfeited lands, then what follows? Why, asa 
matter of course, your General Land Office will at once proceed to issu 
the patents to these 48,619,760 acres, and what is the effectof that? ‘To 
confirm their titles toimperial landed estates. The effect of that is that 
in the single State of Montana—and I hope I have the ear of the gentle- 
man representing that great young State [Mr. CARTER }|—that in the 
single State of Montana it is asserted by gentlemen well informed, ii 
not by the gentleman representing that State himself, that there are af 
least 5,000,000 acres of valuable mineral land which were not granted 
to the Northern Pacific Railroad corporation, and which will only be 
come -vested in that corporation when the patents shall be issued; for 
it is now understood to be the law that until a patent does issue the 
discovery of mineral lands, gold and silver and the like, prevents the 
land from passing to the railroad corporation. 

If the patent is issued before the discovery the title vests absolutely 
in the corporation. 
Mr. PAYSON. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. PAYSON. The gentleman from Indiana, of course, desires to be 
aceurate with reference to all his statements here. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Certainly; I wish to be accurate. 

Mr. PAYSON, I want to correct the statement of the gentleman 
from Indiana as to what the holding of the Department is. This Ad- 
ministration, by Secretary Noble, has held explicitly that, under the 
act of Congress making the grants to the Northern Pacific, the Union 
Pacific, the Atlantic and Pacific, and the Southern Pacific Railroads, 
not an acre of mineral land can pass under any condition whatever. 
He has made a recent decision at great length, holding exactly the op- 
posite view from that which the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HoL- 
MAN] has stated. 

Mr. HOLMAN, 


you are asked 


known to he 
‘7 
rfeited now will 


1 > 
these corpora 


Will the gentleman permit a single interruption? 


Now, does the gentleman entertain the least hope 


Mr. PAYSON. The gentleman seems to misapprehend what I say. 


| The patent can only issue upon the approval of the Secretary of the 
| Interior, and he has made a recent decision, to which the attention of 
| my friend, I think, has not been called, that no patent will issue as to 


| any land that contains an ounce of mineral, and any patent that does 
| issue will contain a reservation as to everything of that kind. 
Mr. HOLMAN. My friend is clearly right about that. If it is 
| known that the land is mineral land, if the fact has been demonstrated 
| by actually delving into the earth, then the patents will not issue, but 
| if the patent shall issue—and it will promptly on the passage of this 
| bill—does my friend from Illinois [Mr. Payson] pretend that the 
| courts will go behind that patent and declare the patent null and 
void because subsequently the lands were discovered to be 
mineral lands ? 

I wish to repeat that question. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
pired. 

Mr. PAYSON. I yield the gentleman another minute, as I was not 
listening to the gentleman on account of answering inquiries of othe 
| gentlemen. I yield the gentlemen five minutes more. 
| Mr. HOLMAN. The Northern Pacific Railroad Company, the cor- 
| poration that is pressing this measure ahead, has no claim upon the 
| generosity or bounty of Congress. You are about to confirm to the for- 


valuable 


The time of the gentleman ha 
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eign owners of this Northern Pacific Railroad a body of wealth beyond 
the dream of the most greedy avarice. 

Mr. HEARD. Will not the practice, as remarked by the gentleman 
from Illinois, be to this effect: That under the present rule any patents 
that issue hereafter to these lands will contain a reservation protecting 
the lands on which mineral discovery is made? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Well, it will if a law to that effect is passed. I: 
such is the purpose, why is it not expressed in this bill? 

Mr. PAYSON, That is the holding of the Department now. 

Mr. HOLMAN. If such a provision be ingrafted upon the patent 
by authority of law it will be; otherwise it will not. If not so in- 
graited in conformity with law it will be a mere nullity. I think I 
have the ear of the gentlemen representing Montana and South Da- 
kota, and those gentlemen certainly have investigated this subject and 
have learned the fact that when the patents are issued—and these 
patents will be promptly issned when this bill becomes a law—the title 
is irrevocable out of the United States and in the railroad corporation. 

Now, if there were any equity in this matter I should not complain; 
but here is a corporation that never threw a spadeful of earth until 
eight years had elapsed after the grant was made, and that an enormous 
grant of more than 42,000,000 acres of Jand—the most valuable ever 
made by a government, even a monarchy, and made upon the theory 
of their opening up the country. Yet until the 2d day of July, 1872, 
eight years after the grant was made, not a spadeful of earth was 
thrown. When the time finally expired, after it had been twice ex- 
tended, on the 2d of July, 1879, there were over 1,600 miles of the 
railroad uncompleted; and it is land to that amount,over 30,000,000 of 
acres of this grant alone, that ought to be forfeited, and the House 
ought to demand that, if nothing more, in the interest of common hon- 
esty and justice,and demand it until the people compelled the Senate 
to agree to it. 

Here is a corporation entitled to no favors, Railroads were building 
westward and eastward from Portland on the one side and from Minne- 
apolis and other points east, converging together before this railroad 
got fairly under way, and the railroad simply stood in the way of prog- 
ress, interposing obstacles to the construction of railroads between 
the Mississippi and the Pacific. Under these circumstances it seems 
to me remarkable that Congress shall deliberately go back upon its 
own record and declare a forfeiture of only 2,090,000 acres which the 
railroad corporation does not want, because another railroad, built by 
private enterprise, had been constructed over the same territory of 
land. 

Now, sir, while it is not my purpose to vote against a bill forfeiting 
even a single acre of the land granted to these corporations, I must de- 
clare this measure a deliberate abandonment of the rights of the people, 
and that, too, at the dictation of a powerful corporation. 

Mr. HOOKER. Will the gentleman from Indiana allow me a ques- 
tion forinformation? DoI understand you to take the position that be- 
cause this bill forieitsa certain quantity of the public lands granted to 
railroads therefore Congress can not hereafter forteit other lands not 
earned by them? 

Mr. HOLMAN. 
for that purpose? 

Mr. HOOKER. Ido not know about that. 
power of Congress over futare forfeitures. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I do not pretend that the power of Congress would 
be affected, except as clearly abandoned; but does any gentleman in- 
dulge the slightest hope that after the ‘* patents are issued ’’ Congress 
will go behind the patents and declare the forfeiture of lands for which 
patents have been authorized? When this bill is passed your Depart- 
ment will promptly issue these patents, and these lands are turned 
over to corporate monopoly. 

Now, sir, when the railroads were not even located and after the 
time for their completion had expired, thousands and tens of thou- 
sands of people had settled within their vast strips of land, 60 and 120 
miles wide, including their indemnity limits, when the railroad com- 
pany was not even in progress of construction, and within the time 
in which the construction was to be completed had expired. These 
claimants are now betore you, and a bill is ready to be reported indem- 
nitying four hundred of them for losses sustained by them for lands 
settled within the second indemnity limit and who had settled at the 
time when no railroad was even in progress of constraction. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. And this bill does not provide for these 
people at all. 

Mr. HOLMAN. This bill does not; but there are bills pending that 
do. There are tens of thousands of people who are affected by it and 
for whom relief will have tobegiven, You have allowed these parties 
in many instances toenter upon theland. There bave been thousands 
of patents issued for luads opposite unearned railroad grants, and you 
will turn these lands over to these corporations and make reparation 
from your Treasury fur the injustice done these settlers. 

I protest against this act of tlagrant injustice to the American people, 
and yet there is no remedy, for gentlemen will hesitate betore voting 
against any measure of forfeitare, however partial. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. PAYSON. Mr, Speaker, I had agreed to yieid ten minutes to 


Does my friend think that a bill will be introduced 


Iam speaking of the 
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the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. WHEELER] and he desires an ex- 
tension beyond that, and I ask unanimous consent that he be granted 
fifteen minutes additiona). 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the request will be granted. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, the great corporation 
Congress of the nineteenth century is about drawing to a close, and I 
suppose it might as well end by passing this measure, falsely called a 
forfeiture bill, as to devote its time to other iniquities which encumber 
the Calendar. Members of this House who are disposed to defend the 
right of the people are powerless to resist the influences which are now 
controlling this body. I suppose this bill has been selected for consid- 
eration because itdoes more harm to the people and is of more benefit 
to corporations than any other billon theCalendar. Ihave not the re- 
motestconception that I shall succeed in preventing the passage of the 
bill, but I shall present some of its hideous features not only to this 
body, but to the people. 

I will begin by submitting the following propositions: 

I, That the Speaker erred in expressing his desire to recognize Mr. 
Payson when 1 was on the floor demanding the consideration of a 
privileged question. 

II, That he erred in deciding that my resolution calling for informa- 
tion was not privileged. 

III, That he erred in refusing my demand that the bill be read. 

IV. That he erred in refusing to submit to the House my request 
that the bill be read by unanimous consent. 

V. That he erred in refusing to submit to the House my request for 
an hour’s extension of time to debate the bill. 

I shall endeavor to show— : 

1. That the unwarranted and injudicial action of Mr. REED, exer- 
cised in the interest of the Northern Pacific Railway, went very far to 
surrender and possibly to confirm to that corporation 40,000,000 acres 
of Jand which belongs to the people. 

2. That he reversed his legal decision in his.report which declared 
a forfeiture of arival road to the Northern Pacific. 

3. That this is the first time that a forfeiture bill has been presented 
to this body framed so as to seek to prevent further forfeitures. 

4. That the bill in conjunction with the Sawyer decision will despoil 
miners and other frontier settlers of their lands, 

5. That the efforts of the Northern Pacific to resist forfeiture, which 
efforts were championed in this House by Mr. KEED, exasperated Mr. 
PAYSON so that he denounced this corporation asa ‘‘ briber and thief.’’ 

G6. That now Mr. Payson brings in and champions a bill which 
leaves said railroad in possession of 40,000,000 acres which he insisted 


four years ago belonged to the people. 


7. That Mr. Reep and Mr. Payson after years of warfare on this 
question, tenderly embrace in this grand tableau, a corparated wealth 
is triamphant. 

8 That Mr. Payson objected to the bill being read, thus keeping 
the mem bers of this body in iguorance of its provisions, 

9, That the bill leaves the rights of settlers unguarded, 

10. That the rights of the Government are unprotected by the bill. 

11, That the bill is unconstitutional. 

12, That every Democrat on all committees and in the body of both 
the House and Senate has denounced the bill and voted against it. 

POWER EXERCISED BY CORPORATIONS IN CONGRESS, 

For eight years I have looked with alarm at the increasing tendency 
to allow corporations to exercise their power in legislation, both State 
and Federal. They have been here demanding the passage of laws of 
nearly every character, but this is the first time in the history of Con- 
gress that a corporation has appeared before it and asked a forfeiture 
of land heretofore granted to them. 

There are 40,000,000 acres of land which belong to the people of the 
United States which a corporation has within its grasp, and that corpo- 
ration comes and says to Congress: ‘‘Forfeit 4,000,000 acres which we do 
not want, which we never will earn and never can earn, because the 
country through which the road would run has been occupied by another 
railroad, and, in consideration of your forfeiting those lands which we 
do not want, weask you to confirm to us 40,000,00Vacres of land, worth 
$200,000,000."? And that proposition, Mr. Speaker, is sought to be 
crowded through this House with one hour’s debate, half of which time 
is to be occupied by the gentleman who reports this bill. And had it 
not been for my urgent protest they would have accomplished their 
purpose. Itis notsurprising that the advocates of this bill feared the ef- 
tect of a discussion of its features. 

There is no member of this House more determined than myself in 
demanding that a bill should be passed forfeiting all the unearned 
lands which have been heretofore granted to railroads, but this bill does 
nothing of the sort. So far from forfeiting lands it is little more than 
an effort to make a regrant or free gift of millions of the people’s do- 
main to the corporations who are demanding the passage of this bill. 

AMENDMENTS ABSOLUTELY ESSENTIAL. 

Now, sir, there are three amendments which ought to be made to 
this conference report, and if the gentleman in charge of the bill will 
consent to make these three changes I will then most gladly giv« 
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the bill my most hearty support. First, the bill should be amended 
by inserting the same provision that has been in every forfeiture bill 
heretofore brought into this House. 

No one appreciated the necessity for the incorporation in the bill of 
section 7, which provided for tuture forfeitures when itshould be found 
that the lands belonged to the Government—no one, I say; appreciated 
more highly the necessity for that provision than the distinguished 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Payson] who has charge of this hill. 


‘Two months ago, when the bill was brought into this House, an inquiry | 


was made by the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. HEAnD] whether the 
bill would have the effect of confirming the title of any lands to rail- 
roads. It had been said on this floor that this bill does not forfeit one- 
tenth of the lands that ought to be forieited, and he asked if there was 
@ provision to authorize Congress to make further forfeitures and re- 
store to the people the land that belongs to them and that is now in the 
hands of these corporations. 

In reply to that, the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. PAYSON] said that 
there was. I will read the language of Mr. HEARD and Mr, Payson. 
I read from page 7525 of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD: 


Mr. Hearp. Now the other inquiry—as to whether it will have the effect 
of confirming any title in a railroad to such lands where the road was finished 
out of time. 

Mr. Payson, Now, I am coming to the inquiry of my friend as to whether 
it will have the effect of contirming any title or whether it shall prevent Con- 
gress from acting hereafter if it desired, That is covered by the seventh sec- 
tion, which I will read. 

Then section 7 was read, which provided that, if lands should be 
found hereafter that ought to be forfeited, Congress should have the 
power to declare further forfeitures. 

Section 7 is in the following words: 


That nothing in this act shall be construed to waive or release in any way 
any rightof the United States to have any other lands granted by them, as re- 
cited in the first section, forfeited for any failure, past or future, to comply with 
the conditions of the grant. 


Mr. PAYSON then proceeded, as I will read: 

That is reserving the right on the part of Congress to do anything it may 
choose hereafter in any other form it pleases with reference to this very char- 
acter of land. 

Then the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Hearn] said: ‘*That is 
satisfactory, Mr. Chairman,”’ 

Thus it will be seen that the gentleman from Illinois admitted that 
a provision of that kind was eminently proper, if not absolutely nec- 
essary, in order to save the rights of the people. 

Mr. PAYSON. Will the gentleman permit an interruption at that 

int? 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. Certainly I will. 

Mr. PAYSON. If the gentleman will follow the remarks that he 
holds in his hand he will see that I asserted there, as the gentleman 
from Indiana [{ Mr. Hor.AN] has asserted to-day, that the seventh sec- 
tion was absolutely worthless for any ptirpose, because Congress had 
just as much power without it as with it; and the gentleman from 
Aiabama entirely misrepresents me when he says that I made any such 
statement as that it wes necessary, and he holds in his hand the evi- 
dence that his statement is incorrect. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. I have simply read the gentleman’s 
remarks from the Recorp. I have read every word that he said in re- 
ply to this question of Mr. HEAD or inany way referring to the sec- 
tion which is now omitted. I construe his statement as unequivocally 
asserting that section 7 is a reservation of the right on the part of Con- 
gress to deal with lands in the future which ought to be forfeited. 
However it may hurt, he can not escape the force of his own language. 
He was answering inquiries as to whether the bill— 


will have the effect of confirming any title or whether it shall prevent Con- 
gress from acting hereafter if it desired. 


Mr. PAYSON then says: 

That is covered by the seventh section. 

Now, the section which covered that important pointis gone. It has 
been omitted from the bill; and I demand and the trienus of the Gov- 
ernment and people demand that the triends, I might say the almost 
slaves, of corporations which are dominating this Congress restore that 
section. I demand this in the interest of the people. I am not sur- 

rised at the gentleman’s embarrassment and his great desire to make 
it appear that he is misrepresented, because his omission of section 7 
from this bill in connection with his reply to Mr. HEARD shows that 
he must know he is doing the people the greatest injustice. 

I think the gentleman is mistaken, too, regarding what the gentle- 
man from Indiana (Mr. HoLMAN] has just said on this subject. The 
a from Indiana refused to sign the conference report because 

regarded this bill as an abomination. 

The gentieman from Indiana stated that the Senate insisted on 
striking out this section upon the ground that if it was allowed to re- 
main in the bili— 


e — leave a cloud upon the title of the corporations to the lands not for- 


and later on the gentleman asserted that the Recorp would show 
that the section was stricken out— 


for the purpose of removingany cloud that might otherwise rest upon the tit! 
Of the railroad corporation to these lands. m a 
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I understand the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. PAyson] fully con- 
curred with the Senate, and the gentleman from Indiana [ Mr. HoL- 
MAN] concurs with me that this action of the conferees was intended 
to and does confirm the title to 40,000,000 aeres of lands to the North- 
ern Pacific, every acre of which belongs tu the people. ‘The whole 
| affair is one of the most disgraceful proceedings ever enacted by a 
| parliamentary body. 


Again I wanttocall attention here to the fact thatevery Democrat, both 
in the Senate and House, retused tosign the conference report and every 
| one of them denounced the bill. I also want to call attention to the 
fact that every Democratic Seuator voted against the bill, nota single 
| one voting for it, and, in the face of these facts, it is shocking to see 
| Democrats rise on this floor and say they are willing to take this bill 
| because it is the best they can get. : 

I desire to ask how any Democrat can reconcile himself to vote for 
| this feariul corporation bill. The platforms of our State aad National 
| Conventions have ali demanded that these unearned lands held by the 

Northern Pacific and other railroads shall be forfeited; and the pur- 

pose of this bill is to do precisely the reverse. It seeks to contirm 
grants of unearned lands, not to forfeit them. The platforms of the 

Democratic party of 1476 aud 1880 denounced this waste of the public 

lands aad their diversion irom actual settlers. 
| said: 
| 


We believe that the public land ought, as far as possible, to be kept as home- 
steads for actual settlers; that all unearned lands heretofore improvidently 
granted to railroad corporations by the action of the Republican party should 
be restored to the public domain. 


The platform of 1834 


THE HOUSE IGNORANT REGARDING THE BILL. 

The truth is there are not six men on this floor that know much 
about the provisions or anything at all about the effect of this bill. 
For some reason copies of tle bill have not been brought in the House 
for distribution to the Members. I have not seen a single copy of the 
bill in the House to-day, and for some inexplicable reason the Speaker 
retused to allow the bill to be read when it was called up this morning. 

I used every effort in my power to have the bill read to the House. 

Every member of this body knows that under the rules all bills are 
required to be read when brought betore the House. 

The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Payson ] so fully understood this 
rule that he asked unanimous consent to dispense with the reading of 
the bill. I objected, and the Speaker decided that it was not necessary 
to ask unanimous consent and overruled my objection, I then de- 
manded the reading of the bill, and the Speaker decided that I had no 
right to demand it. I asked unanimous consent to have the bill read. 
The Speaker refused to submit my request for unanimous consent to 
the House and the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. PAYsoN] proceeded 
with his speech in favor of the bill. I regard the whole proceeding as 
one of the most high-handed violations of parliamentary law that have 
occurred in this extremely high-handed Congress. The Speaker and 
Mr. PAYSON together have succeeded in keeping the House quite igno- 
rant of the provisions of the bill. 

But, Mr. Speaker, if that section will do no harm why take it out? 
Why not leave it in the bill? We think it will do good. Suppose 
this matter were before a court, and the court should have the fact 
brought before them that the highest legislative body in the world struck 
out that provision, would not the court say that that was a legisla- 
tive declaration on the part of this body intended to cut off any furthei 
effort at legislation on the subject? 

And, even if the court would not, Congress hereafter would. The 
argument will be madein the next Congress that the striking out of 
section 7 was a legislative declaration on the part of this body that we 
ought not to go further in this matter of the forfeiture of land grants. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, who are the persons affected by this bill? Here 
is a domain of land seventy-five times as large as the State of Rhode 
Island, to which the Northern Pacific Railroad Company has not one 
scintilla of title more than you have or more than I have, and yet, in 
discussing a question which is connected with that and with no other 
corporation, that section is stricken out. I have here letters and peti- 
tions and proceedings of conventions of the people interested which I 
have not time to read, calling upon Congress to do them justice. 

MINERS AND MINERAL LANDS NOT PROTECTED, 

There is another point I want to allude to in connectiou with the 
same matter. Congress knows that the mineral lands were excluded 
from this land grant. Conress also knows that the Northern Vacifie 
Railroad Company has seized upon valuable mines in that region and 
bas commenced suits of ejectment against persons who are engaged in 
opening and working those mines, and Judge Sawyer in some of those 
suits has decided—I have thedecisions here—that mineral lands which 
were not known to be mineral lands at the time the grant was made 
go to the railroad the same as the agricaltural lands. There are 
of these decisions, 

The gentleman from Montana [Mr. CARTER] introduced a bill to 
correct this great wrong, but that bill has slept in the room of the 
Committee on Public Lands ever since the 17th day of April last, and 
while it, has been kept in that room and has never been brought before 
the House, while the people of the Northwest are ignorant of this mo- 
mentous question, this present bill is railroaded through this House, 


two 
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the effect of which will be to enable the railroad company to eject the 
miners from the works which they are now carrying on. 

One gentleman says they can appeal to the courts; another gentle- 
man says that these opinions of Judge Sawyer will not stand thescru- 
tiny of the Supreme Court; but all the gentlemen from the Territories 
and from the new States know full well that the miners are mostly 
poor men and can not afford to appeal their cases to the Supreme Court 


of the United States; and, even if they could, how can they contend 
with a corporation which is worth a hundred millions and which has 
in its coffers two hundred millions of the people’s money? I have in- 
sisted that the bill of the gentleman trom Montana be acted upon, and 
[insist now that this bill under consideration never ought to pass this 


House without being recommitted and having incorporated in it the 
provisions contained in the bill of the gentleman from Montana. 

Mr. STOCKDALE (to Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama). Can you not 
make that motion? 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. No, sir; the previous question is or- 
dered, cutting off everything. This is a robbery of the people; and 
robbers never keep open any question by which their booty can be 
taken from them. 


THE BILL UNCONSTITUTIONAL. 
lhere is another question in connection with this bill, The bill on 
its face is a violation of the Constitution. In all the early grants pro- 


vision was made for granting 120 sections of land per mile to every 
railroad in presenti to enable the railroad to run its preliminary sur- 
veys and ineur the necessary expenses before laying the track. 

This bill seeks to forfeit those lands; and if it passes in its present 
form the effect must be that it will be a nullity and will still further 
postpone the restoration of the lands which belong to the people to 
their rightiul owners. I have decisions bere from the Supreme Court 
of the United States—in the Courtright case, in 21 Wallace, and other 
cases—which decide positively, emphatically, and without question 
that these grants are gilts in presenti and that they can not be torfeited. 
Some of these lands were patented tv the States thirty years ago; and 
to attempt to forfeit them now is simply an effort to take back and re- 
store to the public domain lands which were granted years ago and 
earned in the manner the court say they were intended to be earned. 
I will read very briefly from one of those decisions. 

Mr. HOOKER. Are you now speaking of the grant to the State of 
Alabama? 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. No, sir; Iam speaking generally of 
grantsof this character. I am speaking of land grants located in many 
Southern and in many of the new States. 

The bill in question has very little effect upon lands in Alabama, 
but co far as it does affect Alabama lands Iam emphatically in favor 
of their forieiture. I am in favor of the immediate forieiture of every 
acre of granted land which has not been earned as required by the 
grant. Iam in favor of the forfeiture of the Alabama lands so that 
they can be entered and occupied by the people. 

In the Courtright case the court says: 

[t was the evident intention of Congress to furnish aid for such preliminary 
work as would be required before the construction of any part of the road, 

The courts have decided that the first 120 sections granted tor the 
purpose of preliminary surveys and laying out lines if acquired in that 
manner are just as effectively earned as that portion of the land lying 
parallel to a completed road. But the bill which gentlemen propose 
to pass to-day says that all lands which lie parallel to lines laid out 
where the road is not completed and in running order shall be for- 
feited. Now here are lands granted unconditionally to States and 
claimed to have been earned by corporations acting under authority 
of said States, and you seek to forfeit them, while you do not seek to 
forfeit lands that have never been earned. The bill attempts to do 
that which it has no right to do, and it tails to do that which ought to 
be done, and “‘ there is no health in it.’’ 

My contention is that the bill should require the Government to 
bring a suit against the grantees in cases of this character so that the 
court can declare a judicial forfeiture and thus save the settlers who 
have purchased homes on such lands from annoyance, loss of time, and, 
in some cases, absolate rain by being thrown into litigation with 
wealthy corporations. 

IMPORTANT PROVISO OMITTED. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I want to say one word regarding the mineral 
lands, because since this argument commenced in the Senate two weeks 
ago letters and resolutions have been sent to this body calling upon 
Congress to insert in this bill the proviso suggested by the gentleman 
from Montana { Mr. CARTER], the purpose of the proviso being to save 
the mineral interests from going into the hands of the Northera Pacific 
Railroad corporation. I will read one sentence from the decision of 
Judge Sawyer,’a decision which has created all the trouble out there. 
He says: 

By the words ‘‘ mineral lands"’ must be understood lands known to be such 
at the time the grant was made. 

Now, when this grant was made this area of 40,000,000 acres was a 
wilderness. No one knew what there was there; there was not a 
white man in that region; and the grant was made to this railroad 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


SEPTEMBER 25, 


company under their pledge to explore that country, to build a rail- 


road, and induce settlement. They neglected their contract; they did 
not build the road; they waited for years until our sturdy frontiersmen 
went in advance of them, settled up the country and made it valuable. 
And then when the time came that freight and passenger traffic would 
make a road profitable, this company commenced the construction of 
a line beyond Bismarck. 

Their first appeal was that they should be allowed to retain the land 
on the line of road from Lake Superior to Bismarck, which it was in- 
sisted, and insisted by the gentleman from Illinois, was liable to forteit- 
ure, even though they had built that part of the road prior to the ex- 
piration of the grant. But they came to Congress; they became bolder, 
and finally they had the effrontery to ask that this land which lies 
parallel to that portion of the road which was neyer touched until after 
the country had been settled and the limitation of the grant expired, 
and which therefore never was earned, should be given to them. And 
now, to thesurprise of the people of the West, to the surprise of the coun- 
try, tothe surprise of members of Congress who believe in right and 
fair dealing, this bill propeses to give to that company this empire 
which ten years ago they had not the effrontery to ask for. 

This brings me to a matter to which I may as well nuw make some 


allusion. 
CORPORATIONS CONTROL LEGISLATION. 


I want to illustrate what I have spoken of heretofore—the subtle 
power of corporate wealth, how it enters our committee-rooms, per- 
meates our lobbies, and as members of this body even comes into the 
Halls of Congress. Men whom we justly regard as above reproach in 
every walk of life, men who have the utmost integrity of purpose, 
men who start out determined to fight the battles of the people, are 
finally, by some strange mesmeric influence, brought under the power 
of the agents of corporate wealth. 

It is alarming to see the influence corporations are acquiring over 
men whose rectitude of character and honesty of intention none of us 
would doubt. Take, for instance, two very distinguished gentlemen 
who happen to be before me. The able Speaker, Mr. REED, who is 
now presiding, and the hardly less eminent statesman who has charge 
of the bill now before the House [Mr. Payson]. Would any-one tor 
a moment question the exalted aim, the devotion to duty, the integ- 
rity of purpose of these very eminent gentleman, who by their ability 
have earned a high place in the political history of the last decennium ? 

I will briefly review some of the circumstances connected with our 
efforts to restore these lands to the people, and I think it will give 
strong indications that while the distinguished gentleman from Maine, 
who now presides over this body, became enamored of corporations 
very early in his career, that the gentleman from Illinois battled suc- 
cessfully against their influence until some two years ago, when he, 
like many other good statesmen, succumbed, and since that time, as 
is often the case with converts to new friends and new methods, he has 
out-Heroded some of those who have been for very long periods willing 
dwellers among that character of business organizations which the law 
books say are without souls, 

In the Forty-seventh Congress the first effort was made to forfeit 
these lands of the Northern Pacific Railroad Company. The bill was 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and it was reported hack 
to this House by a gentleman of no less distinction than the present 
Speaker of this House; and there was presented also a minority report 
by the distinguished gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Payson]. In his 
report that gentleman, with the power which he possesses in such an 
eminent degree, maintained the positions he assumed, sustaining him- 
self with opinions of the law officers of the Interior Department and 
by decisions of our courts. He clearly proved that every acre of land 
held by the Northern Pacific Railroad Company was subject to forteit- 
ure and belonged to the people. 

In that Congress, in the Forty-eighth Congress, and in the Forty- 
ninth Congress, that gentleman pledged himself over and over again to 
stand by the weak and lowly of our land and defend them from the 
grasp, the inordinate grasp, of this the most powerful corporation now 
existing on this earth, I will read afew extracts from his speeches, be- 
cause they come from a man who has given this question the most pa- 
tient and careful study, and what was said by the gentleman from IIli- 
nois in his report in 1882 and in his speeches in 1884 and 1886 is true 
to-day; indeed it has more truth and more force now than it had at the 
time it was uttered. 

But before I discuss Mr. PAYson’s minority report and refer to the 
eloquent and able speeches by which he sustained his position that the 
40,000,000 acres of land which he now proposes to present to the North- 
ern Pacific belonged to the people, 1 will ask the attention of the House 
to the majority report made by Mr. Reep. And that the report made 
may be better understood I will read some paragraphs irom the act re- 
ferred to: 

CONDITIONS OF NORTHERN PACIFIC GRANT. 

The conditions of the grant to the Northern Pacific Railway are as 

I will read: 


Sec. 8. That each and every grant, right, and priv herein are so made and 
ven toand accepted by said Northern Pacific Railr Company upon and sub- 
to the following conditions, namely: That the said conipany shall commence 
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the work on said road within two years from the approval of this act by the Pres- | 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


ident, and shall complete not less than 50 miles per year after the second year, 
and shall construct, equip, furnish, and complete the whole road by the 4th day 


of July, A. D. 1876. 


The road did not comply with these conditions and the land was not 
earned, the conditions were not fulfilled, and no title or right to the 


land inured. 


Of course, in donating an empire to a corporation upon condition 
that the company would build a railroad between certain points within 
a specified time, it would be very natural and proper for Congress in 
making a contract with the railroad to include provisos for possible 
and certainly for all probable exigencies. 

The conditions contained in section 8 gave the Government no power 
to interfere in any way in the event of the company’s failure to com- 
ply with the contract, allow a breach to follow, and cease work on the 


railroad. 


Of course the land would revert to the public domain, but the Gov- 


ernment would be without the railroad. 


To avoid that possibility a 


further condition was exacted, and an additional right was reserved to 


a the Government. 


This was expressed in these words: 


Src. 9. That the United States make the several conditioned grants herein, 
and that the said Northern Pacific Railroad Company accept the same, upon 
the further condition that if the said company make any breach of the con- 
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says that instead of doing this or either of the four things suggested 
it did something else. 


His language, immediately following the quotation which I have 






cited above, is in these words: 
Instead of either of these things, C: 


condit Oo 


r S ¢ 


fining the effect of a breach of t! 

itation the sole ht which remains in the | 

the right, ‘‘ by its Congress, to do any and 

necessary to insure the speedy completion « 
t will be seen that the gentleman f 


r.cted section 9, limiting and de- 

ramed in section 8. By that lim- 

ited States at the present time is 

all acts which may be needful aud 
of the road,”’ 


rom Maine, Mr. Rren, here dis- 


| tinctly and without qualification asserts that the language of section 9 


a ditions hereof and allow the same to continue for upwards of one year, then, 

‘ in such case, at any time hereafter, the United States, by its Congress, may do 

4 any and al) acts and things which may be needful and necessary to insure a 
speedy completion of the said road. 

a It is clear beyond question that in case of the failure or default on 

7") the part of the railroad to perform any of the conditions mentioned in | 

j section 8, the right immediately inured to the Government to declare a 

forfeiture. 


MR. REED's ADMISSION, 


In fact, Mr. Reep, who was chairman of the Judiciary Committee 
of the House in the Forty-seventh Congress, and had charge of all tho 
bills which souzht to forfeit unearned lands to railroads, admits this 


without effort at reservation. 


Heconcedes this question in these words: 


The legal effect of the sections as quoted above is to make a present grant to 
the company of the lands in question, subject to the provisions and conditions 


stated in sections 8 and 9, 
estate upon condition-subsequent. 


The sections taken together vest in the company an 
If section 9 had not been enacted it would 


be quite clear that the estate of the company would have been determinabie at 
4 the pleasure of the United States, on the happening of any one of three things: 
4 First, a failure to begin the road intwo years; second, a failure in any one year 


to build 50 miles; and, third, a failure in ten years to build, equip, and complete 
the whole road. To secure this right of forfeiture it was not necessary to men- 


% tion itin the act. 


The words “ upon condicion" were the only words needed. 


wa They are as potent asif the words had been added, ‘‘and if these conditions 
a are not fullilled the land shall revert to the United States.” 


So far very well. 


He could not have conceded less. 
cluding Mr. ReEep and the railroad itself, agree that under the provisions 


Then all, in- 


of section 8 unless the Northern Pacific had complied with all three of 
the conditions recited in said section, the railroad has no title to the 
land, and therefore it reverts to the people and is aud should be re- 
stored to the public domain, and under the provision of the land laws 
conveyed to the actual settler. 

If the railroad has not complied with its contract and has not earned 
the land as provided in the contract, it belongs to the people and goes 
to the homestead settler, who, God bless him, with his dog and gun has 
braved the frontier dangers and hardships to make himself a home 
amidst perils of which few men of the East have any knowledge or con- 
ception. If the land belongs to such men, no higher crime could be 
committed than to enact legislation which would take it from them. 

; The Forty-seventh Congress confided the investigation of this im- 


portant question to Mr. Reep. 


Instead of making an effort to defend 


the people,and especially the brave men who were seeking homes in the 
far West, he appears to have devoted his great capacity to hunting 
some technical phrase by which he could despoil the Government, the 
people, and the homesteader, and through such means secure unearned 
taillions of the people’s treasure to the Northern Pacific. 

His search was fruitless, but his ardor and determination were not 
lessened. Finding nothing upon which he could base an argument for 


of the 
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Here are four propositions laid down by Mr. Reep. 
and correct, and they are denied by no one. 
Congress has never modified the severity of section 8, 
to rest its reserved rights in the words ‘‘on condition,” and it has 
therefore retained unimpaired and undiminished all its rights to reclaim 


the railroad, he, with his usual calm composure, proceeds to base and 
build up an argament for them upon less than nothing. 

Immediately following Mr. Regp’s language, which I have above 
quoted, the distinguished gentleman says : 


But the severity of the words in section 8 Congress had a perfect right to 
modify. It had aright to say just what should be the effect of a breach of the 


It could rest its reserved rights on the words “ upon 
effect would be to retain the right of revertiter, 


oan that right in so many words, as was done in all the railroad 


All are sound 
But my reply is that 
It has chosen 


ANOTHER ADMISSION BY MR. REED. 


spared any contention on this point, as Mr. Reep ad- 
Congress has never modified the severity of section 8. 


He 


} 
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Now, remember that Mr. 
section 8 secures to the people 40,000,000 acresof land, worth $200, - 
000,060, and then he judicially decides that section 9 takes this im- 
perial possession away from them and gives it as a gratuity to the 
Northern Pacific Railroad. 


nullifies and voids al! the rights which are reserved to the G 
or to the people in section 8. 


»vernment 


REED not only admits but asserts, that 


He says under the provisions and conditions of section 8 the people 


‘ 
i 


have a perfect and unquestioned right to recover and repossess them- 
selves of this vast domain; but he also says that the addition of section 
9 to the act deprives the people « 


every right in the premises except 


the right to start out with their pickaxes, spades, and shovels and 
build the road themselves, or hire the work to be done by parties other 
than the beneficiaries under the grant. 


In other words, the people contract with the Northern Pacific com- 
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pany to build a railroad which, when completed, 1s to be the 
of the Northern Pacific Company, and in order to induce the building 
the peopleagree to give thecompany a bonusof land worth ? 
The company do not build the road, and Mr. REED says 
| . a ‘ . . 
| section 9 the only right left to the people is to build the r 
| selves and let the railroad retain the $200,000,000 as a gratuit 
language is: 
The sole right which remains to the 
right, “* by its Congress, to do any and alla 
sary to insure the speedy completion of the road.”’ 
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I insist, Mr. Speaker, that Mr. Kexep’s reasoning in this report is 
insist further 


absolutely devoid of legal acumen. 
have been so illogical and unwarranted conclusions announced in a paper 
purporting to come from a judicial body since the world began. 
does not rise to the dignity of ridiculous nonsense 


that there never 


It 


No respectable lawyer would ailow his reputation to suffer the stigma 


which would attach to asserting such a proposition in a brief. 


A New York Tombs shyster would revolt it asked by a client to urge 


such an absurd doctrine belore any character of court. 


It would so shock the conscience of any justice of the peace that he 


would not listen with patience to a lawyer who ventured such an im 
position upon and insult to the legal understanding of a justice of tho 
peace. 


Mr. Speaker, this legal conclusion of Hon, THoMAS BRACKET? ReEp 


as chairman of the Judiciary Committee of the House in the Forty 
seventh Congrese would reflect discredit upon children. 

No mind capable of reasoning power, however immature, could 
misled by such a subterfuge. 


be 


Congress wishes a railroad built and enacts the law in the nature of 


a contract giving the road some 47,000,000 acres of land if it will com 
ply with certain conditions. 


The road does not comply, and it has no right to the land, and Mr. 


Take an analogous case, 


REED admits this in his report; but Congress in its anxiety to benefit 
the Government exacted a further condition and reserved a 
right, and although the Government never saw fit to exercise this right 
or exact this further condition, Mr. Rgep says that this furthe: 
tion nullifies all the other conditions. 


further 


condi 


I agree to give you a tract of land upon condition that you build mo 


RECIPROCITY BETWEEN 


MR 


REED A 


x 


Db 


iH 


a house within one year, and I further stipulate or exact another con 
dition, that it vou do not complete the house according to contract and 
within the time specified { shall have the right to do certain things 
which may be necessary to insure a speedy completion thereof, 
any lawyer say that this further condition nullified the first condition 
| so as to allow you to refuse to build the house and yet retain the land ? 
No lawyer would make any such a ridiculous argument even in a jus- 
tice’s court, and yet this is the argament made by Hon. Tuomas BP. 
REED as chairman of the Judiciary Committee of this House 


Would 


It does not make any difference whether the charge is true or false 


that the Speaker had been in the employ of that corporation, 


He certainly went very far out of his way and sacrificed his reputa- 


tion as a lawyer to aid them in getting 40,000,000 acres of land to which 
they had no right, and which belong, according to all principles of right 
and justice, to the people: 


The Northern Pacific know their friends, and it is stated that but 


for their potential efforts Hon. WILLIAM MCKINLEY would have been 
the Speaker of the Fifty-first Congress. 
It is stated that but for the exercise of their power Hon. THom 
REED would not have held the high position to which he was clected 


Lb. 
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when this Congress convened. This was to be expected. It is but 
natural that corporations who have business before Congress should 
support men who sustain their interests, 

When the land-forieiture bill passed the House it contained a clause 
which I wiil read: 

Sec. 7, That nothing in this act shall be construed to waive or release in any 
way any right of the United States to have any other lands granted by them, 
as recited in the first section, forfeited for any failure, past or future, to comply 
with th+ conditions of the grant. 

For a month before the election in Maine there were grave doubts 
how it would result. The most eminent orators in our country were 
hurried to that State and during that period the above quoted sec- 
tion was stricken out of the bill while it was in conference, This was 
of vast importance to the Northern Pacific. The election took place 
in Maine on September 8. 

The papers abound in assertions that money was used very freely, 
and this charge I have never seen denied. It has also been charged 
that this money, or at least a portion of it, came from persons who 
were interested in the Northern Pacific Railroad. 

This is natural. The Speaker of this House had been very kind to 
this corporation, and why should not this corporation reciprocate and 
be kind to the Speaker ? 

It will rot be tair to Mr. REED to omit any part of the distinguished 
lawyer's line of reasoning. He follows what I have beiore quoted with 
these words: 


Of course this still leaves to Congress a wide range of power, but its power is 
necessarily subordinate to the speedy completion of the road. If ngress 
deems the forfeiture of the lands needed tor the speedy completion of the road, 
it would have a right so to forfeit the lands. [t might give them to another 
company,sell them.and apply the proceeds, provided it adjudged such a course 
‘needful and necessary to secure the speedy completion of the road.’’ 

The purposesand intention of Congress in passing the act of July 2, 1864, appear 
throughout all the act to be the speedy completion of the road. 


MR, REED'S GRATUITY TO THE NORTHERN PACIFIC, 

Now, it will be observed that Mr. REED contends that the sole pur- 
pose of adding the further condition which is found in section 9 was 
to secure the speedy completion of the road, and he says the section 
gave Congress a wide range of power all with the one controlling view, 
to a speedy completion of the road; and then, notwithstanding the 
fact that section 9 gives this vast and apparently unlimited range of 
power, he informs us that his great and fertile brain, strengthened, 
stimulated, and supported by the entire brain power of the Judiciary 
Committee of the House, could conceive of no legislation whatever 
which would do anything towards attaining that end, namely, ‘‘ to 
hasten the completion of the road,’’ his words being: 

We can conceive of no legislation which would hasten the completion of the 
road, and therefore recommend none. 


MR. REED POSSIBLY OVERZEALOUS, 


In other words, Mr. Reep states that under section 8 the right to 
forfeit the 40,000,000 acres of land was unquestioned, and therefore 
the nght of the people to the land was unquestioued, but that Con- 
gress utterly lost and surrendered this right on the part of the people 
because section 9 gave Congress a vast range of power to do acts to 
secure an early completion of the road, and yet in all this vast range 
of power Mr. REED can not conceive of anything on earth that can be 
done to hasten its completion. 

Therefore, Mr. Reen’s conclusion is that section 9 granted 40,000,000 
acres of land to the railroad utterly without consideration, If this 
were true, the grant would for this reason be null and void, 

Hence, admitting for the sake of argument that all this reasoning of 
Mr, ReeEp’s is sound, it winds up by defeating itself and proving a re- 
sult just the reverse of what Mr. KEED intended. 

If any one has doubts as to th® soundness of the view that a grant 
of the people’s land which is without any consideration is void, their 
douhts can be dispelled by reading Mr. ReEen’s report on the Texas and 
Pacific grant which he submitted to Congress less than two months 
from the date of the report we are considering. 

In that case he said: , 


Congress would never have been justified in offering the lands had it not 
deemed the offer necessary to secure the road. 


MR. PAYSON CRITICISING MR, REED. 


On July 27, 1886, the regular order was the consideration of the 
Northern Pacific land-grant forfeiture, and despite resistance and re- 
peated objections ot Mr. Krrp, of Maine, the House succeeded in tak- 
ing up this important business, The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
PAYSON ] spoke in favor of the bill. In that speech he gives a history 
of the efforts on the part of Congress to restore this Northern Pacific 
grant to the public domain. On pages 7602 and 7603 he says: 


In the Forty-seventh Congress a bill was introduced to declare a forfeiture of 
this grant, That bill was referred to the Judiciary Committee of this House, of 
which the gentleman from Maine [Mr. Regep] was then chairman and of which 
I had the honor te be a member. 

By a majority vote of |, the vote in the committee standing 8to 7, the Judiciary 
Committee determined there was no power on the part of Congress to interfere. 

The report from that committee was made by the gentleman from Maine [ Mr. 
Reep}, a copy of which I hold in my hand, 

I had the honor to prepare the views of the minority on that committee in 
reference to the same proposition, taking the ground then, as I say now, for 
reasons I shal! personally give, that Congress had the right to declare a forfeit- 
ure of this grant, 


I read this as a matter of justice to the Judiciary Committee of the 
Forty seventh Congress tushow thata bare majority gave their sanction 
to the report which I have taken the liberty to criticise. 

But I have not told the worst of this neiarious business. 

AN EMPIRE STOLEN FROM THE PEOPLE. 


The Northern Pacific Railroad shifted its proposed route three times 
so as to cover and include within the area of the three locations -ubstan- 
tially all the valuable lands of entire States and embracing within its 
all-powerful grasp an area of land nearly 1,500 miles longand 100 miles 
wide, an empire more than a hundred times greater than the State 
of Rhode Island. Yes, Mr. Speaker, to be accurate, this area of land 
is as large us one hundred and twenty States like Rhode Island placed 
side by side. A Republican Administration acceded to the demands 
ot the Northern Pacific and allowed this immense territory to be with- 
drawn from homestead entry, thus depriving of homes hundreds of 
thou<ands of honest settlers, and it is worthy of note that no allusion 
whatever is made to this outrage in the report of the majority of the 
Judiciary Committee which was prepared and submitted to the House 
by Mr. Reep. But bad asall this appears it is only a small part of the 
wrongs which have heen committed. 

The minority report antagonizing Mr. REED was prepared by Mr. 
PAYSON and signed by seven members of the Judiciary Committee. 
After reviewing the positions taken by Mr. REED, the report said: 

The winority do not agree with these views; we assert that the power to de- 
clare an absolute forfeiture of this land grant is in Congress. 


The questions are important, involving the title to upwards of 39,900,000 acres 
of land, estimated by the company to be worth $2.50 per acre, or $v9,750,000, 


The report proceeds to discuss ihe matter, and quotes the following 
from section 9 of the bill: 


That the United States make the several conditional grants herein, and the 
said Northern Pacific Railroad Company accept the same upon the further con- 
dition, etc. 


Mr. Payson then discusses the above in the language which I will 
read; 


Is it not absolutely certain, leaving no room for interpretation or the enter- 
tainment of any doubt, that to this point in the legislation, by breach of any of 
the conditions named in section 8, every right of the company, not only to the 
land grant, but its very franchises as a corporation, were determinable at the 
option of the Government, expressed by Congressional action? There is no 
foundation for even conjecture on this point; the language is explicit, and 
there is no conflict of authority in the text-books or reporés as to the right of 
reverter of all rights granted by the act, upon breach of any condition, if for- 
feiture should be declared by Congress. 

So well established is this proposition that it would appear to be an affecta- 
tion of learning to cite authorities in support of it. 


The distinguished gentleman then proceeds to discuss sections 8 and 
9, and says: 

There is no inconsistency between the two sections. 

For breach of either condition of the eighth section a power to declare forfeit- 
ure existed. This power might or might not be exercised, in the discretion of 
Congress. 

Amere delay to assert the right would not interfere with the subsequent exer- 
cise of it, nor relieve the grant of its conditional character. 


Mr, Payson and hisseven colleagues, after citing variousauthorities 
which sustain their position, said: 

We conclude, then, on the legal question of power in Congress (and we are 
only dealing with the abstract legal question now) that it has the right— 

First. To declare the title to all unpatented lands in the grant forfeited, and 
revest the United States with it, so that it can be restored to the puvlic domain, 
open to sale and settlement under existing laws, under section 8, 


MINERAL-LAND OUTRAGE, 


The grants expressly excluded mineral lands, except those contain- 
ing iron and coal. The proviso was expressed in these words: 

Provided further, That all mineral lands be, and the same are hereby, excluded 
from the operation of this act, and in lieu thereof a like quantity of unoccupied 
and unappropriated agricultural lands, in odd-numbered sections, nearest the 
line of said road may be selected as above provided: And provided jurt er, That 
the word “ mineral,” when it occurs in this act, shall not be held to include iron 
or coal, 


The Interior Department, under Mr. Cleveland’s Administration, was 
very emphatic in demanding that these mineral lands should be held 
and protected for the people, and the present Secretary, in his first re- 
port, used similar expressions. 

I read trom Secretary Noble’s report of 1889: 

The mineral land should be preserved for our people, and there is no claim 
on the part of the raiiroads to obtain these sources of vast wealth not intended 
for them that should be humored to the least degree beyond the law, This! 
say in no spirit of hostility to the railroad companies, but from a thorough con- 


viction that the best interests of the Republic would be served by dividing this 
vast mineral wealth among individuals, rather than by allowing it by any 


means to fall in . and control of large corporations. It is not in- 
tended to be granted to them, and they should not be allowed toovtain it by 
default. 


Under the proviso which I have read the grant reserved all miner:! 
lands to the United States. 

That was plain enough, but now the railrozds come into court witli 
their subtle lawyers and secure a decision in a United States circui! 
court to the effect that any mineral lands, however valaable, whic! 
were not known to be mineral at the time the grant was made, are no 
excluded from the grant. 

To appreciate the scope of such a decision we mast recall that when 
this grant was made the domain in question wasa wilderness and not!!- 
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ing whatever was known as to the character of the lands referred to in | 
the act granting lands to the railroad. 

This decision of course will be construed as the railroad lawyers 
demand, and the mill on’ it will take from frontier miners and pour 
into the treasury of the Northern Pacific can hardly be estimated. 

I read from Francceur vs. Newhouse in the Federal Reporter, volume 
40, page 618, fifth head-note: 

EXCEPTION OF MINERAL LANDS. 


The exception of mineral lands from the grant to the Central Pacific Railroad 
Company, only extends to lands known to be mineral, or, apparently mineral, 
at the time when the grant attached, and a discovery of a goid mine in the 
lands after the title has vested by full performance of the conditions does not 
defeat the title. 

And on page 621: 


The parties to this grant, both the United States and the grantee, must be pre- 
sumed to have contemplated a grant in view of the condition of the lands as 
they were known, or appeared to be, at the tinie the grant took effect. Iu the 
exception of **mineral lands” from the grant Con*®ress must have meant not 
only lands mineral in fact, but lands known to be mineral. 

This decision was by Judge Sawyer. The same judge rendered a de- 
cision in the case of Cowell vs. Lammers, 10 Sawy., 246, which is also 
found in 21 Fed. Rep., 205, in which he said: 

By the words “mineral lands”’’ must be understeod lands known to be such, 


or which there is satisfactory reason to believe are such, at the time of the grant 
or patent. 


The effect of this decision will very possibly be by legal interpreta- 
tion to grant a large part of the most valuable mines in the Northwest 
to the Northern Pacific Railroad. 

THE POOR MINERS’ UNEQUAL CONTEST. ‘ 

When attention is drawn to this phase of the bill its friends tell us 
that this decision of Judge Sawyer will not stand the scrutiny of the | 
Supreme Court, butis it not most probable that this decision will never 
reach thattribunal? It isa case of poor minerscontending witha gigan- 
tie corporation, and the miuers are too poor to appeal. 

These gentlemen must therefore say something more to excuse them- 





4 selves. Whatdothey say? They tell us to let it gouow. They say 
it is true, under this bill and decision, all the mines go to the rail- 
road, but we will remedy that by other bills which we have introduced 
specially to prevent mineral lands being included in land grants. In 
other words, we will let the railroad have the mines under this bill, 
and then we will endeavor to pass other bills to get the mines and | 
mineral lands back again and restore them to the people. 

} This reminds me ot a piece of poetry I will borrow of my friend, | 

; the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. WILson]: 

a I hear alion in the lobby roar; 

' Say, Mr. Speaker, shall we shut the door 


And keep him there, or shall we let him in 
To try if we can turn him out again’? 
But this sabterfuge, absurd and ridiculous on its face, is alread y ex- 
and denounced by the miners and settlers as a miserable, false 
pretense, and they tell us that the bills referred to would be ineffectual 
to give them the necessary relief even if they should be enacted into 
law. 

The only effect of such bills, even if they became laws, would be to 
still farther entangle poor settlers and miners in litigation with auto- 
cratic corporations. But I do not think the biils will ever be enacted 
into law. I hold in my hand the bill whichit is claimed will remedy 
this great evil. It was introduced by the gentleman from Montana 
[Mr. CARTER] on April 17, 1890. 

It was referred to the Committee on Public Lands, over which the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. PAYson] so ably presides, and in that 
committee it has slept, and while it is sleeping soundly upstairs in the 
committee-room the distinguished chairman of the committee [ Mr. 
Payson] is trying to force the pending and objectionable measure 
through the House. I once heard of a doctor who mate it a practice 
to make his well neighbors sick by administering drugs so that he 
could have the pleasure of giving them physic and restoring them to 
health. Mr. PAYSON appears to be in a great hurry to make the poor 
miners and frontier settlers in far-off Montana very sick, but his neglect | 
of Mr. CARTER’S bill indicates that he intends to let this Congress ad- 


journ without taking the first step to prepare medicine to restore them 
to health. 





THE MINERS’ APPEAL FOR JUSTICE. 


These miners and other citizens of Montana have filed numerous 
affidavits in the General Land Office showing that much of the land 
selected by the company is now known to be mineral in character, and 
that on some of the sections claimed under the grant mines of great 
value are being worked with marked success and satisfactory protits. 

5 Over two thousand citizens of Montana have signed a memorial set- 
ting forth their views and praying for relief, as tollows: 
To his Excellency the President of the United States and to the Senators and Repre- 
sentatives in Congress assembled : 


Your petitioners most respectfully submit: 
That they are all cit:zens of the United States, or have declared their inten- 
tion to become such. and are all residents of Montana. 


That they are all interested in the protection and development of its mineral 


resources. 
That the Northern Pacific Railroad Company claims nearly all the odd-num- 
bered sections of the surveyed portion of the mineral lands of Montana, bear- 
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ing gold, silver, lead, or copper, and has already caused the same to be ce 
to itself for patent by the United States land officers in Montana. 
That said certification has been based upon certain plats made by the deputy 


United States surveyors, and now on file in the respective United States land 


rtified 


offices in Montana, showing these lands so certified to be non-mineral in their 
character; which said plats are erroncous in that they designate large quanti- 
ties of mineral land as agricultural, mountainous, and moun ous timber 
land, 

That under the present acts of Congress and the various decisions of the Su 





preme Court of the United States construu 
of correcting the existing err 
acquiring title to these lands 

Puat only within a few years has qu 


such acts thereis little if any hope 
g said railroad company from 


yrs and of preventin 


irtz mining proved to be a paying in 

dustry in Montana, and therefore the lands bearing the pre is metais are to 
a large extent undeveloped, 

That millions of dollars are now invested and being invested in the develop- 

ment of such resources, the benefit of which will inure tothe said rai ul com- 


pany, if itis permitted to acq i to, and to 
which it is not entitled. 

That unless relief is granted said railroad company will soon acquit 
solute title to nearly one-half of the mineral land of Montana, 

That the acquirement of title to these lands by the said railroad company 
would not only work irreparable injury tu the industries of Montana, and ma 
terially retard its progress, but would deprive al! citizens of the United States 
of the right given them by the statutes to locate and app 
lands, and would create one of the must <« 
isted. 

Now, therefore, we most respectfully and earnestly pray that such legislation 
be had as will preserve the mineral lands of Montana, bearing the precious 
metals, to the citizens of the United States, and prevent the Northern Pacifi 
Railroad Company from acquiring any lands to which it is not clearly entitled 
under its grant. 


The affidavits referred to have been in the files of the Interior De- 
partment for months ani the above petition has been before Congress for 
many weeks, but they are «1s unheeded as the barking of as many wolves 
The Committee on Public Lands has given Congress no information 
regarding it. 

I desire also to call attention to an article in the Helena Mining Re- 
view, a paper published in the State of Montana: 


Last week we asserted that the people of Montina were in great danger of 
losing the mineral lands embraced in the odd sections within the limits of the 
grant of lands to the Northern Pacitic Railroad Company. The danger lies in 
the fact that the United States circuit court for this cirenit has practically de- 
cided that all lands not readily asvertainable as being mineral at the date of 
the grant, or the d Xe of its acceptance, must be classed as non-mineral, and 
that neither our Scuators nor Representative in Congress have so fur effected 
any legislation, or tried to effect any necessary legislation, such as recom 
mended by the Secretary of the Interior and by our people, to prevent such 


tire title to the lands already certifies 


d ¢ tue ab- 


priate our mineral 


colossal monopolies that has ever ex 


| lands being patented by that company 


Mr. Speaker, should not such statements as this admonish us to take 
some steps to protect these people from the dangers that environ them ? 

The mineral character of the land referred to in the petition as within 
the limits of the grant claimed by the Northern Pacific is described by 
the gentleman from Montana, Mr. CARTER, in these words: 


It appeers that the Northern Pacifie road was located and constructed in 
Montana aud Idaho through one of the richest, 1f not the richest, of all the 
mineral-bearing countries in the world. Mines bearing gold, silver, copper, 
and lead are being discovered and developed constantly within the limits of 
the grant, and experience has demonstrated that the whole system of mountain 
ranges, extending from about the one hundred and seventh meridan westward 
a distance of some 600 miles, is interlaced by a vast net-work of mineral-bear- 
ing veins of quartz, while many of the valleys are rich with gold in placer de 
posite, 


I also have a statement by Mr. Thomas G. Merrill, secretary of the 
Mineral Land Association, from which I read: 


The main line of the Northern Pacific Railroad runs 800 miles through the 
State of Montana, and for one-half of this distance it runs through a mountainous 
district mostly valuable for the gold, silver, and copper found therein. The 
granting act gave this company 4) «quare miles of land to each mile of road, 
reserving the mineral lands Of this 10,240,000 acres of land in the mountains 
there are about 550,000 acres that is valley land that might be termed agricult- 
ural land, leaving about 9,690,000 acres of mountainous | 


ineral lands in Mon 
tana claimed by this railroad company. 

There are no coal or iron lands properly so called in the range of the Rocky 
Mountains, These lands do not include their indemnity land, All the most 
productive mining districts of Montana are within the limits of the Northern 
Pacific grant, and it is within and around these districts where most of the sur 
veys of public lands have been made. 

Of these mineral lands claimed by this company there have been about 2,500.- 


000 acres surveyed, and of these surveyed lands about 2 
selected by this company for patent 

Here we have the undenied statement that the Northern Pacific 
Railroad is claiming 2,500,000 acres of land. and yet the Committee 
on Public Lands complacentily tells us that they will pass this bill, 
which, in connection with the Sawyer decision, is a virtual regrant of 
all these lands to the Northern Pacific Railroad. And then they tell 
us they will in the future, at their leisure, attempt to pass some bil! 
for the purpose of recovering these lands for the people. 

Mr. Merrill further informs us that the selections made by the North 
ern Pacific— 

Cover about four thousand discovered mining properti yearing gold, silver, 
or copper, mostly quartz lodes, thatare as yet unpatented, and nearly one thou 
sand patented mines, which would be taken from their rightful owners and 
become the property of this company unle+s Congress interferes, 

I also beg to read a paragraph from the report of the Hon. John W 
Noble, Secretary of the Interior: 

Thi« seonien presents itself in regard to the mineral lands lying within the 
grant of the railroads running through minera: belts, and which would, other 
wise than because of their mineral character be included within the raiiroad 
grants. The acts of Congress absolutely and unqualifiediy reserve al! m:neral 
lands from the railroad grants made to the most extended and important rail- 


roads in our country, and thie reservation affects the claim of such a road ag 
the Northern Pacific to a great part of ite land subsidy. 


00.000 acres have been 
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It also affects to a very considerable degree the Central Pacific and South- 
ern Pacific roads with some others; and how to determine what are mineral 
lands at this time, when the roads are claiming their grants, is indeed a most 
dificult and important matter. Originally it was left to the company to make 
affidavit in a form adopted by my predecessors, and by them deemed sufficient 
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for a long while, but by which it was not made necessary for the officer taking 
the oath to swear to bis actual knowledge thatthe land was not mineral. 

Many of the selections made by the railroads under their grants were sup- 
ported by such affidavits, but upon the same coming before the Commissioner 
of the Genera! Land Ontice he demanded that a further affidavit should be made, 
the same as required from settlers on homestead claims, whereby actual know!- 
edge of the fact that the same was not mineral land was required to be sworn 
to. This the railroad companies have failed to do, insisting that their claims, 
made under the regulations at the time existing, are valid and should be al- 
lowed, 

This question is not determined, but it is deemed a matter to which your at- 
tention should be invited for the purpose of having, if necessary, some further 
legislation on the subject. On the one hand it is to be noted that the addi- 
tional affidavit has been required siuce the selections were claimed; on the 

- Other, stands the absolute reservation of the law and the right of the people to 
enjoy these mineral lands, if such indeed there be among the selections made 
by the railroads, If legislation is not made on this subject the Department will 


have to decide by such light as may be obtained as to the real nature of the 
lands, whether mineral or not, however difficult it may be, and whatever the 
responsibility assumed. It is, however, deemed that a law should be passed by 
Congress enabling the Land Department to thoroughly investigate the charac- 
ter of lands supposed to be mineral and within the reservation of the law be- 
fore the railroad is entitled toany cession whatever. 

It would require a considerabie appropriation for the purpose of investiga- 
tion and survey; and, connected with this, authority should be given to the 
Secretary of the Interior to refuse to certify lands to the railroads until there 
was clear proof that the same were not mineral. The question is most impor- 
tant. It is far-reaching in its results and may affect the welfare and independ- 
ence of many of our citizens. It would not be unreasonable to direct that the 
patents issued should themselves contain a reservation of any land therein de- 
seribed if it proved upon further development to be actually mineral land. 


That the bill we are considering, construed with the Sawyer decision, 
would give the mines and mining lands to the railroad there can be no 
doubt. 

Now read this conference report, made out since Judge Sawyer’s 
opinion was published, and let me ask if there will not come a wail 
from the Northwest. There most certainly will, as under the Sawyer 
decision substantially every frontier miner is robbed of his property. 
Why, Mr. Speaker, this conference report is framed precisely so as to 
fit Judge Sawyer’s decision like a glove, and has a stop-cock attach- 
ment which in effect prohibits Congress from futare legislation look- 
ing to the forfeiture of any of those lands, no matter how frail or 
fraudulent the title. 

But the fearful wrongs inflicted by this bill are not confined to the 
miners, The homestead farmers of the Northwest will also be suf- 
ferers. I have a letter written during this month by a homestead set- 
tler which shows that the alarm has already been sounded in far-off 
California. It explains itself. I will read it: 

PARKFIELD, Monterey County, CALIFORNIA, Seplember 2, 1890. 

Dear Broruer: I expect the “forfeiture bill’? has passed ere this. I will 
write a statement of the case as far as it concerns us, and if the bill has not 

ed you can give it to Senator PLums, if you think best, though I presume 
ne understands the matter. 

I have got a patent for my homestead claim, with President Harrison's signa- 
ture attached. Brother George bas not received his yet, though he proved up 
several month's before I did. He ought to get it before long. 

We are within the indemnity belt granted to the Southern Pacific Railroad to 
aid in building the road from Goshen to Hollister. The company built the road 
from Goshen to Huron, and east from Hollister to Tres Pinos, and two years ago 
built 20 miles of road west from Huron to Alealda. A range of mountainssepa- 
rates Alcalda from Tres Pinos, This indemnity land was opened for seitlement 
five years ago, and as it is good land was quickly taken by settlers, most of 
whom have made final proof on their claims, and a great many have got pat- 
ents for their land. 

It will be remembered that these lands were opened for settlement 
under Commissioner Sparks’s decision. 

Now the railroad company comes in and claims thisland, and if the forfeit- 
ure bill becomes a law «s it passed the House of Representatives the company 
will getit. Weclaim that any forfeiture bill should forfeit the land opposite 
the 20 miles built two years ago, long after the land was settled on and im- 
ws by settlers, .If this is not done, Congress ought to pass a bill to 

nnocent settlers from the railroad company, as the company will be likely to 
charge the settiers all the land is worth, and more than most of them can pay. 
it is not the fault of the setttlers thatthey now find themselves about to lose 
the land, and the Government ought, in justice, to protect them from the rail- 
road compayy. 

This railroad is of no benefit to us, as there is a range of mountains between 
us and it, and to get to the road we would be obliged to travel 50 miles over high 
mountains and rough roads. 

Yours truly, 


R. S, CRANE. 
J. H. Crane, Esq., Washington, D. C. 


; THE SOMERSAULT OF THE GENTLEMAN FROM ILLINOIS, 

on Just think of it! The same man who in 1882, 1884, and 1886 vol- 
untarily became the champion of the people and then proclaimed eter- 
nal warfare against the thieving Northern Pacific Railroad, which he 
denounced on this floor asa ‘‘ briber and a thief,’’ and every man who 
hesitated about going to the fullest length of forfeiture as a railroad 
lawyer—whete ishe now? He has gone, horse, foot, and dragoons, to 
the camp of the enemies of the people. 

Mr. Speaker, four years ago you and thegentleman from Illinois [ Mr. 
PAYSON] were as far apart as the east is from the west, and now you 
bivouac together and sleep upon the same blanket, and aright narrow 
one at that. 

On June 6, 1882, when you made your famous report, which said the 
unholy hands of the people could not touch the stolen empire of the 
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sacred Northern Pacific, where was the gentleman from Illinois? He 
was then the champion of the people. He met you with drawn sword, 
and commanded you to desist in your efforts to confirm this vast em- 
pire of territory to the Northern Pacific. He proclaimed in tones or 
thunder that these lands, estimated at over $200,000,000, belonged to 
the people, and he demanded that they be restored to their rightful 
owners. ; 

Where is the gentleman from Illinois now? When you were elected 
Speaker you put the key of the vault where this treasure of the peo- 
ple is kept into his hands. Has he been faithful to the people? No, 
Mr. Speaker, the treasures which, on July 24, 1882, he said belonged 
to the people, and on April 4, 1884, almost swore that the legal right 
was with the people, he is pow surrendering totheenemy. He has be- 
come a leader of the hosts which are arrayed against the very people 
whose rights six years ago he pledged himself so sacredly to defend. 

To show Mr. Payson’s position on this subject two sessions ago, I 
read from the CoNGRESSIONAL ReEcorRD, Forty-eighth Congress, first 
session: 

Mr. Horr. Now, do I understand the gentleman's position to be this: If a 
company goes on and completes a certain portion of its road in good faith under 
the terms of its contract, and is allowed to have lands patented as certain por- 
tions of the road are completed, it may go on and build perhaps 120 miles in 
that way, and then, because fhe company does not build the rest of the road 
within the time, the Government has an equitable and moral right to declare 
the entire land forfeited and take away from thie company what it has earned? 

Mr. Payson, When the gentleman asks what we have a‘* moral right” to do, 
that is a question which every member will settle for himself. If he asks 
whether we have a legal right to do it, I say unhesitatingly yes; and I have 


never heard any lawyer, except some attorney for a railroad company, who 
ever denied the proposition. 


It will be here observed that on April 4, 1884, Mr. Payson unhesi- 
tatingly asserted that Congress had a legal right to declare a forfeiture 
of every particle of the 47,000,000 acres of land embraced in the grant 
to the Northern Pacific. He was not satisfied to simply assert the prop- 
osition, but he added that he unhesitatingly made the assertion, and 
he also asserted that he never heard any lawyer, except some attorney 
for a railroad company, who ever denied the proposition. These em- 
phatic declarations were made during the discussion of the bill forfeit- 
ing a grant to the Oregon Central. : 

As further evidence of Mr. PAYsoN’s correct views a few years ago, I 
read from CONGRESSIONAL REcoRD, volume 81, Forty-ninth Congress, 
page 7602, 

Mr. PAYSON says: 

I have said, Mr. Speaker, that I am in favor of the House bill and opposed to 
that of the Senate: and having given the facts as I understand them I reach the 
point to state the reasons. Involved in this case, as inevery other of like char- 
acter, are two questions: First, the question of power; second, the question of 
policy; that is to say, first, whether we have the legal right or authority under 
the law to declare a forfeiture of the<e lands; secondly, if the first point should 
be established affirmatively, whether as a matter of policy, as a matter of fair 


dealing under all the circumstances of the case, the power that Congress has 
ought to be exercised. 


After a most elahorate discussion of the legal points involved he, 
with great emphasis, declares that Congress has unquestioned power to 
forfeit the lands. I read the following from the same speech: 


We conclude, then, on the legal question of power in Congress (and we are 
only dealing with the abstract legal question now) that it has the right, first, 
to declare the titie to all unpatented lands in the grant forfeited, and revest the 
United States with it, so that it can be restored to the public domain open to 
sale and settlement under existing laws. 


And a little later on, in the same speech, he said—I read from page 
7609: 


Let me put it in another way : It is admitted that, they have not built the Cas- 
eade Branch, even now. And that they have not built the road from Waliula 
to Portland, 214 miles, and have practically aba ndoved that part of the route. 

Now, sir, for this non-user of the franchise have we not the legal right to for- 
feit it, now andhere? Unquestionably; and if so, have we not the right to the 
incident—the land grant? 

I am only now discussing the question of power, of strict legal right. . 

Gentlemen say “the law abhors a forfeiture,” and this is a frequent text in 
this case. If it were so the law would be very like the gentiemen who quote 
the maxim. 

But it is not so; the law isthe reverse, as expressly decided in the Farnsworth 
ease (92 United States), There the court says that while forfeiture is not fa- 
vored as between individuals where compensation can be made, yet in case of 
public grants like this the courtscan not and ought not to relieve, and that the 
maxim quoted does not apply. 

We had the power to assert this forfeiture in 1879, and the authorities I have 
cited show that we have it now as a legal right beyond all question. Should it 
be exercised? That is a question of policy, and to that I now address myself. 


We have seen that the distinguished gentleman here settled the ques- 
tion of legal right emphatically in favor of the Government. 

He then, in his forcible way, addressed himself to the question o! 
policy. I read from the same volume of ConGREssIONAL RecoRD. 
pages 7611 and 7612: 

I have shown, sir, that under the law we have the power, the legal right, | 
assert this forfeiture. 

I said also that if this land belongs to the people nothing should constrain us 
to yield it to the company except the strongest equitable consideration—equitie- 


which are equal to legal hoy ge 2 : 
With confidence I submit that with what the House bill proposes, the libera! 


ity of its in what it permits the company to retain, the facts in th 
history the building of the road. and the action of the company toward t!: 
listic, exacting, and unyielding alwa: I y insist tho’ 


to make this 


be an nat of stupendous folly. 3 ¥ 7 . 


ditional donation of one hundred millions of property wow! 
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_ ‘regard to the Northern Pacific forfeiture. 


granted. 


1890. 





But I can not close in justice to myself without noticing the closing remarks 
of the gentieman from Wisconsin, which I see he permits to remain in the Rec- | 
orp, that these efforts on the part of the Committee on Public Lands to restore | 
these lauds to the public domain “are the sheerestdemagogy and of the cheap- | 
est class,”’ 

This kind of talk is not new to us. 
and last since this work began. Not only so, sir, but predictions have been 
freely indulged in by gentlemen who think and actas my neighbor, the gentie- | 
man from Wisconsin {Mr. Price}, who thinks that nothing ever could or would | 
come of it, that no lands would ever be restored to the Government by this 
movement, and that it would all end in empty talk. 

Mr. Speaker, it is a matter of pride to me that I have been connec ted in my 
way and to the best of my ability with these efforts to reclaim these vast areas | 
of land from those technically holding them, but without right orequity. I was 
among the first in the matter, and am in the matter stiil, and expect to remain 
there. 

But there is another point to which I gust refer. During Mr. Pay- 
SON’S great speech of 1884 it was suggested that the entire forfeiture 
of the Northern Pacific grant might result in a great hardship, and 
they contended that the railroad ought in equity to be permitted to re- | 
tain lands lying parallel to that portion of the road which was com- | 
pleted and in running order before the date upon which the grant ex- | 
pired. 

In reply to these gentlemen, Mr. PAYSON said: 


We have had a good dea! of it, sir, first | 
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But unless there is some restriction in the act on the extent of the forfeiture | 


where it is exercised, it extends to the whole estate granted. 

I undertake to say, Mr. Speaker, without any assumption or any affectation 
of learning with reference to this question, that gentlemen who oppose this bill 
can not find a single case that squints in the direction of affirming that where 
there is no Jimitation upon the extent of forfeiture in the act of Congress or the 
Legislature making the grant, the power does not extend to the entire thing 


This could mean nothing less than an emphatic declaration that the 
failure upon the part of the railroad to complete the entire line prior 
to the expiration ot the grant worked a complete forfeiture of the en- 
tire grant trom Lake Superior to Puget Sound. 

Mr. Payson’s attention was also called to the fact that some of these | 
granted lands had been sold; that the railroad had made valuable im- | 
= on other portions of the grant, and that the entire body 

ad been encumbered with a mortgage, and that the mortgage land 
bonds had been sold broadcast. 

In reply to these suggestions Mr. PAYSON said: 


No matter into whose hands it may go, no matter what improvements may 
be put upon it, no matter how many morigages may be given, the common 
law right to declare an absolute forfeiture attaches in such a case. 

Gentlemen on the other side were pleased to ask the question, as though it 
Were an important factor ia the calculation, has not a mortgage been given 
on this railroad? We answered yes; and gentiemen sat back as though that 
ended the matter. I call the attention of these gentlemen who have these 
scruples to the case of Farnsworth os. The Minnesota and Pacific Rr ilroad Com- 
pany (92 United States),where it was expressly decided that the holder of mort- 
gage securities upon a land grant to which a condition-subsequent was at- 
tached, so that possibly a declaration of forfeiture might be made, took the 
same subject to that liability, The court says (page 66): 

*The beneficiaries under that instrument [the mortgage} took whatever se- 
curity it afforded in subordination to the right of the State to enforce th 
feiture.” : 


Itis not necessary to quote any further from these able speeches of the 
gentleman from Illinois, but these happen to be before an expression 
in reply to an inquiry from Mr. OAtes, which I will read. It will be 
observed that he seemed to chafe at the laggardness of Congress with 
Mr. PAYSON said: 

Iagree with the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Oares] that this is really a 


pioneer case forall of these land grants which have been unearned by the rail- 
roads to whom they have been given, and I desire that the House shall makea 


for- 


| this important section. 
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BLASTED HOPES AND I "ECT 

This is the same Mr. PAYson who, in Jaly, 1886 cla d and 
swore that he was among the first in the matte nt atter 
still, and that he expected tor His « unguage was, 
as I will read 

Mr. Speaker, it is a matter of | { rt ) ‘ ted in my} 

| way’and to the best of my a it ta to reclaim t vast areas 

of land from those technica l rt put rht or equity l 
Was &NOI irstint . ‘ s l expect to re 
main tacre. 

Where is this man? Why, Mr r, hei the head and front 
of the hosts—if it were not unpar! atary and were it not for the 
respect I have for, and confidence in gent ian n ty, I 
would Say | the ba I i wo I ) ie pre ] 1e 
people. 

He says he expected to remain on the side of the people, but his « 
pectations are not realized, and so far from remaining with the pe 
he is the captain-genera! of their worst enemies. 

Not only does the gentleman from Illinois lead in this despoliation 

| of the people’s domain, but as I have before shown, he erects what 
| seems to regard as a bulwark and barricade to prevent pursuit of t 


thieves and preve nt the recove ry ol the stolen bo pty. 
bills heretofore we have incorporated a provision to the effect that the 
forfeiture act should not be construed asa bar to the forfeiture of « 
lands not included in the act. ° 

A provision of that character was in the forfeiture 
both the Senate and House. 

It was in these words: 


Sex 


ill as it passed 


waive or release in a 
gra “dd t 1, as 


past or future, to 


That nothing in this act shall be construed t 
way any right of the United States to have any othe 
revsited in the first section, forfeited for any failure 


iands 


| with the conditions of the grant. 


For some reason, which some of these subtle lawye: 
this clause, all-important to the people, was left out of 
report. 


can explain 
the contere 
FORTY MILLION ACRES CONFIR 


MED TO NORTHERN PA 


I would like again to ask the distinguished gentleman from Lllinois 
[ Mr. PAyson ] how he can explain to this House his failure to retain 
He has not explained this matter at all tothe 
satisfaction of the friends of the people who are opposing this bill. 
Let meask him why he comes back-from the committee of conterence 
with this section omitted and not one word of explanation in his re- 


| port. 

| Only two short months ago he seemed to fully apvpreciate its impor- 
| uly two short months ago he seemed to fully appreciate its impor 
tance. During his speech, on July 7, 1890, when this bill was before 
the House, the following colloquy took place—I read fom the Kec- 


oRD, July 7, 1890, page 7525 

Mr. Hearp. Now the other inquiry whether it will have the effect 
confirming any title ina railroad to such lands where the road was fin 
of time. 

Mr. Paysox. Now, Iam coming to the 
will have the effect of confirming any titk 


8 to yf 


shed out 


as to whether 
revent 


inquiry of my friend 
*, or whether it shall 


ngress 





| from acting hereafter if it desired, Thatis covered by the seventh section, which 
I will read 
**That nothing in this act shall be construed to waive or release in any way 
any right of the United States to have any other lands granted by them, as re- 
| cited in the first section, forfeited for any failure, past or future, to comply with 
the conditions of the grant.” 
That is reserving the right on the part of Congress to do anything it may 
choose hereafter in any other form it pleases with reference to this very char 


record upon it here and now, as speedily as tlie roll can be called, to show | 
whether or not the demand on the part of the people of this country that their | 


—_— lands shall remain a part of the property of this great nation shall be 
irly and squarely met. I believe it is their wish that these lands should be 
reserved on the part of the Government for the benefit of those whoare home- 
less, for the horny-handed men of toil who are sweltering day by day fora very 
existence. It ie forus to say whether we shall take care of the trust confided to 
us and keep it out of the hands of a railroad corporation that has neither jus- 
tice, law, nor equity in support of its claim. 

Representing the whole people of this land as a member for the whole coun- 
try as well as for the district in which [ live, I should regard myself recreant to 
my duty if [ did not es against a donation, a free gift of this great area to 
a corporation which had, instead of attempting to carry out the wishes of Con- 

conspicuously succeeded in defeating it. My duty I regard as done to 
the House. I have attempted, and I venture the hope that I have succeeded in 
doing so,to demonstrate that this corporation had no legal claim to any por- 
tion of this grant, for no one has yet given any authority except his own state- 
ment as against the array of citations in the pape. 

With the vote soon to be taken which shall determine the question whether 
the —_ shall suffer and this defaulting company be the gainer, the country 
must of necessity a but [ do not believe that the people whose repre- 
sentatives we are will be satisfied with less than a restoration to them of that 
which is their own. 


I am anxious that this record should be made, and plead guilty toa consuming 
curiosity to know how many men on this floor will dare the condemnation of 
this country by condoning what this company has done. What the country 
wants is acts, and not words; it wants results, and not promises, and I do not 
propose to delay it any longer. 

Would it have been possible for a man to more thoroughly array 
himself upon the side of the people? Would it have been possible for 
a man to have been more emphatic in denunciation of those who hesi- 
tated in their duty in this matter? Not trasting to his own opinion, 
he fortifies the positions he assumes with decisions 0! our highest courts 
and the opinions of our most eminent jurists; and yet this distin- 
guished is to-day side by side with the men he was so re- 
cently denouncing with bitter invectives. 


acter of land. 


Mr. HeAnrv, That is satisfactory, Mr. Chairman 


It will be observed that Mr. PAYSON regarded that section as the only 
authority left to enable the people and the Government to recover othe: 
lands than those included in the bill. 

This was an important matter then and is quite, yes 
portant now; and yet the gentleman from IIlinoi 
stricken from the bill, thus admitting that lands 
bili are forever and irrevocably surrendered to the 

The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Htarp] 


even more, im 
has allowed it to be 
not luded 
railroads. 

thought the bill “ sat- 


in in the 


| istactory ’’ with that clause. I beg to inquire if he can vote for the 
| bill with the clause omitted. 
MESMERIC INFLUENCE OF CORPORATI LT! 


In my opinion the effect of that striking out would be construed by 
@ court as an expression upon the part of the law-making power of a 
legisiative determination that this forfeiture should be regarded as the 
final action on the part of the Government, 

What subtle, what mesmeric influence has wrought this change, 
what magic power has seized upon the valiant leader who so recently 
was foilowed with such pride and confidence? He who two Congresses 
ago with conspicuous heroism Jed in the great battle cry for ‘‘ the peo 
ple;’’ he who, discarding party lines, regardless of party associations 
strack blow after blow in the cause of right and in the defense of the 
weak and lowly against the yreed and tyranny of heartless corporations. 

Where is he who, as a chosen leader, demanded that Congress should 
rise in its might and extend its protecting arm over this priceless heri- 
tage of the people; he who for tour long years declaimed in this Hall 
against this unprecedented despoliation of the most valued and choicest 
of our domain; he who met the gentleman from Maine, Mr. Reep, in 
| the committee-room and upon this floor when the first gun was fired 
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in this great battle nearly ten years ago in the Forty-seventh Con- 
gress ° 





VIE D-MARSHAL REED AND CAPTAIN-GFENERAL PAYSON, 


I can see them now, those gladiators, those giants in both frame and 
intellect, when in June, 1882, each was leading his army to the strife 
of bloody battle. 

It-was a grand picture. 

His royal highness, the distinguished field-marshal, Tuomas B. 
Reep, the supreme commander of the Northern Pacific forces, bravely 
leading his well equipped and thoroughly organized army; its com- 
missariat well stored; its quartermaster’s department intact, and a pay 
bureau so inexhaustible as to boast comparison with the Treasury of 
the United States. 

But look at the undaunted hero who crosses swords with the giant 
general from Maine. Itis the distinguished generalissimo of the forces 
of the people, Captain-General Lewis E, Payson, of Illinois. His he- 
roic and determined bearing compensates for the disadvantage of his 
smaller army and fewer battalions, all poorly equipped, badly organ- 
ized, undisciplined it is true, but superbly brave, and led by a gallant 
and able commander and inspired by his determination and courage. 

Then, too, it was the cause of right and humanity on their side, and 
the enemies of humanity and right on the other side. 

With Fabian generalship he held the enemy at bay, awaiting re-en- 
forcements which would certainly be en route in the early days of No- 
vember. 

Though the battles of the summer campaign of 1882 were not deci- 
sive, well-earned plaudits were showered upon the head of the volun- 
teer defender of right and justice. 

‘This man who enlisted in the cause of the people and who gave to it 
the patriotism of a Washington, the devotion of a Marco Bozzaris, and 
the courage of a Marshal Ney, where, oh, where is he to-day? Is it 
possible he has become discouraged and dismayed? Has he been allured 
by the pomps and vanities of this wicked world and is he tired of asso- 
ciating with and battling for the poor and lowly, which comprise the 
great masses of the people? I call upon the gentleman to return to us 
and join in this our last, our most blessed effort in our grand and boly 
struggle. Come, come, come; one more united blow and victory will 
crown our endeavors. It is true, we are to-day in the Valley Forge of 
the Revolution, but the clouds are breaking away and I see the word 
Yorktown in the distant horizon. 

THE FORMER BELLIGERENTS BURY HATCHETS AND TENDERLY EMBRACE, 

But he does not come. Other influences lead him in another direc- 
tion, and he stands before the country championing a bill which it is 
claimed gives 40,000,000 acres of the people’s land to the Northern Pa- 
cific. Of corfrse we wust assume that it is now his opinion that the 
railroad has a legal right tothis land; and, if so, it is evident that the 
gentleman has so changed his views that they are now identical with 
those of other gentlemen, including the Speaker, who advocate and in- 
dorse the proposition, which four years ago Mr. PAYSON said he never 
heard sanctioned by any lawyer except some attorney of a railroad 
company. But I will give the exact language of our captain-general 
in speaking of the right of Congress to forfeit the total grant in case 
the entire road was not built within the time specified. He said: 

We have a legal right to do it. I say unhesitatingly yes, and I have never 
heard a lawyer, except some attorney for a railroad company, who ever denied 
the proposition. 

I do not say that Mr. PAYson’s changed position makes him an at- 
torney for arailroad; but to those who heard these expressions and wit- 
nessed the forensic battle between the field-marshal and the captain- 
general, and heard the latter gentleman denounce the Northern Pacific 
as a briber and a thief, it seemed a little odd this morning to see the 
intense anxiety of the Speaker to recognize the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. Payson] so eagerly acceded to and acquiesced in by 
that gentleman. 

Those who were here when the House was called to order witnessed 
the spectacle of a member standing directly in front of the Chair de- 
manding a hearing for a question of high privilege, only to be answered 
by the Speaker that— 

The Chair desires to recognize the gentleman from Dlinois for the presenta- 
tion of a conference report— 
and they then saw the gentleman from Illinois, with childlike obe- 
dience, spring to his feet; and this bill was thus forced before the House 
by the joint efforts of the Speaker and Mr. Payson, 

The affidavits and petitions of the poor farmers and miners of the 
frontiers are unheeded and corporate wealth is again triumphant. 

I do not mean to imply and really do not believe that either of the 
gentlemen is in the employ of any railroad company, but the ec 
had a shade of the appearance of an advocate of corporate wealth pre- 
siding over Congress and enjoying the close sympathy of the chairman 
of the committee of this House which controls the priceless heritage of 
the people, the vast domain of landed wealth which has cost countless 
lives, seas of blood, and millions of treasure. 

THE SPEAKER'S JUDICIAL SOMERSAULT. . 

Now, let us read a legal decision of the distinguished Speaker w 
he comes to consider the interests of a railroad which is located in the 
milder climate of Texas, a road in which the Northern Pacific had no 
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interest, but, on the contrary, one which bade fair to become and really 
did become a formidable rival of that corporation. It was to the in- 
terest of the Northern Pacific to crush the Texas Pacific, and Hon. 
THomAs B. REED, the chairman of the Judiciary Committee of the 
House of Representatives, became the appointed agent to cripple and 
if possible destroy that corporation. 

Remember that on June 6, 1882, he made the injudicial, partisan, 


| illogical, and urjust decision in which he insisted that the Northern 


Pacific had good title to 40,000,000 acres of land which was never earned 
as required by law, and which, in justice, law, right, and equity, be- 
longed to the people. Having done this for the Northern Pacific, on 
August 3, 1882, Mr. ReEp renders a crushing decision against its rival, 
the Texas and Pacific. It seems the Texas and Pacific being unable 
to complete the road within the time specified in the grant, that cor- 
poration allowed the Southern Pacific, which was building from the 
west to the east, to occupy, as stated in Mr. REED’s report, substantially 
the route on which the act of March, 1871, contemplated that the Texas 
and Pacific would build. 

Now, remember that the grant to the Texas and Pacific Railroad 
granted the lands to said road— 

its successors and assigns. 

Therefore, pursuant to that authority, it assigned its rights on the 
grant to the Southern Pacific and became consolidated with that cor- 
poration. 

Mr. REED admits this, and in his report says that the Southern 
Pacific— 
entered into an agreement with the Texasand Pacific, which was not produced 
before the committee. 

It was admitted, however, that the latter company had released its title to the 
land grant to the Southern Pacific, and that that corporation was now the 
claimant of the lands. 

Now, let us see Mr. ReEp’s argument on-this point. He says: 

On behalf of the Southern Pacific it is urged that the words used in the ninth 
section, “and assigns,”’ in the phrase ‘there is hereby granted to the said Texas 
and Pacific Railroad Company, its successors and assigns, every alternate sec- 
tion,” ete., authorize the latter company to transfer the lands in question in 
bulk to any other person who would receive it charged with the same trust; 
that the Southern Pacific, having received the lands at a time when they had 
completed a railroad which was the same, or nearly the same, in location as 
that described in the act of March, 1871, received the lands discharged from the 
trust by reason of its fulfillment. In the opinion of the committee the words 
“and assigns’ do not, in this case, have this meaning. We think these words 
describe the nature of the estate, are words of limitation, and do not constitute 
the grantee an agent of the United States to select another corporation which 
has performed similar work aud make it the beneficiary of the grant. Nor do 
they constitute the grantee an agent to bestow a gratuity. 

This is specious enough. It would do tolerably well for a lawyer’s 
brief who had no case and wanted to please his client and earn a fee, 
but it is not judicial. 

It smacks too much of the partisan fora judgment of acourt. It 
looks like straining after a desired result. 

Mr. Recep having, as he thought, squelched the Northern Pacific’s 
rival on that point and shown to his satisfaction and to the satisfaction 
of the Northern Pacific’s lawvrer that the Texas and Pacific road had 
no right to assign their grant, and that the express words of the act of 
Congress, namely: 

There is hereby granted to the said Texas and Pacific Railroad Company its 

successors and assigns— ' 
Does not mean anything, or rather means the reverse of what it really 
says, Mr. Reep tackles the next point, namely, the clause in section 
4 which authorizes the Texas and Pacific to consolidate, etc. _ The 
Speaker here expresses himself in these words: 

It is further claimed on behalf of the Southern Pacific that the sections—not- 
ably section 4—authorizing consolidations give the authority needed for the 
transfer, Whether these sections would, under any state of facts,confer suc! 
power need not now be determined, for no facts have been laid before us which 
show any consolidation whereby the Texas and Pacific has absorbed the South- 
ern Pacific. So far as this transaction is concerned the process would seem t 
have been reversed. 

The consolidations contemplated by sections 4,5.and 6 were those whereby 
other companies were to become part and parcel of the Texas and Pacitic. 1 
the Southern Pacific had become part and parcel of the Texas and Pacific, it 
could not be the claimant here. 

CONCLUSIONS BASED UPON SOPHISTRIES AND TECHNICALITIES. 

His entire argument on this point seems to rest on the fact that the 
consolidated road has been termed the ‘‘Southern Pacific” instead o! 
the ‘‘ Texas Pacific.’? He appears to concede that if the consolidation 
had been so worded that it could be said that the latter-named railroad 
absorbed the former, then in that case the grant would be good ani 
could not be forfeited. 

_ This is certainly technical enough; a skillful play upon words; a) 
art in which the gentleman is a distinguished -adept. 

Mr. Reep has another point to encounter. It is conceded by all tha’ 
the railroad was built as uired by the act, but in the innocence o! 
their hearts a portion of the line was built by a corporation which hai 
a different heading to their letter-heads, but they insist that since they 
were authorized ‘‘ toassign ’’ and ‘‘toconsolidate,”’ and since pursuan' 
to this authority they have assigned and consolidated and built the 
railroad they ought not to be deprived of the grant upon technical ha:'- 
splitting. 

I wh peep to be able to state that our distinguished Speaker «)- 
proached this momentous question with calm composure. 
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He says: ; c 
rther urged on behalf of the Southern Pacific that, inasmuch as that 
ene pave dees what the United States offered to give the granted land to 
the Texas and Pacific if it would do it, equity requires that the land grant should 
be transferred. : = 

To this, asa request for a gratutity, no objection can be made. That would | 
rest in the sound judgment of Congress. But this request is put upon the | 

nd of aclaim founded upon equity and good conscience. The reply seems 
simple, Congress would never have been justified in offering the lands had it 
not deemed the offer necessary to secure the road. 

The distinguished gentleman here distinctly avers that Congress can 
not or ought not to consider a claim founded upon equity and good 
conscience, because— 

Co would never have been justified in offering the lands had it not 
deemed the offer necessary to secure the road. 

Now, Mr. Reep gives us clearly to understand that he admits that 
the claim of the consolidated road is founded on equity and good con- 
science, that the consolidated road did that tor which the United States 
offered to give the granted land to the Texas and Pacific, that the 
roads were authorized to consolidate and to assign; and yet on the shal- 
lowest and slightest of technical grounds Mr. Keep decides that the 
grant should be forfeited. 

He therefore recommends the adoption of the following: 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United Slates of Amer- | 
icain Congress assembled, That all lands granted to the Texas Pacific Railroad 


| 
| 
| 











5 Com under the act of Congress entitled ‘An act to incorporate the Texas | 
: Paci road Company und to aid in the construction of its road, and for 
other pu . ap March 3, 1871, and acts amendatory thereof or sup- 


rov 
plemental thereto, a and they are hereby, declared forteited, and that the 
whole of said lands be restored to the public domain and made sub‘ect to sale 
and settlement under existing laws of the United States. 


THE BILL SURRENDERS THE RIGHTS OF THE PEOPLE. 


The bill submitted with the conference report, which we are called 
upon to adopt and thus enact into law, embraces new legislation which 
has never been considered by this House. It should therefore be re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole for consideration under the rnies. 

An attempt of this character to avoid submitting legislation to the 
Committee of the Whole by inclading it in a conference report is in 
violation of the principles of parliamentary law and is a contortion 
of the rules of this House. 

This bill sought to be enacted into law proposes a declaration of for- 
feiture only as to certain lands which lie opposite toand and contermi- 
nous with portions of railroads which are not now constructed. 

The lands thas proposed to be forfeited are of but little value and 
are but a very small proportion of the lands with which it is the duty 
of Co to deal. 

The bill is a very incomplete and ineffective assertion of the rights 
of the Government over the lands heretofore granted for the purpose otf 
encouraging the building of railroads and is a disgraceful surrender by 
the Representatives of the people to the influence of corporate wealth 
aud the almost aaeetee power which attaches thereto. 

That Congress should be so regardless of its obligation to the people 
ought to invoke the most serious contemplation of all right-thinking 
men. 

There are twokindsof forfeiture: one may be termed legislative and 
the other judicial; the former by a direct legislative declaration of tor- 
feiture, and the latter by a judgment of a court ora suit commenced and 

ted by officials of the Department of Justice. In order to illus- 
trate to the House the classes of lands which we have sought to reclaim 
and which have been embraced in forfeiture bills, I will refer to the 
Northern Pacific Railroad. 


THE NORTHERN PACIFIC GRANT. 


On July 2, 1864, Congress enacted a law incorporating the railroad, 
and authorized it to construct a road, its eastern terminus being on 
Lake Superior and its western terminus resting on the waters of the 
Pacific at Paget Sound, with a branch extending down into Oregon, to 
Portland. 

This act and the acts supplementary thereto contained an express 

vision that the grant was made upon condition and was accepted 

y the oy upon the express condition that the road was to be 

a Stan in operation from Lake Superior to Puget Sound 
y Ju . 

On date, namely, July 4, 1879, the road was not completed, and 
the condition — which the grant land was to vest in the company 
having failed, of course the conditional grant lapsed or ceased to have 
force or effect as a grant, and the land in right, law, and equity re- 
to the public domain and to the people. 
com had built that portion of the road lying within the 
ty of settled portions of the line between Lake Superior and 


railroad company then modestly contended that in equity and 
conscience they ought to have the land which lay conterminous 
that portion of the road which they built prior to July 4, 1879; 
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but they laid no claim to any lands parallel to any portion of the line 
or proposed line between Bismarck and Puget Sound. 

It is clear by the terms of the contract, and the Supreme Court has 
so decided, in such a case all right to any part of the land is for- 
= 


ranted lands may now he divided into three classes: 
XXI——653 
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First. Those earned before the date fixed for completion of the en 
tire contract. 
Second. Those earned after said date. 
Third. Those which have never been earned, and which may there 
fore now be regarded as abandoned. 
In the case of the Northern Pacific there can be no question as to the 
right of declaring a forfeiture of all three classes of the land, but in a 
spirit of generosity a large majority of Congress are willing to allow 


| the road to retain with undisputed title the land earned in time and 


designated aa the first class. 

Those lands never earned, which are designated as the third class, really 
amount to nothing, and the grantees themselves are quite willing, and 
in some cases apparently anxious, for them to be forieited. 

The contention, therefore, is confined to a question of forfeiture of 
the lands of the second class, which were not earned at the date the 
contract required the road to be completed, but which the road is ask- 
ing Congress to give them upon the ground that of their own motion 
they built a railroad years after the expiration of the time fixed in the 
granting act for its construction. That the road is not entitled to any 
such gratuity there can be vo question. 


PURPOSE OF GRANTING THE LA 


wate 

This munificent grant was made in order to develop an almost un 
inhabited country. The object was to give facilities to enterprising 
pioneers, who were pressing westward as leaders in the settlement of 
our frontier country. The railroad company did not periorm one iota 
of this service; it gave no facility to these sturdy men; it shrank from 
the perils and hardships which emigrants encountered. 

The railroad waited until the grant had expired-and until the set 
tlement of the country had progressed along and far beyond the lines of 
the projected road, and freight and passenger traffic had become such 
as to make the building of the road a profitable enterprise without 
the bounty of a grant of land, and, of course, a Jand grant or other 
publie aid was no longer necessary to induce the building of the rail- 
road. 

The roads can not ask for these lands either asa matter of legal right 
or as a matter of equity. 

They were given contingently upon certain important and clearly 
stipulated conditions. These conditions have failed; the railroad is in 
defaalt. The people now demand the enforcement of their rights. 
More than five years ago the Hon. W. A. J. Sparks, Mr, Cleveland’s 
Commissioner of the Land Office, called upon Congress to do its duty 
to the people and promptly restore these lands to the public domain. 


COMMISSIONER SPARKS'’S APPEAL FOR THE PEOPL¥E. 


After reviewing iz extenso the bad faith and defaults and conspicuous 
neglects on the part of the Northern Pacific and other land-grant roads 
to construct theirlines according to the terms of the grant, this faith- 
ful official says (I read from Mr. Sparks’s report as tound in House Ex- 
ecutive Documents, first session, Forty-ninth Congress, pages 196, 197): 

The paramount right of the Government to repossess itself of the lands is un 
questionable. The conditions have failed and the grants are subject to resump- 
tion by the grantor fhe matter of declaring these forfeitures and restoring 
the forfeited lands to the public domain is prominently before the country and 
has awakened and excites keen public interest. The amount of unpatented 
lands embraced in allthe grants subject to declaration of forfeiture is estimated 
at 100,000,000 acres, an area equal to that of the combined States of New York, 
New Jersey, Pennsylvania, Delaware, Maryland, and Virginia. The restora 
tion to public settlement and entry of this great body of lands is a subject of the 
first magnitude and of profound national importance. The question presented 
is strictly one of legal right. The rights of the corporations have been upheld 
for twenty or thirty years. The Government has not been in laches. The lands 
have been kept in reservation, materia! for building the roads has been freely 
supplied from the public domain, and extension of time for construction has 
been allowed, 

The default of the companies has been voluntary. 
are now to be considered. the right of the people to repossess themselves 
theirown, The case is not one calling for sympathy to the corporations; it is 
one calling for justice to the people of the country. In the management of 
their grants, as of their roads, the railroad companies have shown little sympa 
thy for the public—none for settlers and citizens whose presence and labor were 
building up traffic and whose earnings were paying all the traffic would bea 
over roads constructed by public bounty. Holding their own claims through 
the indulgence of the Government, delinquent corporations have pursued set 
tlers with the strong forces of corporate power, not only from local tribunals 
to the executive department, but from the executive department to the courts, 
to wrest from them the homes they had acquired within the boundaries of rail- 
road grants. It is my information that a patent from the United States to a 
settler under an award by adjudication of this Department is not security to his 
rights against a railroad company, but that the policy of compelling settlers to 
defend their patents in the courts has been systematically adopted by some of 
the companies having the largest grants and being in lachesto the Government 
in respect to their own obligations. 

Appeals have been made to me by holders of such patents asking for aid. I 
had no means to give in defense of their titles, which they said they could not 
maintain at their own cost against vexatious, dilatory, and expensive proceed- 
ings forced upon them to compel them to purchase from the companies the 
quiet of the titles which they had after protracted struggle obtained from the 
United States. Those who seek equity should do equity ; those who demand 
charity should show some regard for the rights of others and of their donors 

it is my opinion that the right and power vested in Congress of enforcing the 
forfeitures that have been incurred should be exercised. A failure or rcfusai 
to exercise the legislative jurisdiction may be construed asa continuance or a 
renewal of the grants. I misunderstand the sentiment and mistake the temper 
of the people if a renewal! of forfeited lond grants in any form or manner is in 
consonance with their views of public policy or their demands for public justice, 

However improvident the original grants were, the Government is bound to 
maintain its obligations so long as the companies kept theirs. But the failure 
of one party is the release of the other. An opportunity is now presented for 
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the legal recovery of a public estate long held in abeyance. Having been for- 
feited, it should now be resumed. I respectfully recommend that forfeitures be 
deciared in al! cases in which the roads were not completed in the manner and 
within the time prescribed by law, and that the unpatented lands be restored 
to the public domain, 


RIGHT ) THE SETTLERS NOT GUARDED. 


There are other grave objections to the conference report. 

The conferees seemed to be so anxious to comply with the demands 
of the railroads that they forgot the rights of the people. The bill as 
reported does not give any certain protection to settlers on the lands 
which are subject to forfeiture. 

The second section of the bill purports to favor settlers only on for- 
feited land, and this gratuitous legislation is without meaning or 
necessity, because the rights of settlers on such lands are already fully 
protected by general law. 

Whenever there is a settler on a tract of land which is restored to 
the public domain, the rights of said settler attach immediately upon 
the restoration of said land, and the particular provision to this end 
which is incorporated in the report can only have the effect to mislead 
the mind from the pertinent fact that the conference report utterly 
fails to guard the rights of those who need protection. 

‘There are now thousands of claims of bona fide settlers pending be- 


fore the Land Office on applications to enter lands which were settled : 


upon after the expiration of the grant. 

The bill or report proposes to relieve delinquent railroad companies 
of the liability of foriecitures incurred and which ought to and should 
be enforced, which leniency is legally and practically tantamount toa 
regrant of the lands. 

If this princely concession is to be made to powerful corporations it 
would be a very small measure of fairness and justice to the poor set- 
tler to except from the reyrant to these rich corporations the lands upon 
which these settlers have their humble homes. As the bill or report 
now stands such settlers would be compelled to purchase from the rail- 
road companies not the land alone, but even the improvements which 
at their own expense they have placed upon the land. 

Against this palpable wrong and injustice every honest man should 
solemnly protest. 

If the Republican party has determined to be false to the people and 
surrender their birthright to the Northern Pacific Company and other 
like corporations, and at their behest decline to enforce forfeiture of 
unearned land beyond the immaterial limit proposed by the bill they 
ought in all conscience to provide that settlement rights be saved and 
secured on the great body of lands to which the right of forteiture is 
waived and surrendered by the bill. 


PUBLIC RIGHTS NOT PROTECTED. 


I will now refer to another serious objection to the bill. It makes 
no provision for protecting the public rights in the mineral lands 
within the limits of railroad grants which are subject to forfeiture. 

It is well known and understood that the railroads are strenuously 
asserting their claim to these mineral lands, and although they were 
expressly excluded from the grant the artful lawyers of these corpora- 
tions are seeking by technical devices to set up and substantiate a 
right or claim on the part of the railroads to these lands, and facile de- 
cisions by the courts as well as the Departments are hoped for and re- 
lied upon to enable them to accomplish their purposes. 

I insist, Mr. Speaker, that if the Republican party is to relinquish 
and abandon the right of forfeiture on the part of Congress it is the 
duty of Congress to at least definitely and forever extinguish and pro- 
hibit any future claim of the railroad companies to mineral lands. 

I desire particularly to call the attention of Congress to the fact that 
the most important feature of the pending measure is that through it 
the grant to the Northern Pacific Railroad Company along 1,500 miles 
of road is saved from forfeiture. By the waiver of forfeiture on this 
road alone a donation of not less than 30,000,000 acres of land at the 
cost of the nation is made to the railroad company, a donation imperial 
in its nature and beyond the wildest dreams of avarice. 

The failure of the company to build its road according to the terms 
of its grant is well known. It did not even definitely locate its line 
through this great stretch of land until after the grant had expired by 
limitation of law, Its right not having attached during the lifetime 
of the grant, it has now no legal claim to the lands which it might 
have secured but for its own disregard of the obligationsassumed. It 
is shown by the reports of the Commissioners of Railroads and of Public 
Lands that the amount of money already realized by this company from 
sales of land and the average value of unsold land already ted to 
the company exceed even the company’s estimate of the cost of the 
entire road as constructed. 

This company has therefore no equitable right or claim to the unex- 
ampled donation which Republicans wish to confirm to it. It is espe- 
cially in connection with the grant to this company along its line, 
which was not located until long after the date of the expiration of the 
grant, that there is the most imperative duty and necessity of protect- 
ing settlers’ claims and mineral lands. The Republicans of this House 
would place the settlers’ claims at the mercy of this grasping corpora- 
tion and put the mineral lands of Montana and Idaho in imminent 


peril. 
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PROVISIONS OF THE BILL UNCONSTITUTIONAL. 

Conspicuous as the bill is in neglecting to do what should be done, 
it isalmost equally conspicuous in attempting to do what its progeni- 
tors know they have no legal right to do. The first section of the bill 
contains provisions which every man informed regarding these grants 
knows are clearly in violation of the Constitution, and therefore un- 
less amended the law would be declared unconstitutional, and there- 
fore no purpose whatever would be attained. 

Having failed or refused to include in the forfeiture the 40,000,000 
or more acres of land which should be forieited, the bill proceeds to 
and attempts the forfeiture of a few inconsequent patches which Con- 
gress has no right to forfeit. 

The first section of the bill is in these words: 

That there is hereby forfeited to the United States, and the United States 
hereby resumes the title thereto, all lands heretofore granted to any State or to 
any corporation to aid in the construction of a railroad opposite to and conter- 
minous with the portion of any such railroad not now completed, for the con- 
struction or benefit of which lands have heretofore been granted; and all such 
lands are declared to be a vart of the public domain. 

The conferees ought to have known that the grant to many railroads 
included a gift or grant in presenti for the purpose of furnishing-aid for 
such preliminary work as would be required before the construction of 
any part of the road. 

These first 120 sections were granted without any condition, and the 
purpose for which they were granted has been fulfilled, and yet the 
road may not be completed and in operation. 

The case of Schulenberg vs. Harriman, 21 Wallace, page 44, and the 
Courtright case, 21 Wallace, 310, are cases in which the Supreme Court 
construed these laws and decided that the lands to which I have referred 
were absolute grants. Thesyllabus in Schulenberg rs. Harriman says: 

That the act of June 3, 1856, and the first section of the act of May 5, 1864, are 
grants in presenti and passed the title to the odd sections designated to be after- 
wards located. When the route was fixed their location became certain, and 
the title, which was previously imperfect, acquired precision, and became at- 
tached to the land. 


I wil! also read from the Courtright case, 21 Wallace, page 315: 


It is contended by the defendants, first, that under the act of Congressof May 
15, 1856, no Jands could be sold by the State until 20 continuous miles ofthe road 
were constructed; second, that, if 120 sections could be sold in advance of such 
construction, they could only be taken from lands adjoining the line of the road 
from its commencement on the east; and, third, that the grant by the State to 
the first company was upon ag ey pe which not having been com- 
plied with, the title did not pass. Neitherof these positions can, in our judg- 
ment, be maintained. The act of Congress by its express language authorized 
a sale of 120sections in advance of the construction of any part of the road. It 
was only as to thesale of the remaining sections that the provision requiring a 
previous completion of 20 milesapplied. !t is true it was the sole object of the 
grant to aid in the construction of the railroad, and for that purpose the sale of 
the land wasonly allowed as the road was confpleted in divisions, except as to 
120 sections. 

The evident intention of Congress in making this exception was to furnish 
aid for such preliminary work as would be required before the construction of 
any part of the road. No conditions, therefore, of any kind were imposed upon 
the State in the disposition of this quantity, Congress on eed upon the good 
faith of the State to see that its proceeds were applied for the purposes conteni- 


plated by the act. 
Nor was there any restriction upon the State as to the place where the 120sec- 


tions should be selected along the line of the road, except that they should be 
ineluded within a continuous length of 20 miles on each side. They might be 
selected from lands adjoining the eastern end of the road or the western end 
or along the central portion. 

I need hardly have cited these authorities, because the act itself shows 
its unconstitutionality upon its face. It attempts to deal with lands 
which were unconditionally granted, and states that they are hereby for- 
feited and the United States resumes the title thereto. The exact 
language of the bill is: 

That there is hereby forfeited tothe United States and the United States hereby 
resumes the title thereto. 

After attempting to forfeit lands which were granted without con- 
dition, the bill proceeds to exempt from forfeiture over 40,000,000 acres 
of the people’s lands, which were granted upon condition with the facts 
staring the committee in the face that the conditions were not complied 
with. 

PROPER METHOD WITH REGAED TO THE FIRST 120 SECTIONS. 

The proper methods of dealing with these unconditional grants of 
the first 120 sections is for the law to require the Government to com- 
mence suits in each case praying the court to decree a judicial forfeit- 
ure. The court would take evidence, and in cases where the land had 
been earned it would so decree, and in cases of grants which had not 
been earned the court would render a judgment declaring a judicial 
forfeiture. The settlers on the lands would be entirely relieved of 
trouble and expense, that burden being borne entirely by the Govern- 
ment and the holders of the grant. That the Government should as- 
sume this expense there can be no question. It is ible for the 
clouds and doubts which environ the title and it ought to disentang!e 
the complication. 

Without some such provision the condition of the settler will in 
many cases be deplorable. 

In many cases these grants of the first 120 sections were patented 
and went into possession of the grantees twenty or thirty years ago. 
Some have been sold out to settlers. The claim that 

they have earned these lands, and it must be presumed they will in- 
voke the aid of courts to protect their title. 
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The settler will be told he must hire a lawyer to defend his home. 
Heisimmediately involved in litigation ina Federal court witha wealthy 
tion, which it must be expected will use every means possibie 

to sustain its title. Court aiter court wil! pass, and even if the settler 





has every possible success the loss of time and expense he has undergone | 


for lawyers and witnesses will in many cases fully equal the value of 
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the land he started ont to defend, and if he fails in his suit he is hope- | 


lessly ruined. : : : 

How much better for the entire matter in such grants to be deter- 
mined by one suit instituted by the Government. Under my plan the 
Government would summon the settler as its witness and he would be 
paid by the Government for his attendance instead of paying witness 
fees out of his own pocket. In the Fiftieth Congress I successfully ad- 
yoeated this plan of settling the controversy in the Oregon road cases, 
and it proved satisfactory to all parties. The refusal to adopt that plan 
in these cases shows an unpardonable disregard of the rights of settlers. 

But that is not all. After the suit is won what does the settler get ? 
In some cases he is given preference to enter a part of his Jand, and in 
some cases he is not allowed to make any entry whatever. In some 
cases the bill confiscates the greater part of the settier’s home which 
he has earned by years of labor. Take, for instance, a case (and there 
are plenty of similar cases) of a man who has bought and paid for and 
at great expense improved a place of 1,280 acres. Aiter winning his 
suit the extent of his privilege is to buy one-fourth of his place at $1.25 
an acre, and three-fourths is irredeemably confiscated by this act. 

As before said the bill is a conspicuous exemplification of a commit- 
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its reserved rights on the words “upon condition,” and then the legal effect 


















would be to retain the right of revertiter, or it could claim that right in so mat 
words, as was one in all the railroad grants made to States, 

Instead of either of these things, Congress enacted section 9, limiting and de 

fining the effect of a breach of t le i ‘named in section 8 By that limi- 
tation, the sole right which remains in the | ted States at the present time is 
the right, * by its Congress,to do any and | aets which may ul and 
necessary to insure the speedy completion of the road.”’ Of course this still 
leaves to Congress a wide rangeof pows ts power is necessarily subordi- 

| nate to the speedy completion of the rond ongress deems the for ' of 
| the lands needed for the speedy comple 1 of the road, it would have ¢ rht 

| so toforfeitthe lands. It might give them toa the mpan sell them and 
| apply the proceeds, provided it adjudged such oO ilfuland necessar 

| to secure the speedy complet of the roa 

The purposes and intention of Congress ng the uly 2, 1864, ap 
pears throughout all the act to be the speeds ipletio road Every 
provision has thatin view. A e liiations and condi ‘ hat end 
and the limitations of time had t owe ¢ Even t n i 
and repeal! is subject to the same « rolling d 

Section 20 reads as follows: 

“See. 20. And be il further enacied, That the better to sh tl object of 
this act, namely, to promote the publicinterest and we 1¢ truction 
of said railroad and telegraph ! ind keeping the same in working order, and 
o secure to the Government at all time yut particularly in tim f al e 
use and benelits of the same f ystal, military, and other pu wes, Congre 
may at any time, having due regard for the rights of said Northern Pacific Rail 
oad Company, add to, alter, amend, or repeal this act. 

i United States did vant back its land it wanted a great tho 
oughbfare across the continent, and it toc every pr on to in its con 
pietion. 

The remaining question, therefore, for us to consider is vhat is needful ar 
necessary to insure t speedy completion of the road’?”’ 

As has already been stat 1.180 miles of the road have been completed, 60 
or lesstemain. Work is gé on at both interior termini and on the tunnels 


tee which attempt to do things they ought not to do, and leave un- | 


done things they ought to do, and there is no health in them. 





in the heart of Montana. It appears that LX) miles wereapproved by President 


Hayes in 1889 and 325 miles by President Arthur last year. The company as 
| sert that by September: }, they will finish the road; that they are progress- 
ing as fastas can poss ybedone. No testimony or suggestion to the contrary 


It is gratifying to see from the report that every Democrat on the | 


committee refused to lend his sanction to the abomination, and the re- 

rt comes before us signed and sanctioned by Republicans only, and I 
feel confident every Democrat in this House will use every effort and 
every parliamentary device to defeat a measure conceived and framed 
for the purpose of increasing corporate wealth. 

TheSPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Alabama [ Mr. 
WHEELER} has expired. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. I will append the report of Mr. 
Speaker Reep inthe Forty-seventh Congress, to which I have referred. 
and from which I have taken extracts. 

The Committee on the Judiciary, to whom were referred sundry bills relat- 
ing to land grants to railroads, have had the same under consideration, and re- 
port as to the Northern Pacific Railroad as follows: 

The Northern Pacific Railroad Company derives its chartered rights from the 
act of July 2, 1864 (13 Statutes, 365). The road is to be constructed from a point 
on Lake Superior to Puget Sound, with a branch via the valley of the Columbia 


toa point at or near Portland, Oregon. Twenty alternate odd-numbered sec- 
tiens per mile on each side of the road in Territories and ten in States were 





has been made by any one. Your committee do not see how the transfer of the 
lands to another company could hasten the completion of the road, nor would 
it be regarded as advisable for the Governmentto complete the road by its own 
direct action. Congress would hardly regard either course as needful and 
necessary to insure the speedy completion of the road 


We can conceive of no legislation which would hasten th ipletion of th 
road, and therefore recommend nonce. 
I now renew my request that every member of the House who 


he ail-essential amendments I have 
suggested refrain from voting and leave the Hall. An empire is at 
stake, and it is too evident that if a quorum remain within these doors 
nothing can prevent the passage of the bill with all its hideous features 
and its direful results. 
Mr. PAYSON. I yie 
HERBERT]. 
Mr. HOUK, 


wishes to compel the insertion of 


ld n 


M4 DOW 


to the gentleman from Alabama [ Mr. 


Mr. Speaker, this is a very important question, and 


| I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman from Alabama be permit 


granted to the company, with a right under that and subsequent statutes to | 


make up out of a 20-mile limiton either side all losses arising from prior dis- 
oo, the United States of lands the company would have otherwise been 
entitled to. 

By the terms of the original act the road should hate been completed July 4 


| I yield to the gentleman from Alabama [ Mr. Her 


1876. aa resolutions approved May 7, 1877 (14 Statutes, 355),and July 1, 
1878 (15 tutes, 255), such changes were made as to time of completion thatthe | 


Secretary of the Interior, June 11,1879, held that the effect of them was to re- 
quire the completion of the road July 4,1879. Whether this was the exact date 


or not,it is sufficient to say that the time for completion has now expired | 


beyond question. Eleven hundred and eighty miles of the road have been com- 

leted. On the western side it is finished from Puget Sound to the western 
Semaiieny of Montana, and on the eastern side from Lake Superior to ———, in 
Mohtana. About 600 miles remain to be built. These figures we understandto 
refer to the main line. 

Under the provisions of section 3 of the act of July 2, 1864, the land was granted 
under those of sections 8 and 9 the conditions were impose. 

The important granting words of section 3 are as follows : 

“Sno, 3. And be it further enacted, That there be, and hereby is, granted tothe 
Northern Pacific Railroad Company * * * every alternate section of public 
land,” etc. 

The conditions are as follows, in full: 


ted to proceed for twenty minutes, 

Mr. PAYSON. Oh, I mast object, Mr. Speaker. Other business is 
pressing. Unanimous consent has been given to print on this subject. 
This matter has been all gone over in the House time and time again. 

sERT | 
a very important 


I 


| 
I . 





‘Mr. HOUK. 
matter—— 

Mr. HERBERT. peaker, this 

The SPEAKER, The gentle man trom 
of course the time is progressing. 

Mr. HOPKINS, I trust nobody will object to the gentleman from 
Alabama [ Mr. HERBERT] proceeding. 

Mr. HOUK. I will state to the gentleman from Illinois that 


_ 


I simply wished to say that this i 


Mr. Speaker 


does not come out of my time? 
Alal t has- the floor and 


ti 


he 


| will have some difficulty in passing his bill if he is going to crowd it 


through in this way. [Cries of ‘‘ Regular orde: | 


Mr. HERBERT. Mr. Speaker, this may not be in all respects a 
| perfectbill. Itis not exactly as I would have framed it myself, and yet 
I think it is the best bill we are likely to get at this session or at any 


“Sno. 8. That each and every grant, right, and privilege herein are so made | 


and given to and accepted by said Northern Pacific Railroad Company upon 
and subject to the following conditions, namely: That the said company shal! 


| other in the near future. 


commence the work on said road within two years from the approval of this | 


act by the President, and sha!l complete not less than 50 miles per year aiter 
the second year and shail construct, equip, furnish, and complete the road by 
the 4th day of July, A. D. 1876. 

“Sec. 9. Thatthe United States make the several conditioned grants herein, 
and that the said Northern Pacific Railroad Company accept the same, upon the 


further condition that if the said company make any breach of the conditions | 


hereof and allow the same to continue for upwards of one year, then in such 
case, at any time hereafter, the United States, by its Congress, may doany and 
all acts things which may be needful and necessary to insure a speedy com- 
pletion of the said road.” 

Upon this state of facts your committee are called upon to state their opinion 
as to the legal rights of the United States, and to advise what legislative action, 
ifany, ought to be taken, 

e legal effect of the sections as quoted above is to make a pregent to the 
company of the lands in question, subject to the provisions and conditions stated 
in sections 8and 9. The sections taken ther vest in the company an estate 
upon t. If section 9 not been enacted, it would be 
quite clear that the estate of the company would have been determinable at the 

of the United States, on the happening of any one of three things: 
& failure to begin the road in two years; second, a failure in any one year 
miles; and, third, a failure in ten years to build, equip, and com- 

e 


forfeiture it was not necessary to mention it in the act. 

" were the only wordsneeded. They areas potent 
“andif these conditions are not fulfilled the 
States.”” But the severity of the words in sec- 
to modify. It had a right to say just what 
a breach of the conditions of the grant, It could rest 


i 








The party to which I belong may carry the 
fident that with 


e will, but 
ir 


Til 


| the Senate Republican, and likely to remain so for ve } to come, 
| forfeiture bills framed on the Democratic idea heretofore contended 
for on this side can not be expected to pass into law We might 
| pass them in the House as we.did in the Forty-ninth Congress 
j} and as we did in the Fiftieth Congress, but they were defeated 
| then by a Republican Senate, and they would be in the next Con 
i gress. Why, sir, in the last Congress, we, on this side, voted for a 
| bill that forfeited 50,000,000 acres of land. but the Senate defeated 
| it or amended it by cutting down the forfeiture, and sent us a bil 
much like that we have before us now. I was in favorof accepting 
| the Senate bill, taking all we could get and tarning over to the 


people then. But no vote upon it could be 
and so the bill failed. Many others 
friends of mine, had agreed witi 
bill as the best we could get, bu 
stand now as I stood then. 

I am in favor of taking what we can get, turning it over to the 


reached the House, 
n this side of the House, party 
te for and pass the Senat 
is not allowed to come up. 


me to ¥ 


I 


ii 


| Government, and giving it to the settlers who are already upon it, and 


to other settlers who are anxious to go upon it, but are not permitted 
to do so under the present conditions. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. Let me ask if you are in favor of 
that clause uf the bill which prevents forfeitures in fature. 
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Mr. HERBERT. There is no such clause in the bill. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama, Let me call the gentleman’s atten- 
tion— 

Mr. HERBERT. I beg my colleague’s pardon ; I must decline to 
yield. My time is limited, as he well knows. 

It has been said in this debate that corporations were here press- 
ing the passage of thie bill. Now, Mr. Speaker, so far as my obser- 
vation « xienda, the inflnence that corporations and land companies 
have brought to bear here has been exerted against the passage of 


this bill as it now is. Certainly that isthe case with the two grants 


lying in the State of Alabama, 

i address myself especially to the Mobile and Girard grant, be- 
cause that lies mostly within the district I have the honor to repre- 
sent. As the bill came back to us from the Senate, section 7 ex- 
tended the time within which that road might be completed and 
gave one year after the passage of the act. Under the decisions 
ofthe Supreme Court of the United States, on grants like this, if the 
road is completed before a forfeiture is declared it earns all the land 
granted whether completed within the time limited by the act or 
not. The court bolds that the mere failure by Congress to act ex- 
tends the time for the completion of the road. Under those decis- 
ions the Mobile and Girard Company, having completed 80 miles 
heretofore, is already entitled to 322,560 acres of land, and Congress 
could not forfeit it now. If the bill had passed as it came from the 
Senate, and the road had been completed within one year, the re- 
mainder of the grant, amounting to 325,704 acres and something 
more, would have gone to the railroad company or its vendees, the 
Van Kirk Land Company. There would have been left no home- 
steads for settlers in the fature, and every present settler on the 
land would have been at the mercy of the Van Kirk Land Company, 
which would have owned all the land included in the original grant. 

I and others of my colleagues here opposed that extension of time. 
We went before the conference committee, and section 7 was 
stricken out. I occupied then, and I occupy now, my original po- 
sition: that al! forfeitable lands shall be forfeited and held only for 
actual settlers. I want to put my views, which are well known to 
my colleagues here, on record now in-this public manner, so that no 
man who wishes to know what my positivn is and has been can 
fail to understand it. 

Now, sir, that seventh section of the Senate bill, giving one year’s 
more time to the railroad company, having been stricken ont by the 
conference committee, the next effort of the land company is to 
defeat this bill. If this bill can be defeated and all legislation pre- 
vented until after the road is completed, it will then be too late for 
Congress to act. Under the decisions I have alluded to the road 
will have earned all the grant by being completed before a forfeit- 
ure is declared. The defeat of legislation would be jast as valuable 
to the land company as the passage of the Seuate bill. Therefore, 
sir, I hope this bill will pass now and without delay. 

i have no feelings of ill will towards the members of this land 
company,sir. One of them has been for years my warm personal 
and political friend ; the ether, though belonging to another polit- 
ical party, I regard with the friendliest feelings. Bat, sir, in the 
consideratiou of a subject like this, motives of personal friendship 
can have no place. It was simply with me a question of duty. This 
question did at one time assame a phase that caused me to hesitate 
and endeavor to ascertain the sentiment of the people I represent. 

There are cases, sir, in which a Representative can not hesitate. 
He is bound by his oath to obey the Constitution of his country, the 
highest law of the land. ‘The preservation of the General Govern- 
ment,” Jefferson said, ‘‘ in its whole constitutional vigor is the sheet- 
anchor of our peace at home and safety abroad.” He who swerves 
from his duty to support and defend the Constitutiou, whether he 
does it in the hope of reward or from the fear of consequences to 
himeelf, is unworthy of the place in which I stand. I trust, sir, it 
is not unbecoming in me to express the hope that I am net wantin 
in the courage to stand by my convictions when the organic law o 
the land compels me. Yet, sir, in all cases where the path of duty 
is not pointed out by my oath to obey the Constitution, I regard 
it as a high duty to obey the will of my constituents. Therefore 
I songht to ascertain the wishes of those I represented, those who 
had most direct interest in the question, as soon as it was made to 
appear to me that the extension of the Mobile and Girard Railroad 
depended on the extension of time by this bill, and when it was far- 
ther deemed possible, in case of extension of time, to fully provide 
for the rights of settlers and purchasers, So Linquired; and I soon 
ascertained, as I thought, that the masses of the people desired for- 
feiture. That decided me, and the conclusion I reached was all the 
more satisfactory because it was in harmony with the course I had 
been pursuing. I found farther, Mr. Speaker, that the building or 
the road did not depend upon the extension of time by the bill; that 
a contract had already been made to build it, and that without any 

to the land grant. In fact, sir, the railroad company had 
sold its chance to secure the land and conveyed it by deed to the Van 
Kirk Land Company. A knowledge of this fact, when it came to me, 
confirmed me in my determination to contend for the forfeiture or 
every foot of forfeitable land of the t. 

It is strenuously contended here that this railroad company is en- 
titled to 120 sections in addition to the lands conceded to it by the 
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bill. I do not so understand the law, and so I have opposed any 
such constraction of the statute, and the conference committee agree 
with me. It is also earnestly insisted that the road from Mobile to 
Pollard was constructed by the Mobile and Great Northern Railroad 
Company under some sort of an agreement to build along the line 
of the Mobile and Girard, and that this justifies the claim of the 
Mobile and Girard Railroad Company to additional land as earned 
on that portion of the line. I combated this claim before the Pab- 
| lie Lands Committee, and that committee agrees with me and it is 
not allowed in the bill. 

The bill seeks to settle as fairly as possible and without litigation 
all controversies between the railroad company, the purchasers from 
| it, and the settlers. Here is that portion of the bill which refers di- 
rectly to this road: 


| See. 8, That the Mobile and Girard Railroad Company, of Alabama, shall be 
| entitled to the quantity of land earned by the constraction of its road from Girard 
to Troy, a distance of 84 miles. And the Secretary of the Interior in making set- 
tlement and certifying to or for the benefit of said company the lands earned 
thereby shall inclade therein all the lands sold, conveyed, or otherwise disposed of 
by said company. not to exceed the total amount earned by said company as afore. 
said. And the titles of the purchasers to all such lands are hereby confirmed so 
far as the United States are concerned. 

But such settlement and certification shall not include any lands upon which 
there were bona fide pre-emption or homestead claims on the Ist day of January, 
1890, arising or asserted by actual occupation of the land under color of the laws 
of the United States. 

The right bereby given to the said railroac company is on the condition that it 
shall within ninety days from the passage of this act, by resolution of its board of 
directora, duly accept the provisions of the same and file with the Secretary of the 
Interior a valid relinquishment of all said company’s interest, right, title, and 
claim in and to all such lands within the limits of its grant, as have heretofore 
been sold by the officers of the United States, for cash, where the Government still 
retains the purehase money, or with the allowance or approval of such officers 
| have been entered in good faith under the pre-emption or homestead laws, or as 
are claimed under the homestead or pre-emption lawa as aforesaid, and the right 
and title of the persons holding or claiming any sach lands under such sales 
or evtries are hereby confirmed, and all such claims under the pre-enption or 
homestead laws may rfected as provided by law, said company to have the 
right to select other lende, as near as practicable to constructed road, and within 
indemnity limits in lien of the lands so relinquished. 











First. It is plain, sir, that this forfeits all the land which can be 
forfeited. It concedes what can not be denied, under the decisions, 
that the railroad company is entitled for the 84 miles it has finished 
from Girard to Troy, but it refuses to allow anything for what was 
done by another company on the Mobile end of the line and refases 
to allow the other claim made for it of 120 sectious additional. 

Secondly. It contirnis the titles of all purchasers from the railroad 
company by estimating these lands so sold as part of the company’s 
lands in settlement of that question to be had at the land office. So 
justice is done to these purchasers, but not at the expense of the 
public. The railroad company is simply compelled to recognize the 
sales it bas made. 

Thirdly. It protee!s and confirms the right to complete homestead 
entries of all who were on the Ist of January, 1890, in “ actual oc- 
cnpation of the land under color of the laws of the United States,” 
although that land may fall tothe railroad company in settlement at 
the land office. 

As the amendment passed the House we secured the rights of all 
who might be in actual occupation of snch lands fadling to the rail- 
road company at the date of the passage of the act; and so I think 
it ought to be, but the conference committee were unwilling to go 
that far. Of course when those homestead entries are taken out of 
lands the railroad company may be entitled to, it is allowed to select 
other lands in place of them. Only in this way could the settler be 
protected. 

As the amendment passed the House it also secured the rights 01 
holders of tax titles, and did it, not at the expense of the public, 
but by including them in the lands earned. The theory was that if 
the company had earned lands and allowed them to sell for taxes, 
those who bought them ought to be entitled as against the railroa: 
company to stand on their legal rights, whatever they might be. 
The holders of tax titles were not to be entitled as against the public: 
they were to get none of the forfeitable lands, but only to try conelu- 
sions with the railroad company for such Jands as may be allotted to it. 

Certainly the committee might have left this to be the case to the 
extent of 320 acres for each occupant, but the conference thought 
otherwise, and it is preordained that this report is to pass without 
amendment. 

Fourthly. As to all lands not falling to the railroad company, bu! 
forfeited by this bill, section 2 eo all actual settlers at the date of it- 
passage a preferred right of homestead, to be exercised within si< 
months. 


‘ifthly. Then by anotherlaw, passed during the Jast Congress, eve: \ 
acre of ibe land forfeited by the bill and fit for homesteads is ded: 
cated to homestead purposes alone. 

So, Mr. Speaker, to conclude what I have to say on this subjec' 
the bill forfeits every foot of the Mobile and Girard Railroad gra: 
that could be forfeited by law. 

It points out how much this is, so as to avoid law-suits betwee: 
the settlers and the railroad company or its vendees, 

It saves the homestead rights of all who were settled prior |. 
January last on the land that may go to the railroad company, an. 
the Department will be asked to so arrange, if possible, the sett! 
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ment with the company as to save even those settlers who may have 
gone on the lands since the Ist of January. 

It preserves absolutely for homestead settlement all the lands for- 
feited, giving priority to those who may be settled on these forfeited 
lands at the Ge of the passage of the act. Thus this bill secures, 
so far as is possible, a settlement of all disputes and thus prevents 
lawsuits th.t would otherwise arise between the railroad company, 
settlers, and purchasers. This will give immense relief. It is not to 
be expected that there will arise no contentions whatever. When 
questions are so complicated and conflicting interests so numerous, 
some disputes will still exist. Human foresight could not provide 
against them all in one law, but it is hoped and believed, Mr. 
Speaker, that the result will be the speedy settlement of all questions 
that may come up, a rapid increase in the uamber of homesteads in 
that section, the multiplication of prosperous homes and of churches 
and school-bouses and all the coucomitant advantages of the in- 
creasing civilization of this day. 

It has been eloquently urged against this bill that it ought not 
to pass because it does not make provision for the protection of the 
rights of settlers along the line of the Northern Pacific Railroad, but 
leaves them to litigate their rights in the courts. Section &, which I 
have set forth, has been pointed to as making a fair and equitable 
arrangement for the protection of settlers along the line of the Mo- 
bile and Girard in Alabama, and it has been said that the bill ought 
to fail because a similar provision was not inserted as to the North- 
ern Pacific grant. For myself I should be much better pleased if it 
had; but, sir, I can not afford to vote against this bill simply be- 
cause it may be defective in those provisions which apply to the 
Northwest. 

My constituents are poy | for settlement of these questions; 
they wish to know when and how and from whom they can obtain 
titles to this land. All now is doubt, anxiety, and uncertainty. I 
can not vote against the bill and thus perpetuate these conditions. 
Wheu it becomes law there is no reason why the Commissioner of 
the General Land Office may not within sixty days’ time adjudicate 
the questions arising under it and officially declare the legal status of 
every foot of land covered by the original grant to the Mobile and Gi- 
rard Railroad Company. In the mean time, let every settler on those 
lands stand upon and maintain his rights. 

Mr. PAYSON. I now yield two minutes to the gentleman from 
Alabama [Mr. Forney]. 

Mr. FORNEY. Mr. Speaker, during the last Congress I voted with 
the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] in favor of a forfeiture 
of land grants amounting in the aggregate to some 54,000,000 acres, 
I find now that our efforts to secure tht legislation are not to be suc- 
cessful. Wecan not get all we sought in that measure, and I am ready 
to take the best that I can get, and that is what this bill proposes; be- 
cause it has one good effect at least; that is, it settles all of the difficul- 
ties in my own State. “ 

There are two railroads—small lines of road—in my district. One of 
these is 36} miles long and was chartered in 1844. They have received 
considerable aid from the State of Alabama, and I saw it stated the other 
day that they had sold this road for the sum of $250,000. I suppose 
the road is worth five or six hundred thousand dollars, to which extent 
money has been expended in its construction. All along the line of 
that road people have settled, and they want title to the lands. If 
these Jands are not forteited by this bill now, the people will not get 
them at all, and the railroad or the purchasers of this railroad will, 
who are certainly not entitled to them. I am in favor ot the settlers 
getting the lands, and not the railroad. There is another road some 
374 miles long which controls 144,600 acres of land, and not a shovel- 
fal of dirt has been dug toward its construction. The people have de- 
spaired of getting this road, because it is near the linc of another road, 
which other road got its quota of the lands; and, if you do not forleit 
these lands by the provisions of the pending bill, these 144,000 acres 
will go to a company which has done no work—— 

Mr. RICHARDSON. What road does the gentleman refer to? 

Mr. FORNEY. The Coosa and Chattooga line of road proposed to 
run from Gadsden to the Georgia State line. So I say, Mr. Speaker, 
the settlers in my part of the country will receive, and onght to receive, 
the benefit of this legislation. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. PAYSON. Iyield now five minutes to the gentleman from 
ane Hooker]. 

Mr, ER. Mr. Speaker, I failed to understand the argament 
of my friend from Indiana [Mr. Ho1mMAN], who has been a very per- 
sistent advocate of the forfeiture of the public lands which were not 
earned by the railways to which they have been granted by acts of 
Congress. He has been the persistent advocate of forfeiting all those 
la and I put a question to him, therefore, to know whether he 
_ thought the passage of this bill, forfeiting lands granted to the roads 

named in the bill, will be any inhibition upon Congress making futare 
of other lands. I did not exactly understand his answer to 
my inquiry, nor did I understand whether he was the advocate of this 


measure or its t, 
friend from Alabama [Mr. Forney] has appropriately 


Now, my 
that while there are many things that might be added to this 
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bill, and while it might be still further perfected, so far as it affects 
the railroad in my State, which is embraced in the bill, I believe that 
it is the be-t that can be accomplished; therefore, I am in favor of 
cepting it. 

The grant of land to the Gulf and Ship Island Railroad was made in 
1356. The gentleman from Illinois having charge of the bill [Mr. PAY 
SON], as chairman of the House committee, has appropriately stated 
the reasons why that road was not constructed within the time pre- 
scribed by the original act granting the land. The intervention of the 
war, the impoverishment of the country as the result of the war, its 
inability to do it, are reasons why these lands should not now be taken 
from that road. I would not, Mr. Speaker, favor this or any other bill 
which did not in terms so plain and clear that they could not be mis- 
construed, either by department or by courts, secure to the actual home 
stead entryman hisright to the land. I understand that this bill does 
that with regard to these lands granted to the Gulf and Ship Island 
Railroad long years ago. 

I believe it is to the interest of the country to construct that road, 
and for this reason, Mr. Speaker, that the construction of that road will 
open a network of railways throughout the State of Mississippi from 
the center and northern portion to the Gulf shore, which is now em- 
phatically aferraincognitaalmost to ourown inhabitants, because we have 
no railway communication save by the tedious routes through Mobile 
or New Orleans; whereas, if we have this direct railway communication 
from the center to the extreme northern portion of the State we will 
have the State compacted by a network of railways almost equal to 
that of which it has been said in the great agricultural State of Ohio, 
that every farmer has a railway running by his door. I believe it to 
be the interest of the people to use these public lands, not occupied by 
settlers, for the construction of these roads, because the construction of 
the road will give value to the land, and will give value to every single 
tract of land lying within 20 miles of the line of the road. 

For this reason I think this bill, as it forfeits a certain amount 
of laud, ought not to meet with objection on the part of gentlemen 
who, like my friend from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN], are in favor of the 
forfeiture of unearned lands to the extent to which this bill proposes 
to go. Ido not believe, for myself, that the provision of the seventh 
article as it originally stood in the bill of the House would add any- 
thing to or take anything away from the power of Congress to make 
such a forfeiture by legislative enactment. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. It would do no harm to leave it in. 

Mr. HOOKER. Very well. lam not particular about that; but at 
all events certainly there could be no act of this Congress which could 
put a limit upon the power ofsubsequent Congresses with reterence to 
questions of this kind. 

Mr.GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, both potitical partiesin this country 
have insisted in their campaigns before the people that they favored the 
forfeiting to the General Government of the unearned land grants. The 
restoration of this vast body of public land to the public domain to be 
opened to actual settlers under our homestead Jaw has been a subject 
ot the deepest interest to the people of thecountry. Already the public 
Jands subject to homestead are reduced in volume to such an extent 
as to make it almost impossible for a great number of settlers in the 
future to find homes without the aid of this forfeiture bill. 

Mr. Speaker, it has been made the duty, as it has been the pleasure 
and pride, of the Republican party to pass into law, or at least so near 
it that we are now on the verge of final vote, an act that restores to the 
public domain bodies of land aggregating nearly 8,000,000 acres. In 
the Fiftieth Congress a Democratic House passed a bill forfeiting all 
lands granted to railroads in every case where the railroad had failed 
to construct its lines within the terms of the contract as to time. In 
other words, no matter that the road had completed its line ten or 
fifteen years ago; no matter that the Government had accepted it; no 
matter that the lands had been enormously enhanced in value there- 
by; no matter the actual settler had thus been greatly benefited, this 
act of dastardly repudiation, this act in violation of every principle of 
law, justice, and equity, was passed by the House of Representatives 
and sent to the Senate, Of course itcould not be passed by that body; 
of course nobody supposed it could be. It would have been unconsti- 
tutional, necessarily. 

The Senate passed a bill substantially the same as this, only as s 
substitute for the House bill, and sent it back to us. The Senate 
held that the Government had waived its opposition and waived its 
right to complain, because of the lapse of time, inasmuch as the roads 
had been finished and accepted by the Government. The Democratic 
House refused to pass the Senate bill, and so between the two bodies 
the measure failed. Had the Senate bill been passed in the House 
and become a law we could have gained a large amount of land, re- 
added to the public domain, which we shall not now have because of 
its having been Cisposed of by the railroad companies since. But now 
we have an intelligent and honest bill, an effective bill, one that wil! 
accomplish the result asked for. 

Thus again, Mr. Speaker, has the Republican party redeemed it 
pledges upon a distinctive proposition in which the Democrats have failed 
to redeem theirs. It is the old story of promises, bad faith.and unfulfill 
ment. It has a counterpart in the Democratic pledges in re<ard to 
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silver and the enlargement of the currency,and I can not more profitably 
employ the few moments of my time than by pointing ont again not 
only the splendid achievement of the party in passing this bill, but also 
the history of Democratic pledges and Democratic failures and Repub- 
lican pledges and Republican achievement upon the silver question. I 
embody extracts from the utterances of the Democratic party and its 
actions. I embody also extracts from Republican pledges and the ac- 
tion of that party 
THE SILVER DOLLAR. 

Cleveland Administration: Silver, per ounce, 91.24 cents; silver dollar, 70.57 
cents 

Harrison Administration : Silver, per ounce, $1.1947; silver dollar, 92.4 cents. 

Read the record. See how it illustrates the difference between the two parties 
as to fidelity and truth. 

The Democracy says, ‘‘ We will restore silver,’ and promply proceeds to de- 
vane it. 

The Republican party says, “* We will restore silver,’ and keeps its word. 

THIS WAS THE DEMOCRATIC PROMISE. 
From the Democratic national platform of 1884. } 

** We believe in the gold aud silver coinage of the Constitution.’ 

Do they? Letussee. The resultof the campaign was the election of a Dem- 
ocratic President and a Democratic majority in Congress. But before Mr. Cleve- 
land took his office, before the slightest responsibility fell on his shoulders, he 
hurried into an attack on silver. 


At that time silver was worth about 80 cents for a standard dollar. 
CLEVELAND SAYS STOP COINING. 


Having got elected on a platform favoring silver, he proceeds to denounce it. 
[From President Cleveland's letter to Congressman Warner, February 24, 1885. } 

“It is most desirable at the pasnent juattust to maintain and continue in use 
the mass of our gold coin as well as the massof silver already coined. This is 
possible by a present su«pension of the purchase and coinage of silver. I am 
not aware that by any other method it is possible."’ 


THE ATTACK FOLLOWED Ur. 


Secretary Manning also insists that Democratic pledges be broken. 
{From annual report of Secretary of the Treasury for 1885. ]} 


“Tn but one way now can any nation retain in use coins of both metals which 
are both unlimited legal tender, namely, by stopping the coinage of the metal 
unacceptable to other nations. France has done so. The United States must 
likewise stop coining silver. Stop, wait, negotiate. * * * The silver dollar 
- not be kept in equivalence with the gold dollar if the coinage of silver con- 
tinues."’ 


CLEVELAND DEAD IN EARNEST. 


He attributes all the nation's troubles to the use of silver and urges Congress 
to stop coining. 

[From the President's annual message, December 8, 1885. | 

“The desire to utilize the silver product of the country should not lead to a 
misuse of this power (that is, the power ‘to coin money’). 

“The hoarding of gold has already begun. 

“When the time comes that gold has been withdrawn from circulation, rich 
speculators will sell it at a ruinous premium over silver, und the laboring men 
and women of the land, most defenseless of all, wil! find that the dollar received 
as the wage of their toil has sadly shrunken in its purchasing power. 

“If this silver coinage be continued, we may reasonably expect that gold and 
its equivalent will abandon the field of circulation to silver alone. This, of 
course, must produce a severe contraction of our circulating medium, instead 
of adding to it. 

“IT recommend the suspension of the compulsory coinage of silver dollars.”’ 

The only action taken by the Forty-ninth Congress on the subject of silver was 
the defeat of a free-coinage bill. The vote on this bill is especially significant 
in view of the present Democratic pretense that free coinage is what they want; 
and that their failure to support the new Republican silver Jaw was dictated by 
their desire to secure the unlimited use of silver. 

FREE COINAGE BEATEN. 

The Democracy, after all its promises, in the face of its responsibility, with a 
great majority at its command, defeats free silver. 

The free coinage bil! was reported adversely by the Democratic Committee 
on Coinage, Weights, and Measures, and on the final vote, taken April 8, 1836, 
it was defeated. 

CLEVELAND KEEPS IT UP. 


He says in effect that the fact that the country has not gone to the “ demni- 
tion bow-wows"’ makes no impression on his mind. 


[From the President's second annual message, December 6, 1886. } 


“T have seen no reason to change the views expressed in my last annual 
message On the subject of this compulsory coinage, and I again urge its sus- 
pension." 

; SILVER AT ITS LOWEST EBB. 


Democratic hostility forces its price down to ruinous res, 

On May 19, 1888, the price of silver, which had steadily ined since the pas- 
sage of the Democratic Bland act, reached its lowest re. Its London price 
was 41} pence; its New York price was 914 cents, and the value of the silver 
dollar was 70.57 cents. 


ANOTHER NATIONAL DEMOCRATIC CONVENTION, 
And this is what it has to say on the subject of silver: 
[From the national Democratic platform of 1888. } 


oO 


Mr. Cleveland turned over the silverdollar tothe new Administration 
worth a fraction over 70 cents. But Mr. Cleveland did not learn 
anything by his defeat, for in his last message to Congress he keeps up 
the war upon silver thus: . 

BEATEN, BUT STILL BITTER. 


Untaught by his defeat at the polls, Mr. Cleveland maintains his warfare 
against silver. 


[From the President's last annual message, December 3, 1888.] 
“The Secretary recommends the suspension of the farther coinage of silver, 
and in such recommendation I earnestiy concur.” 


And now we come to the pleasing view of this cave. 





SEPTEMBER 25, 


— 





A Republican Administration came in and its record upon this 
mighty question we celebrate to-day. 
It is as follows, briefly but succinctly told: 


REPUBLICANS AT THE HELM. 


President Harrison and Speaker Reep take command of the ship, and in- 
stantly silver begins to mount. This was the Republican promise. 


{From the national Republican platform of 1888,] 
“The Republican party is in favor of the use of both gold and silver as money, 


and condemns the policy of the Democratic Administration in its efforts to de- 
monetize silver.”’ 


HARRISON ADVOCATES COINAGE. 


The Republican President differs with his Democratic predecessor, and says 
itis sheer folly to discredit our own goods, 


[From the President's first annual message, December, 1839. ] 


‘The evil anticipations which have accompanied the coinage and use of the 
silver dollar have not been realized. Asa coin it has not had general use, and 
the public Treasury has been compelled to store it. But this is manifestly ow- 
ing to the fact that its paper representative is more convenient. The general 
acceptance and use of the silver certificate show that silver bas not beer other- 
wise discredited. * * * Ihave always been an advocate of the use of silver 
in our currency. We are large producers of that meta!,and should not dis- 
credit it.” 

MUST USE BOTH METALS. 

The Republican Secretary differs with his Democratic predecessors, and says 

we can not afford to discard silver. 


[From Secretary Windom's annual report for 1889.] 


“With a stock of 343,638,001 silver dollars, sharing equally with ourgold coins 
the function of full legal-tender money, as well as $76,600,000 silver coins of lim- 
ited tender, and an annual product of silver from our mines peprectentios 
$60,000,000 (coining value), it would not be for the interests of this growing 
country, nor would it be wise public policy, to discontinue the use of either 
metal as money.”’ 

SILVER RESTORED. 


The Republican majority in Congress differs from its Democratic predecessor, 
and redeems its platform pe honestly and well. 

The Republican silver bill, passed in the Senate on July 10 and in the House 
July 12, and approved by President Harrison July 14, fully restores the money 
uses of silver. It provides that the Secretary of the Treasury shall purchase 
4,500,000 ounces silver per month, at the market price, and issue in payment 
therefor legal-tender Treasury notes, redeemable in coin. 

On the passage of this bill in each House, the affirmative votes were all cast 
by Republicans, and the negative votes were all cast by Democrats. 


SILVER AT $1.20. 
The rise in the price of silver, and of a)] agricultural products, followed im- 
mediately upon the passage of this bill. Silver is selling to-day at 26-cents an 
ounce more than on the day Cleveland left the White House, and wheat at 22} 
cents more per bushel. 
Thus was the Republican party faithful, and thus it is shown the 
Democratic party was false to its promises. 4 
I append a table giving the value of the silver dollar at eleven dif- 
ferent dates, both in London and New York: 





/ 





| | Equiva- |Price of a Commor- 
Price of | lent fine Sttnoaie 
Dates. Significance of dates. | silver in | value of |ounce in ver in the 
London.! a fine ‘ew il dol 
} ounce. | York, | Ver dol 


lar. 


j 
Pence. 
Feb. 28, 1878 | Date of the passage of 55 $1, 205 $1.19 





$0. 9325 
the Bland act. i 
Mar, 1,1878| Day after passage of the 548 1.204 12 | . 9815 
Bland act i 
Mar. 22, 1878| Three weeks after pas- 54) 1,189 120 | 9198 
sage of the Bland act. i 
Mar. 1, 1879 = ear a 49} 1,085 1.085 | . 8393 
o Blan . | 
lay 19, west price reac seul . 9124 O15 | . 7057 
M. 9,1888 | Lo i hed 4h 
Mar. 4,1889| Inauguration of Presi- 42% . 9332 983 | . 7218 
dent Harrison. | 
Dec. 1,1889| Republican Congress 44h . 9727 . 9625 | . 7523 
met, } 
July 14, 1890 | Panaage of the new sil- 49h 1.0796} 1.08 . 835 
ver law. 
July 15,1890| Day after passage of 50 | 1.096 1.10 77 
new silver law. 
Aug.13, 1890 | New silver law went 51s | 1.1015 1,13 . 8519 
into effect. } 
Aug.30, 1890 | Aboutthree weeksafter 54} ned 1, 1% 924 
the silver law went 
into effect. 








And so, Mr. Speaker, it was left to the Republican party in Congress 
to bring about this great reform. Again it has vindicated its claim to 
be always and at all times and in ail places the party of the people. 

ace - Inow yield to the gentleman trom Illinois [Mr. 
Hirr}. 

Mr. HITT. Mr. Speaker, I earnestly hope that this bill will pass, 
for it follows a long line of legislation by which we have already for- 
feited about 50,000,000 acres; and this will take and restore to the 
people all that is left within our reach under the decisions of the Su- 
preme Court, every acre that lies along the uncompleted roads. It 
will give to individual owners, actual settlers, lands that otherwise 
would go to syndicates and large holders. It will promote a policy 
which is excellent, reversing the land-grant policy that all favored thirty 
and which nobody favors now. It will increase the smal! 


farm-holding and farm-owning population, who are the streagth o! 


the country ; and as such a measure I most heartily support it. 
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The sweeping provision in the first section of the bill forfeits all the 


lands granted to aid in building railroads which lie along portions of | 
those roads that have not been constructed. It cuts away probably 

4,000,000 acres from the Northern Pacific road. It takes large amounts | 
in California, New Mexico, Wisconsin, Mississippi, and other States; 
in all, about 8,000,000 acres, which will be restored to the public do- 
main and will go to actual settlers on the public lands. It is a just 
measure of restitution and responds to the sentiment of the country; 
and this time in passing the bill we are sure that it will not be, as h 
often been the case heretofore, a bill merely passed by the House, 
fail in the Senate and not become a law. 
agreed to it. ! . ’ ‘ 

It is true that in some of the States, especially in some of the South- 
ern States, where they have not sufficient railroads built, some are un- 
willing to see the land grants forfeited, and wish them left outstand- 
ing a little longer, that the people may get the roads which would not 
otherwise be built. This is a sentiment that twenty-five or thirty 
years ago pervaded a good part of the Northwest: but public opinion 
in this country has too plainly pronounced against any further aid to 
railroad-building by means of public-land grants. There is suflicient 
capital seeking ‘investment in railways to build a road anywhere that 
it will have basiness to justify building. 

In passing this bill to make an end of these land grants and restore 
them as far as possible to the public domain for actual settlers, the bil! 
as now presented is wise in policy. It forfeits every acre which under 
the judgments or decisions of the Supreme Court can be forfeited. 
does not confirm the title of any railroad company to any lands here- 
tofore acquired, but cuts off their power of acquiring an equity in more 


as 
to 
The Senate conferees have 


Jands by further building of roads through the land grants along the | 


uncompleted portions ofthe roads. Congress has heretofore in the cases 
of twelve railroads, some of them great lines not completed according 
to law, passed acts forfeiting in all nearly fifty millions of acres. This 
bill wili forfeit in a general way all that is left along uncompleted por- 
tions of railroads having land grants. 

This land-grant legislation has largely occupied Congress for forty 


years, first in granting public lands to aid in building railroads and | 


afterward in enacting legislation to recover from the roads the lands 
forfeited by not building according to the terms of the grants. It was 
once a favorite idea of all parties to promote the building of roads into 


unoccupied regions by land grants, and there have been built in this | 


way ubout 15,000 miles of railway, and indirectly the building of about 


as much more has been promoted, and how many millions of acres have | 


1866, 


It was begun and long contin- 


been thus granted away since 1850—from that time down to 
the last land grant— it is hard to teil. 


ued when our people were eager to extend the building of railroads | 


and develop the country. For the last fifteen years Congress has been 
as intently engaged in forfeiting the unearned land grants of railroads 
not built. In this House *we have passed many bills forfeiting land 
grants on the ground that the railroads for which the lands were granted 


were not constructed within the date named ‘in the act granting the | 


lands. I have voted for these bills, together with my associates on 
this floor, many times. Why have they not become law ? 


The Senate, since the decision of the Supreme Court in the Schulen: | 


berg case, has adhered to the policy of only forfeiting the lands oppo- 
site those parts of the railroad which were not completed at the time 
the bill was passed which declared the forfeiture. Many able jurists 
in the Senate and elsewhere have contended that the building of the 
road in good faith, even though they were unable to complete it within 


the time named, prevented the forfeiture of the grant so far as the road | 


was built and in operation. Others have hesitated to join us in pass- 
ing laws forfeiting land grants, as it might lead to distress to the set- 


tlers who would go on the forfeited lands only to be ousted and finally | 
driven away by the decisions of the courts declaring the forfeitures in- 


valid as to lands lying along the linesactually built, though built after 
the date named in the land-grant law. 

There is a familiar instance of settlers disturbed and distressed in the 
Des Moines River Valley case, on which we have passed several bills of 
relief, where settlers, acting on what they believed to be the authority 
of the Government and pursuant to law, went upon lands which they 
lost alter long and costly litigation. 


ernment and the settlers, that the decisions of the courts have tended to 


show that we have not power to forieit lands opposite railroads which | 
had been actually constructed according to all the ternis of the land | 


graut, except the one condition that they did not get it done within 
the time named in the land-grant act. 

But I was willing to go as tar as possible, and therefore I have voted 
for bills forfeiting land grants in all cases where the roads were not 
built, and ia nearly every case where, though they were built, they 
were not completed within the time specified in the original acts. 
was willing to 
not good law. any of these bills have failed though they have passed 
the House. Now, we havea bill which the Senate conferees have agreed 
to, and it will be not merely a bill passed by the House, but in a few 
days a law, and takeall these lands described in the bill from the rail- 
roads and restore them to the public domain and the people. By try- 
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| ate bill, which forfeited many mi 
| the Northern Pacific 1 
| forfeiture extending back t 


by the construction of the road thr 


It | 


I must admit, strongly as I have | 
been inclined to see these lands all forfeited and restured to the Gov- | 


| 
the question and pass the law, and then see if it was | 
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ing to get too much in bills of this kind heretofore we have failed to 
get what was at the time within reach. 

The House tried a general f 
Railroad a few years a sul 


rfeiture bill on the Northern Pacifi 
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penate. t 


| the decisions of the Supreme Court. Had we promptly passed the Sen 
| ate bill at that time three years ago we would have secured for th 
people all the lands along the line where the road had not yet been 
built. 
We could then have passed separately a House bill for general for 


feiture, and I endeavored at the time to have these measures separated 

and moved the substitution on the day of the final passage in the Hous 

butineffectually. I have beenin favorof every measure to recover thi 

public lands in recent years, for I believed the time had passed when it 

was necessary to give any aid from the public lands in building rail 
| roads and it was a wise policy to save them forsettlers. The best sys- 
| tem of land-holding for the general good is in small ownerships, and 
| this is reached under our public-land system, limiting the purchaser o 
| homesteader to enough for a moderate farm. But the railroads hav 
disposed of their grants in many cases to syndicates and large holders, 
which is contrary to wise public policy. 

The system of the subdivision of the holding of lands in moderate 
amounts increases the number of families living in homes which they 
own, of independent farmers, and this element is the stay of the Re 
public. The tendency of the time in every other kind of business 
than farmingis to concentration, putting the direction and ownership 
| in fewer hands and doing the world’s work, trading, manufacturing 
| transportation, mining, by wholesale, in vast manufacturing establish- 
ments, enormous mercantile houses, combines of various kinds in 
which the larger are eating up or absorbing thesmaller, Fortunately 
this tendency is checked or seems to be inconsistent with the fixed 
laws of nature’s economy when we come to farming, which has proven 
unchangeable in its conditions and resisted all the influences that have 
overborne other industries in modern times. 

The small farmer in the region where I live can do more with land 
which with us is generally pretty high-priced compared to Eastern 
lands, than can a large landholder, who has to make a great invest- 
ment for purchase. It has been our observation in Illinois where men 
purchased lands in large quantilies, adding farm to farm, that the 
neighbors did not have very long to wait until it was all sold and dis- 
| tributed again, generally at forced sale and at very moderate prices 
The large holdings which have been purchased by syndicates along the 
lines of the railroads in the far West are not desirable in the system of 
settling a new country. Let the lands go in quarter sections from the 
public domain to the settler and every 160 acres be owned as the ind: 
pendent home of a family, cultivating thefr own land. 

Mr. PAYSON. I yield four minutes to the gentleman from Oregon 
[Mr. HERMANN]. 
| Mr, HERMANN. Much anxiety, Mr. Speaker, is expressed by those 
| who are opposed to the adoption of this conference report in behalf of 
the interests of settlers. l’ermit me to say to those gentlemen that if 
they were sincerely anxious to advance the interests of the railroad 
corporations they could notdo them more substantial service than they 
are at the present time in asking for further delay upon this great and 
important legis!ation. 

Already we have discovered most painfully, and to the lasting det 
riment of the progress of much of the West—the Northwest particu 
larly—-what delays in this House have already occa Gentk 
men have only to be reminded that pending the adj: :ment between 
| the long and short sessions of the Fiftieth Congress over 2,000,000 acres 
ot land of the Northern Pacific were earned and earned 
while we were doubting and dilly-dallying upon what course to pur 
sue in this body. The settlers do not want furtherdelays. The rail- 
road corporations, itis naturalto suppose, do want further time in order 
that they may go on and earn and finally obtain the balance of the 
| magnificent grants made to them. 

It is not so much a mere restoration, Mr. Speaker, of the 7,000,000 
acres of land to the public domain that we are to consider; it is more 
than that. It is the confirmation of title to 100,000 homes of Amer- 
ican.citizens, most of them homeless people, who are to-day desirous 
of obtaining them and who have for many years been vainly endeavor- 

| ing to obtain them. It means, sir,even more. It means the removal! 
of a long-continued obstruction to the progressand development of the 
immense country embraced within these unearned grants. It means 
the establishing of schools, the opening of roadways, the reorganiza 
tion of counties, the cheapening of present land prices, the populating 
and prospering of the best parts of the Union, a considerable portion of 
which is still largely uninhabited and a waste. 

As one, Mr. Speaker, who represents a very large constituency of 
settlers and in whose State is located at least 2,000,000 acres of the 
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land which is now involved, I say that it is the desire of these settlers, 
every one of them, that immediate action shall be taken by Congress, 
and further I say that their sympathies are in the line of the conference 
report 


In the two States of Oregon and Washington nearly 4,000,000 acres | 


of the grants will be restored to the people. Long and loudly have we 
pleaded for this, and had our demands been earlier recognized this 


forfeiture would have embraced many millions of acres which have | 


since beea earned. Had Congress agreed even as late as three years 
past, the entire grant of the Cascade division of the Northern Pacific 
would have been restored, with its splendid timber, its rich minerals, 
and its fertile and extensive pasture lands. Those who pretended to 
be the most loyal friends of the settlers were, so far as the results were 
concerned, tie most useful allies of the railroad corporations, 

The proof of the pudding isin theeating.’’ Itis results that count, 
and it is by this rule that the people have a right to judge of their 
representatives. 

Now it is again asked that another delay be had and that this con- 


ference report be resubmitted to the conference committee with various | 


instructions. Sir, if Tam to judge this move by what I have observed 
here for six years past, I might infer that only delay and further dis- 
appointment for the long waiting people are intended, But whatever 
be the motive, whether good, bad, or indifferent, the result is the same: 
delay, uncertainty, and the retarding of our Western progress. I have 
referred to the efforts we have so long made for this forfeiture. Me- 
morials ot legislative bodies, of boards of trade, of municipal bodies, and 
long petitions have been presented. I unrolled a petition from my 
seat in this Chamber which contained upon it the actual signatures of 
three thousand people—residents, settlers, and business men along the 
unearned grant of the Northern Pacific—all asking fer an early for- 
feiture. 

But with all this we were doomed to defeat; Congress after Congress 
assembled and adjonrned, only to repeat the failure, until the people 
become heartsick with promises and fair-soundingspeeches. It seemed 
as if the people had no longer any power to wrest from the reluctant 
grasp of corporations the lands so clearly unearned by them. No leg- 
islation has been so dilatory and so reluctantly granted, and no delay 
s0 injurious and so far-reaching in its consequences to the people. 

But vow I am glad to think the hour of victory has arrived, and the 


country enjoys a like assurance. I hold in my band numerous news- | 


papers and letters from the region of country along the Columbia River 
and they all manifest a spirit of deep rejoicing upon the progress which 
this forfeiture measure has thus far reached. I select an extract 
from one journal, the Weekly Budget, of Lexington, Oregon, as a good 
illustration of the rejoicing of others. In double-leaded lines it 
reads: 


AT LAST!—NORTHERN PACIFIC RAILROAD LAND GRANT FORFEITED.—TIDINGS 
Or JOY.—HOMES FOR HOME-SERKERS.—SUSPENSE ENDED.—ODD-NUMBERED 
SROTIONS TO BE THROWN OPEN,—JUSTICE FOR CLAIMANTS.—RIGHTS OF THE 
SETTLERS TO BE FULLY REOCOGNIZED.-~MORROW COUNTY TO THE FRONT.— 
THE BLIGHT OF “RAILROAD LAND” NO LONGER A BAR TO SETTLEMENT AND 
DEVELOPMENT OF THE BUNCHGRASS HILLA, 


“The milis of the gods grind slowly." 
Coneress is not one of the mills of the gods, but in the matter of railroad land 
forfeiture it has been very slow. 
For years forfeiture has been promised at every session. 
Disappointment has again ond again been the portion of the settlers, 
They bravely hoped for relief until hope was a mockery. 
Sullen despair took possession of them. 
* Railroad land" was a blight and a curse 
It was not railroad land 
It was not Government land. 
It was no man’s land; for none could give and none could aoquire title to it, 
Forfeiture bills were the playthings of Congressional politicians. 
Buncombe forfeiture speeches were made to fool the settlers and catch suckers, 
Monster petitions from settlers accomplished nothing. 
Delay. 
Promises. 
De'ay 
At last the Fifty-first Congress took hold of the matter with an air of business, 
Forfeiture seemed probable, but settlers refused to expect it. 
They had been disappointed too often, 
But it is done 
THE 
GRANT 
1s 
FORFEITED! 
It is an actual fact. 
It seems too good to be truc. 
The conference report passed the Senate last Tuesday, 


able at this moment, but there can be no donbt that it is all solid. 
Tiat seities it. 
No more “railroad land.” 
No more prohibited odd sections. 
No more uncertainty about ownership. 
Unele Sam can now give every man a title to his home. 


The country can now, let us hope, be congratalated that at last the 
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Mr. PAYSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the previous question on the 

| adoption of the report. ; ; 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

| ‘The SPEAKER. Has it relation to the previous question? 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. No; it is simply this: Whether if 
this report be not adopted it would then be in order to move to in- 
struct the conferees to have inserted section 7 of this bill? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it would. ; , 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. I rise toa parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. : 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. At what period would a motion be 
in order to recommit? ~ 

The SPEAKER. At no period. , 

The question was taken on ordering the previous question; and the 

| Speaker announced that the ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. Division. 

The House divided; and there were —ayes 93, noes 10. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. No quorum. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks there is a quorum present. 
[After counting.] One hundred and sixty-eight members are pres- 
ent—a quorum. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. Tellers. 

| The SPEAKER. The ayes have it, and the previous question is 

ordered. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. Can I have tellers on that vote? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman can not. The question is on the 

| adoption of the report. 

| The question was put; and the Speaker announced that the ayes 
seemed to have it, 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. Division. 

| The House divided; and there were—ayes 107, noes 21, 

| Mr. LACEY. Yeas and nays. 

The question was taken on ordering the yeas and nar 3, 
| TheSPEAKER. Eight gentlemen have arisen in support of the de- 
mand for the yeas and nays—not a sufficient number. 
| Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. The other side, Mr. Speaker. 
| The other side was counted. 

The SPEAKER, Fiftyand more; notasufficientnumber. The ayes 
have it, and the conference report is adopted. 

Mr. PAYSON. I move to reconsider the vote by which the report 
| of the committee of conterence was adopted; and also move that the 

motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 
| TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois moves to reconsider 
| the vote by which the conference report was adopted, and also moves 
| that the motion to reconsider be laidon thetable. Without objection, 

the latter motion will be agreed to. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. I object. 

The question was taken on the motion to lay the motion to recon- 
sider on the table; and the Speaker announced that the ayes seemed to 
have it. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. Division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 112, noes 17. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. Tellers. 

The question was taken on ordering tellers, 

The SPEAKER. Eleven gentlemen have arisen in support of the 
demand for tellers—not a sufficient number; tellers are refused, and 
the ayes have it. 

| Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. Noquorum. [Cries of ‘‘Too late!’’} 


i 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman should have made that point at 
the time the vote was taken. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. I made the point at the time the 
Speaker announced the vote. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman did not make it at the time the 
vote was taken, and it is now too late. The ayes have it, and the 
motion to lay the motion to reconsider on the table is agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. DICKERSON. I ask unanimous consent to take from th: 


Speaker’s table the bill (S. 4322) to authorize the corstruction of « 
bridge across the Kentucky River and its tributaries by the Louisville 
Covington and Cincinnati Railway Company, the Carrollton and Louis 
ville Railroad Company, and the Westport, Carrollton and Covington 
Railway Company and their assigns. A bill identical with the Senate 
News of the bare fact was received here last evening. No details are avail- | bi}] has been reported to the House. 


Mr, HEMPHILL rose. 

Mr. ENLOF. Mr. Speaker, I rise to present a privileged matter. 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair will recognize the gentleman from Sout!) 
Carolina f Mr. HEMPHILL). 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I desire to present a conference report. 

Mr. GROUT.  Lhope the gentleman will yield to me that I may mak 


time has arrived when what little there is left of the immense grants | a request. 


from the public domain will be restored to the people. This Con- 


Mr. HEMPHILL. 1! yield in order that the gentleman may make 1 


gress can adjourn, feeling that of all its legislation none will be hailed | request. 


with a more heartfelt and grateful response trom thousands and thou- 


Mr. GROUT. On behalf of the Committee on the District of Colun- 


sands of poor home-seekers than this important act in the interest of | bia, I wish to renew the request that time may be given for the pre: 


the people of the nation. 


entation of certain District matters. As stated on yesterday, there are 
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certain bills which ought by all means to be passed this session, and if 
we can have, say, three hours’ time, or perhaps two hours and a half, 
we can dispose of a large number of them I am sure. 





Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. Can we dispose of the bill relative | 


to the Baltimore and Potomac Railroad ? 

Mr. GROUT. Iexpect we could not. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. Then there had bette: 
tension of the time. 

Mr. GROUT. Well, it seems to me a great deal better to ask 

rmission to do what we should be able to do. 

The SPEAKER. Thegentleman asks unanimous consent for what? 

Mr. GROUT. I was about to state that the gentleman who objected 
on yesterday told me that he did so because he wanted that the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia should have a day and wished to 
compel the Committee on Rules to give usa day. The committee, of 
course, would be very glad to have a day, but I had not supposed that 
we could get one. Conforming now to the gentleman’s wishes, and 
also to the wishes of other gentlemen on the floor, one of whom just 
now prompts me, I ask unanimous consent that to-morrow, after the 
approval of the Journal, three hours be given to the consideration of 
such matters as the District Committee may present. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. You do not propose to except any bill, 
I understand, 

Mr. GROUT. I do not expect that we shall call up any bills that 
will be objected to, unless the House should so order. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Well, unless the Pennsylvania Rail- 
road bill is excepted from the order, I object. 

Mr. BREWER. Mr. Speaker, whatever arrangement is made must 
not interfere with conference reports. I should object to any arranye- 
ment that would do that. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. I shall object unless I know that 
this committee will first call up the unfinished business which was re- 
ported from the Committee on the District of Columbia and is now 
pending; I mean the bill relative to the Baltimore and Potomac Rail- 
road 

Mr. GROUT. Mr. Speaker, for the last four months not a bill re- 
lating to District affairs has passed this House. Everything has 
been blocked by one single measure, a measure which every member 
of the House knows can not be disposed of in a single day. Now, I 
want the House to understand the facts, and then the responsibility 
will rest upon them. There are nearly forty bills reported from the 
Committee on the District of Columbia upon the Calendarand unacted 
upon, some of which are of a very urgent character. 

The SPEAKER. And the gentleman, the Chair understands, asks 
consent only for those bills that are not objected to. 

Mr. GROUT. That is all. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Penngylvania. 


be an ex- 


lor 


















I shall object, Mr. Speaker, unless 

































nding, shall be first taken up and passed. That bill has been kept 
k by the gentleman [Mr. Grout] and his friends on the District ot 
Columbia Committee for weeks and months. 


was under consideration I called it up myself, and for the last two 
months J have been away. 
of the action of the District Committee on that matter, since all other 
District business has been made to stand aside for it and four months 
have been given to the consideration of that one measure. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. That was through the fault of the 
gentleman and his friends on ths committee, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Well, the Penzsylvania Railroad ought 
not to occupy all the time of the House. 

Mr. GROUT. Then I will ask for an evening session from 8 to half 
past 11 to-morrow evening. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. 
object. 

r. GROUT. Well, this evening, then. 

Mr. O'NEILL, ot Pennsylvania. I object. 

Several MempBers. Regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is called for. 


That is pension night, and I shal 


The Clerk will 


lina (Mr. Hempui.y). 


ROCK CREEK PARK, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 
The conference report was read, as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing vu.es of the two Houses on 
the amendment of th» House of Representatives to the bill (S.4) authorizing 
the establishing of a public park in the District of Columbia, having met, after 
full and free conference have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their 
Houses as tollows: 







t 
of Representatives, and agree to the same swith anamendment in the nature of 
a substitute, as follows: 

* That a tract of land lying on both sides of Rock Creek, beginning at Klin- 
and running northwardly, following the course of said creek, 
any point than 600 feet nor more than 1,200 feet, including 
k, of which not leas than 209 feet ahail be on either side of said 
Branch road and Biagden Mili road, and of such greater 
roads as the commissioners designated in this act may 
secured, as hereinafter set out, and be perpetual ly dedicated and 
park or pleasure ground for the benefit and enjoyment of 
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the bill to which I have referred, upon which the previous question is | 


Mr. GROUT. Mr. Speaker, on the first two occasions when that bill | 


Gentlemen certainly ought not tocomp!ain | 


read the conference report presented by the gentleman from South Caro- | 


he Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the House | 
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1 
Kn 


the people of the United St by the name of Rock C 
| Provided, however, Thatthe whole tract ao to be se ected and condemned under 

the provisions of this act shall not exceed 2,000 acres, nor the total cost thereof 
exceed the amount of morey rein appropriated. 

“Sec. 2. That the Chiefof Engincersof the United States Army, the engineer 
| commissioner of the District of Columbia, and three citizens to be appointed by 
the President, by and with theadvice and consent of the Senate, be, and they are 
hereby, created a « t ect. th ind for said park, of the quantity 
} and within the li t surveyed by the assistant 


ates, to b owl ree ‘ark 


rie 


mimissi to se 





nits aforesaid, and to ha é sam 









| to the said engineer commissioner of the District of Columbiain charge of pub- 
lic highways, which said assistant shall also is executive officer to the said 
commission. 

“Sec. 3. That the said commission shall cause to be made an aceurate map of 
said Rock Creek Park, showing the location, quantity, and character of each 
parcel of private property to be taken for such purpose, with the names of the 
respective owners inscribed thereon ich map shall be filed and recorded in 


sn, 
| the public records of the District of Columbia, and from and after the date of 

| filing said map the several tracts and parcels of land embraced in aaid Rock 

| Creek Park shall be held as condemned for public uses, and the title thereof 

| vested in the United States, subject to the payment of just compensation, to be 

| determined by said commission and approved by the President of the United 

| States: Provided, That such compensation be accepted by the owner or owners 

| of theseveral parcels of land, 

‘*Thatifthe said commission shall be unable by agreement with the respective 
owners to purchase all of the land so selected and condemned within thirty 
days after such condemnation at the price approved by the President of the 
United States, it shall, at the expiration ofeuch period of thirty days, make ap- 
plication to the supreme court of the District of Columbia, by petition, at a 
general or special term, for an assessment of the value of such land as it has 
been unable to purchase. 

| “Said petition shall contain a particular description of the property selected 
and condemned, with the name o the owner or owners thereof, if known, and 
their residences, as far as the same may b> ascertained, together with a copy of 
| the recorded map ofthe park; and the said court is hereby authorized and re- 
quired, upon such application, without delay, to notify the owners and oceu- 
pants of the land, if known, by personal service, and if unknown by service by 
publication, and to ascertain and assess the value of the lan: ao selected and 
| condemned by appointing three competent and disinterested commissioners to 
appraise the value or values thereof, and to return the appraisement to the 
court; and when the value or values of such land are thus ascertained, and the 

Presidentof the United States shall decide the same to be reasonable, said valae 

or values shall be paid to the owner or owners, and the United States shall be 
deemed to have a valid title to said land; and if in any case the owner or own- 
ers of any portion of said land shall refuse or neglect, after the appraisement of 
the cash value of said lands and improvements, to demand or receive the same 
from said court, upon depositing the appraised value in said court to the credit 
of such owner or owners, respectively, the fee-simple shall in like manner be 
veated in the United States, 

4. That said court may direct the time and manner in which possession 

of the property condemned shall be taken or delivered, and may, if necessary, 

enforce any order or issue any process for giving possession 

* Sec. 5. That no delay in making an assessment of compensation, orin taking 
possession, shall be occasioned by any doubt which may arise as to the owner- 
ship of the property, or any part thereof, or as to the interests of the respective 
«wners. In such cases the court shall require a deposit of the money allowed 
as compensation for the whole property or the part in dispute. In all cases as 
soon as the said commission shall have paid the compensation assessed or se- 
cured its payment by a deposit of money under the order of the cuurt, posses- 
sion of the property may be taken, All proceedings hereunder shall be in the 
name of the United States of America and managed by the commission, 

“Serco. 6, That the commission having ascertained the cost of the land, includ- 
ing expenses, shall assess such proportion of such cost and expenses upon the 
lands, lots, and blocks situated in the District of Columbia, specially benefited 
by reason of the location and itnaprovement of said park,as nearly as may be, 
in proportion to the benefits resulting to such real estate 

“If said commission shal! find that the real estate in said District directly bene- 
fited by reason of the location of the park is not benefited to the full extent of 
the estimated cost and expenses, then they shall assess each tract or parcel of 
lanl specially benefited to the extent of such benefits as they shall deem the 
| said real estate specially benefited. The commission shall give at least ten 
days’ notice,in one daily newspaper published in the city of Washington, of 
| the time and place of their meeting for the purpose of making such assess- 
|} ment and may adjourn from time to time till the sime be mpl. ted. In 
making the assessinent the real estate benefited shall be assessed by the de 
scription as appears of record in the District on the day of the first meeting ; 
but no error in description shall vitiate the assessment: Provided, That the 
| premises are described with substantial accuracy, The commission shall esti- 
mate the valuc of the different parcels of real estate benefited as aforesaid and 
the amount assessed against each tract or parcel, and enter all in an assesement 
book. All persons interested may appearandbe heard. When the assessment 
shall be completed it shall be signed by the commission or a majority (which 
majority shall have power always to act), and be filed in the office of the clerk 
of the supreme court of the District of Columbia. The commission shall apply 
| to the court for @ confirmation of said assessinent, giving at least ten days’ no- 
| tice of the time thereof by publication in one daily newspaper published in the 

city of Washington, which notice shall state in general terms the subject and 
| the object of the application. 

‘The said court shal! have power, after said notice shall have been duly given, 
| tu hear and determine all matters connected with said assessment; and may 
revise, correct, amend, and confirm said assessment, in whole or in part, or or- 
der a new assessment, in whole or in part, with or without iurther notice or on 
| such notice as it shall prescribe; but no order for a new assessment in part, or 


SEC, 


| any partial adverse action, shall hinder or delay confirmation of the residue or 
collection of the assessment thereon. Confirmatiou of any part.of the assess- 
ment shall make the same a lien on the real estate assessed. 

|} *Theassessment,when confirmed shall be divided into four equal installments 
| and may be paid by any party interested in full or in one, two, three, and four 
| years,on or before which times ail shal! be payable, with 6 per cent. annual in- 
' 

| 

! 

j 


terest on all deferred payments. All payments shall be made to the Treasurer 
of the United States, who shall keep the accountasaseparate fund. Theorders 
of the court shall be conclusive evidence of the regu arity of all previous pro- 
ceedings necessary to the validity thereof, and of all matters recited in said or- 
ders. ‘The clerk of said court shall keep a record of all proceedings in regard to 
said assessment and confirmation. The commission shall furnish the said clerk 
with a duplicate of its assessment book, and in both shall be entered any change 
made or ordered by the court as \ any real estate. Such book filed with the 
clerk, when completed and certified, shall be prima facie evidence of all facts re- 
cited therein. In case assessmnents are not paid as aforesaid the book of assess- 
ments, certified by the clerk of the court, shall be delivered to the officer charged 
by law with the duty of collecting delinquent taxes in the District of Columbia, 
who shall proceed to collect the same as delinquent real-estate taxes ure col- 
lected. No sale for any installment of assessment shall discharge the real estate 
from any subsequent installment; and proceedings for subsequent installments 
shall be as if no default had been made in prior ones. 
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“All money so collected may be paid by the Treasurer,on the order of the 
commission, to any persons entitled thereto as compensation for land or serv- 
ices. Such order on the Treasury shal! be signed by a majority of the commission 
and shall specify fully the purpose for which it is drawn. If the proceeds of 
assessment exceed the cost of the park the excess shal! be used in its improve- 
ment, under the direction of the officers named in section 8, if such excess 
shall not exceed the amount of $10,000, If itshall exceed that amount that part 
above $10,000 shall be refunded ratably. Public officers performing any duty 
hereunder shall be allowed such fees and compensation as they would be en- 
titled to in like cases of collecting taxes, The civilian members of the com- 
mission shall be allowed $10 per day each for each day of actual service. Deeds 
made to purchasers at sales for delinquent assessments hereunder shall be 
hang t facie evidence of the right of the purchaser, and any one claiming undet 

1im, that the real estate was subject to assesement and directly benefited, and 
that the assessment was regularly made, that the assessmment was not paid, 
that due advertisement had been made, that the grantee in the deed was the 
purchaser or assignee of (he purchaser, and that the sale was conducted legally. 

“Any judgment for thesale of any real estate for unpaid assessments shal! be 
conclusive evidence of its regularity and validity in all collateral proceedings 
except when the assessment was actually paid, and the judgment shall estop 
all persons from raising any objection thereto, or to any sale or deed based 
thereon which existed at the date of its rendition and could have been pre- 
sented as a defense to the application for such judgment. 

“*To pay the expenses of inquiry, survey, assessment, cost of lands taken, and 
all other necessary expenses incidental thereto, the sum of $1,200,000, or so much 
thereof as may be necessary, is hereby appropriated out of any money in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated: Provided, That one-half of pail ona of 
$1,200,000, or so much thereof as may be expended, shall be reimbursed to the 
Treasury of the United States out of the revenues of the District of Columbia, 
in four equal annual installments, with interest atthe rate of 3 per cent, per an- 
num upon the deferred payments: And provided further, That one-half of the 
sum which shall be annually appropriated and expended for the maintenance 
and improvement of said lands asa public park shall be charged against and 

id out of the revenues of the District of Columbia, in the manner now provided 

vy law in respect to other appropriations for the District of Columbia, and the 
other half shall be appropriated out of the Treasury of the United States. 

“Sao. 7. That the public park authorized and established by this act shall be 
under the joint control of the commissioners of the District of Columbia and 
the Chief of Engineers of the United States Army, whose duty it shall be, as 
soon as practicable, to lay out and prepare roadways and bridle paths, to be 
used for driving and for horseback riding, respectively,and footways for pedes- 
trians; and whose duty it shall also be to make and publish such regulations 
as they deem necessary or pr »per for the care and management of the same. 
Such regulations shall provide for the preservation from injury or spoliation of 
all timber, animals, or cariosities within said park, and their retention in their 
natural condition, as nearly at possible.’ 





LOUIS E. ATKINSON, 
JNO. J, HEMPHILL, 


Managers on the part of the House. 


JNO. J. INGALLS, 

ANTHONY HIGGINS, 

ISHAM G. HARRIS, 
Managers on the part of the Senale. 


The statement of the House conferees was read, as follows: 


The managers on the part of the House submit the following explanation of 
the report of the committee of conference on Senate bill No. 4, authorizing the 
establishing of a public park in the District of Columbia: 

The Senate conferees agreed to recede from the disagreement of the Senate 
to the amendments of the House and to report a substitute containing practi- 
cally all the provisions of the bill as it passed the House. 

It became necessary to prepare a substitute because of the many verbal and 
other amendments that had to be adopted to make the bill as amended by the 
House complete and congruous. 

The first amendment adopted by the House provided that the park south of 
Broad Branch road and Blagden Mill road should be not less than 1,200 feet in 
width, including the bed of the creek, “of which not less than 300 feet should 
be on either side of said creek, nor less than 600feet on either side of said creek."’ 

This was manifestly a mistake, and the committee of conference adopted as 
a substitute for this a provision that the width of that portion of the park should 
not be more than 1,200 feet nor less than 600 feet, of which not less than 200 feet 
should be on either side of said creek. 

That makes the provision clear and carries out the intention of the House as 
the committee understood it, 

The second amendment relates to the commission. 

As the bill passed the House two commissions were provided for, one by 
section 2 of the original bill and one by the amendment offered by the gentle- 
man from [linois, Mr. Payson; and the duties imposed upon these two com- 
missions were conflicting. The committee has peoeee for a commission of 
five persons and placed upon it all the duties laid upon the two commissions 
by the House bill as amended. 

The amendment offered by the gentleman from Illinois, Mr. Paysox, and 
adopted by the House made necessary a change in the plan of condemning and 
paying for the property selected by the commissioa. 

Sections 3 and 4 of the House bill, which set out the mode of condemnaticn, 
were stricken out by the committee of conference, and section 3 of the substitute 
bill was inserted in their stead, 

In making these changes we have adopted the plan followed by the House 
for the condemnation of the zoological park as near as practicable. 

Section 6 of the substitute provides for the assessment of the valuc of the land 
taken upon the property directly benefited. 

It is the same provision as was contained in section 7 of the bill as it passed 
the House except as to some verbal amendments and one relating to the pay- 
ment of persons whose lands may be taken. 

The committee were satisfied that the Government could not take the private 
property of the citizen without paying him for it, and as the House had pro- 
vided that the benefits assessed upon the property directly benefited should 
be paid in one, two, three, and four years, and as the District appropriation 
bill, as agreed on in conference, exceeds the revenues of the District for this 
fiscal year, there seemed to be no alternative but toallow the District to borrow 
from the General Government temporarily that portion of expense required of 
the District, and that the same be paid in equal annual installments with interest 
at 3 per cent 
— a has been agreed on by the committee and made a part of the sub- 

tute bill. 

The numerous verbal amendments need not be specified in detail, as they do 
not alter the bill in any material way. 

LOUIS E. ATKINSON, 


JOHN J. HEMPHILL, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
The SPEAKER. The question is on the adoption ot the report. 
Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Mr. Speaker, I would like to 


get some information from the gentleman [Mr. HzmPxiL.] who has 
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presented this report before the vote is taken. I gather from the 
statement attached to this conference report that it will be necessary, 
in case this project goes through, for the District of Columbia to bor- 
| row temporarily from the General Government a certain amount of 
money to pay for the property to be condemned for the purposes of 
| this park. Am I correct in that? 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I will state to the gentleman that at the time 
| this report was prepared we were in the last fiscal year, and we put 
that provision in it because the appropriation seemed to carry all the 
money that was then in the District treasury. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Then am I correct in under- 
standing the gentleman to say that it will not be necessary for the 
District to borrow money for this purpose ? 

Mr. HEMPHILL, No, I can not say that it will not be necessary 
during this fiscal year. We have provided in the bill that the District 
may borrow the money at 3 per cent. 

Mr, BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. That is what I am trying to get 
at, whether if this park is established it necessitates the District mak- 
ing a loan and paying for the land. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. It does. 

| Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. To what extent? 

Mr. HEMPHILL. To the extent of one-half the amount. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. What is the amount? 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Twelve hundred thousand dollars. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Then if this bill becomes a law 
it will be necessary for the District of Columbia to borrow $600,000 to 
pay for this land. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Yessir. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Does the gentleman think the 
District onght to do that? 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I do; and the House has practically agreed to 
that already by a large vote. I will say to the gentleman that the 
value of the improvement to adjacent property is to be assessed upon 
| that property, which assessment the bill passed by the House allows 
the owners of the property to pay in four annualinstallments. Until 
the revenue comes in from the assessments upon the benefited property 
there must be a borrowing by the District. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. And the General Government, 
| which forces this park upon people of the District, generously compels 
them to pay interest meanwhile. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. It may be generous or not, as the gentleman may 

look at it. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. I do not think it is. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Well, that has already been agreed upon. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. I opposed the proposition when 
it was up before. 

Mr. CANNON. I wish to inquire of the gentleman from South Car- 
olina [Mr. HEMPHILL] whether the conference committee took into 
consideration the necessity or propriety of increasing the rate of taxa- 
tion in this District, so that this park may be established and the legiti- 
mate expenses of the District in other directions may be borne. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. That matter wasin a general way discussed, 
but the conference committee, I would suppose, had no authority to 
provide for levying any additiona! tax; such levy must be made by sep- 
arate action. 

Mr. CANNON. It seems to me that when a conference committee 
submits a report which necessitates an expenditure of $1,200,000 and 
a large expenditure in perpetuity, the committee could at least have 
submitted a proposition to raise the nesessary funds: first, by borrow- 
ing (which has been provided for) and, secondly, by levying a tax to 
pay for this property which you think it wise to buy. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Well, Mr. Speaker, the increase that has taken 

place in the value of property in this District on account of the street 





railroads and various other improvements will certainly bring about 
the collection of a very large additional revenue, though the rate of as- 
sessment may remain thesame. But, of course, Ican not figure on that 
until the returns come in. 

Mr. CANNON. I have been hearing statements of that kind for a 
great many years; but somehow the expenditures for one thing and 
another seem to increase a little faster than the revenues, notwithstand- 
ine the growth and improvement of the city. 

Mr. HEMPHILL, Well, I will join the gentleman in trying to regu- 
late that matter by any bill which may come up here. 

Mr. CANNON. I would be very glad if this report could be sent 
back to the conference committee, so that between now and next De- 
cember they may ascertain, first {and they can tell by that time), what 
the revenues ought to be for this fiscal year; secondly, if those revenues 
should not be sufficient to purchase this park or the District’s share of 
it, then to ascertain to what extent taxation should be increased for 
the purpose of meeting this expenditure. It seems to me that in the 
closing days of this session of Congress, with the revenues of the Dis- 
trict for the fiscal year unascertained, it would be wise either to let this 
conterence report go over without final action or to vote the report down 
and send the matter back to the conference committee, that fuller in- 
quiry may be made and the result embodied in a report at the begin- 
hing of the next session. 
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Mr. HEMPHILL. Well, Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. STONE, ot Kentucky. In addition to what has been said by 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON], I would like to suggest 
that this conference committee be directed to report some plan by | 
which the Government of the United States can be assured of the re- 
payment of this money. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Why, under this bill there is no doubt in the 
world in regard to that; it is just as clear as the nose on a man’s face. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. What sort of security has the Govern- 
ment in that respect? 

Mr. HEMPHILL. It has the right to levy special assessments upon | 
the adjoining property in proportion to the benefit of this improve- 
ment, and not only adjoining property, but all property directly bene- 
fited. 

Mr. HOPKINS. 
on the property ? 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Oh, yes; and it bears interest. Under this bill 
we simply provide for a temporary loan as to a large part of the ex- 
pense for the purpose of getting contro! of this property at once, instead 
of waiting until it shall be more valuable. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. Do you regard it as a wise thing for the 
Government to enter into the business of lending money to cities, cor- 
porations, or anybody else? 

Mr. HEMPHILL. No, I do not say it is wise for the Government 
to enter into any such business; but I do say that when the Govern- | 
ment undertakes to govern the Capital of the nation and to legislate 
for it through Congress and undertakes to bear half the expenses of 
the government of the city, it is wise and proper to make such finan- | 
cial arrangements as will save the people expense. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. If the assessments on the adjacent property | 
do not cover this expense, then there is no other provision at all for | 
meeting it. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. No, sir; the Government stands whatever part } 
of the expense may not be recovered from the property-owners; but | 
from the best information I can gather (of course I can not tell what is 
going to be ascertained as the value of the property) the amount of 
actual expense to the Government under this bill will be comparatively | 
small, Andsomegentiemensay it willbe nothing. Of course Isimply | 
give my opinion, founded upon the best information I can gather. 

Mr. HOPKINS. It must be something. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. There have been instances in this country where | 
every cent of the expense of a park of this kind has been assessed on | 
the adjoining property and it was thought a wise thing. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Has that ever happened except ima single i- 
stance in Chicago ? 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I can cite that one case of my own knowledge. 

Mr. ADAMS. There were three instances in Chicago. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey.‘ This bill as now reported pro- 
vides, I understand, for a loan by the Government to the District; and 
as security for that loan there is the contingency that money may be 








And does not the expense so levied become a lien 
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Mr. HILL. 


You do not understand, then, that it passes title before 


the compensation is made? 


Mr. HEMPHILL. Notatall, On th 
dn 


contrary, we considered that 
»%t appropriate any man’s prop- 


Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Let me as] 
people who are to pay the assessmeni 
the supposed increase of value which will 
in favor of the passage of the bill and are consenting to the proposition 
to lay out a park to take possession of a portion of their property. 

Mr. HEMPHILL, Well, I do not know exactly who the owners of 
the property will be. Some are in of the park provided it is lo- 
cated in one place and some are in tavor of it at another place; but 
the majority have expressed no decided conviction, I think. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR, They have not been here protesting 
against it? 

Mr. HEMPHILL. 

Mr. JOSEPH D 
for some time ? 

Mr. HEMPHILL. 
for a long time. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the adoption of the report. 

The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the report 
was adopted. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I demand a division. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Let me state this, Mr. Speaker: The Senate has 
practically agreed to the House bill except that the form of the bill 
has been necessarily changed to meet the action of the House itself. 
Gentlemen will remember the amendment of the gentleman from Illi 
nois which was inserted in the bill and we were obliged to shape the 
bill so as to make it symmetrical in order to conform to that action. 
Now, I think the best thing to do is to adopt this provision as we have 
gotit. Itis about the first time that the Senate has agreed to any- 
thing we have done here, and we had better take advantage of it and 
make the most of it. 

The SPEAKER. 
House is dividing. 

Mr. McADOO. 


the gentleman whether the 
ed upon their property, by 
rue from this park, 


are 


favor 


No, sir; not at al 
TAYLOR. And the plan 


has been made public 


Oh, yes; it has been a matter of consideration 


The Chair will remind the gentleman that the 


Let me ask the gentleman from South Carolina this 


| question: Whether the Senate have changed the boundaries provided 


in the House bill? 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Practically not at all 

The SPEAKER, The Chair will again remind gentlemen that the 
House is dividing,-and the question is on the adoption of the report, 


on which the gentleman from Indiana demands a division. 
The question was taken; and upon a division, there were—ayes 90, 


noes 41, 


Mr. HOLMAN, 


No quorum. 


Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, and Mr. KERR, of Iowa, demanded 
the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 


obtained by assessments levied upon the property which may be bene- | The question was taken; and there were—yeas 123, nays 65, not vot- 
fited, property adjoining or elsewhere. I understand the gentleman | ing 137: as follows: 
from South Carolina to say that there is no other contingency under YEAS—123, 
which repayment of this loan may be assured; and he calls thisaslight | 4 44... Dolliver. Miles. were 
expense. Now I want to ask the gentleman this question: Does he Arnold, Dorsey, Miller, Scranton, 
not know that every Democratic newspaper will charge this amount — Ls Beane, Milliken, Seull, 
of $1,200,000 to the sum total of appropriations made by Congress this | ji;°" ‘Ys Y* Peraybar Moore’ N.H Simi W.Va 
year? Does he not know that the orators of his party will flaunt this | Banks, Gear,’ Morey, Smyser, 
from every stump as a partof the ‘‘ wasteful extravagance of a Repub- | Bartine, Gifford, Morrill Spooner, 
licas 9” — with, Greenhalge, Morse, Stephenson, 
. ‘ 4s b elknap, Grosvenor, Mudd, Mtivers, 
Mr. HEMPHILL. Well, if any Democratic orator or Democratic | Bingham, Groat, Mutehler Stockbridge, 
newspaper chooses to make capital out of this, that is something they | Hoothman, Hall, Niedringhaus, Stump, 
have a right todo, as a matter of course. But I will state here, and | meee soem. rte Mase Tee te » 
will state anywhere, that I think it a wise and judicious expendi- | Browne, Va. Hatch, ' O'Neill, Pa. Taylor, J.D. 
ture, and in so faras my knowledge goes of the business of the District seee. Hayes, | Osborne, Thomas, " 
of Columbia I have never known money spent which, in my judg- aoe — —. ee ae Zownesad, Colo, 
. 4 < ° enderson,lowa Payne, Townsend, Pa. 
ment, will be of more benefit to the people of the country and of the | Candler, Mass. Hermann, Perkins, Tracey, 
District than this. I believe it will save hundreds of thousands of eee Lee — Vandever, 

. ey . aswell, itt, ost, ; Schaick, 
dollars and give many benefits in addition. That is my honest con- | ¢ity. Wis. in Paentey, Waddill. 
viction. : Cogswell, Kennedy, Quackenbush, Walker, 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Then I am authorized to quote ee, Retcham, Raines Walla e, Mase. 
. Jomstock , nsey, tay, jallace, N.Y 
that in opposition to such statements of Democratic orators or news- Canger, eave, Reilly Wheeler, Mich. 
papers? Crain, Langston, Reyburn Wike, 
Mr. HEMPHILL. You are, so far as I am concerned. Cutcheon, Lehlbach, Rife, Wilkinson, 
Mr. HILL, Let me ask the gentleman a question. If I remember | 2®'7¢!!. Lodge, Rock weil, Wilson, Wash, 
= De Lano, Mason, Rowell Wright, 
the reading of the report, the bill provides in substance, that upon | Dibble, McComas Rusk Yode: 
making a map or plat of the proposed park and filing it of record the | Dickerson, McKenne, Russel 
= shall oS United States. NAYS—65, 
r. Provided the money is paid. Abbott, Cannon, Culberson, Tex. Haynes 
Mr. BILL. Well, it says ‘*subject tothe payment of compensation | Anderson, Kans. Caruth, Cummings, Heard, 
as hereinafter led.”? eee, Miss, Chaney, Dena Henderson, [1 
y " . rwig, Marke, Al: Junphy, Herbert, 

. Mr. HEMP ILL. Yes, sir; buat the money must be paid before the | Bergen, Clements Featherston, Sedeeam, 
title Provision is made that when the hands of the Govern- oe eee —s peptone, 
ment : .* : : “i rookshire, overt, flick,» felley, 

. = laid on the property it shall remain in statu quo until the money | Brower, Genian. Daca. a 
paid, Buchanan, N. J. Craig, Haugen, Kilgore, 
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Lacey ; Moore, Tex Richardson Thompson, 
Lanhar 0’ Donnell Sayers, Turner, Ga. 
Lows O' Ferrall, Seney, Wheeler, Ala. 
Lind Payson, Sherman Whitthorne, 
MecClella: Penington Shively, Williams, Ohio. 
MeCormich Pierce Stewart, Tex 

MecDuflie Quinn, Stockdale, 

McMillin Reed, lowa raylor, I) 


NOT VOTING--1397 


Alderson Cooper, Ind Lawler, Rogers, 
Allen, Mich. Cooper, Ohio Lee Rowland, 
Allen, Mise Cothran Lester, Ga. Sanford, 
Andrew, Crisp lester, Va. Skinner, 
Bankhead, Culbertson, Pa. Lewis Smith, Dl. 
Barnes -Dargan Magner, Snider, 
Bayne, Darlington, Maish, Spinola, 
Belden Davidson, Mansur Springer, 
Bigys, De Haven Martin, Ind. Stahlnecker, 
Blanchard, Dingley Martin, Tex. Stewart, Ga. 
Bland, Dockery McAdoo, Stewart, Vt. 
Bliss, Edmunds MeCarthy, Stone, Ky. 
Boatner, Ellis MeClammy, Stone, Mo. 
Houtelle, Enloe McCord, Struble, 
Bowden, Ewart, McCreary, Tarsney, 
Breckinridg« Finley McKinley, faytor, Tenn. 
Brickner, Fithian McRae, Tillman, 
Brown, J.B Flower Mills, Cucker, 
Browne, Tl, M, ° Forman Montgowery, Turner, Kans, 
Brunner, Fowler Morgan, Turner, N. Y. 
Buchanan, Va. Frank, Morrow Vaux, 
Bullock, Funston, Norton Wade, 
Bunn, Geissenhaine: Oates, Washington, 
Burrows, Gest, O’ Neall, Ind Whiting, 
Butterworth Gibson Outh waite, Wickham, 
Bynum, Goodnight, Owen, Ind Wiley, 
Campbell, Grimes, Parrett, Willeox, 
Candler, Ga, Hare, Paynter, Williams, Ill. 
Carlton Henderson, N.C Peel, Wilson, Ky. 
Catchings, Houk. Perry, Wilson, Mo. 
Cheadle, Kerr, Pa. Peters, Wilson, W. Va. 
Cheathan, La Folletie, Phelan Yardley. 
Chipman Laidlaw, Price 

Clunie, Lane, Randall 

Connell, Lansing Robertson 


So the report was adopted. 

The foliowing pairs were announced until farther notice: 

Mr. DABLINGTON with Mr. Prev. 

Mr. WADE with Mr. Dockery. 

Mr. FRANK with Mr. BLAND. 

Mr. MCKENNA with Mr, CLUNIE. 

Mr. Cooper, of Ohio, with Mr. Wiison, of Missouri. 

Mr. McCorp with Mr. FIiraran 

Mr. Buss with Mr, CHIPMAN. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH with Mr, OUTHWAITE. 

Mr. Bowpen with Mr. McRAkE, 

Mr. FINLEY with Mr. CANDLER, of Georgia. 

Mr. Ewart with Mr. Henperson, of North Carolina. 

Mr. WILSON, of Kentucky, with Mr. PAYNTER. 

Mr. THOMAS M. BrRrowNeE with Mr, RoGERs. 

Mr. WRIGHT with Mr. GEISSENHAINER. 

Mr. YARDLEY with Mr, Kerr, of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. Perers with Mr. MANSUR. 

Mr. De HAVEN with Mr. BiaGs. 

Mr. CONNELL with Mr. ALDERSON, 

Mr. BARTINE with Mr. W1L.tAms, of Illinois, 

Mr. OwEN, of Indiana, with Mr. JAsSon B, Brown, 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan, with Mr. WHITING. 

Mr. BELDEN with Mr. FLOWER. 

Mr. McKINLEY with Mr. MILLS. 

Mr. McCreary with Mr. DARGAN, on this bill. 

Mr. STRUBLE with Mr. TILLMAN, on this bill. 

Mr. CormRAN with Mr. Stone, of Kentucky, on this bill. 

Mr. Houxk witb Mr. ENLOEg, on this vote. 

Mr. BARTINE. I am announced as being paired with the gentle- 
man {rom Illinois. That pair refers only to the tariff bill. 

Mr. MCKENNA. I am announced as paired with my colleague, 
Mr. CLuNte. In accordance with an understanding between us in 
regard to such bills, I have voted. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. HEMPHILL moved to reconsider the vote by which the report 
was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, ita Secretary, announced 
that the Senate had passed without amendment a bill (H. R. 8943) to 
provice for the establishment of a port of delivery at Peoria, III. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed bills of the 
following titles; in which the concurrence of the House was requested: 

A bill (8S. 728) in recognition of the merits and services of Chiet En- 
gineer George Wallace Melville, United States Navy, and the other of- 
ficers and men of the Jeannette Arctic expedition; 

A bill (S. 1531) for the relief of the estate of John Ericsson; 

A bill (8. 3441) supplementary to an act entitled ‘An act to au- 
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thorize the constraction of the Baltimore and Potomac Railroad in the 
District of Colambia ;"’ 

A bill (S. 3482) to provide for a term of the circuit and district 
court at Littleton, N. H. ; 

A bill (S. 4354) to refer to the Court of Claims certain claims of the 
| Shawnee and Delaware Indians and the freedmen of the Cheroke 
| Nation, and for other purposes; and 

A bill (S. 4403) to provide an American register for the steame: 
Joseph Oteri, Jr., of New Orleans, La. 

The message further announced that the Senate dis>greed to the 
amendment of the House to the bill (8S. 3716) to provide for the ex- 
amination of certain officers of the Army and to regulate promo. ions 
therein, asked a conference with the House thereon, and had appointed 
Mr. HAWLEY, Mr. MANDERSON, and Mr. CocKRELt, conferees on the 

part of the Senate. 

The message further announced that the Senate requested the House 

to return to the Senate the bill (H. R. 11773) granting an increase o! 
pension to Mrs. Mary B. Cushing. 

The message further announced that the Senate insisted upon its 
amendments to the bill (H. R. 11459) making appropriations to supply 
deficiencies in the appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1890, and for prior years, and for other purposes, disagreed to by 
| the House, disagreed to the amendment of the House to the amend- 
ment of the Senate numbered 10, and agreed to the conference asked by 
the House on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had 
appointed Mr. HALE, Mr. ALLISon, and Mr. CoCKRELL conferees on 
the part of the Senate. 








PUBLIC LANDS FOR CEMETERY PURPOSES. 


Mr. PAYSON. Mr. Speaker, I rise to present a privileged report. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I rise to present a privileged report. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New York [Mr. 
PAYNE] is recognized. 

Mr. ENLOE. Mr. Speaker, I rise to present a privileged question 
of a higher order than a conference report, a question reflecting upon 
the integrity of an officer of this House. I rise to present a resolution 
directing an investigation of charges against the Postmaster of this 
House for peculation in office. I desire to have the resolution read, and 
to address myself to the Chair on the question of privilege. 

The SPEAKER, ‘The Chair understands that the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. PAYNE] has been recognized by the recent occupant 
of the chair to present a report which is also a privileged one. 

Mr. ENLOE, I understand that anything which affects the dignity 
or integrity of the House or its officers is a matter of higher privilege 
than an ordinary conference report, and I desire to present this reso- 
Jution so that it may be acted upon by the House. I shall take very 
little time in the presentation of it. 

Mr. PAYSON. I rise toa parliamentary inquiry. I premise the 
inquiry by the statement that I hold in my hand a report from a con- 
ference committee, and I desire to inquire whether under the rules of 
the House the report of a conference committee is not of a higher privi- 
lege than the question presented by the gentleman from Tennessee 
I will say to the gentleman from Tennessee that I do not make this in- 
quiry with a view to retarding any progress that he desires to make; 
but if, in a par.iamentary way, this matter which I hold in my hand 
is of a higher privilege, then I desire to present it for consideration. 

Mr. ENLOE. I want to address the Chair upon that point, Mr 
Speaker, as to whether or not this is a question of higher privilege. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair thinks thereis no question but that the 
conference report is superior. The gentleman’s matter will come in at 
the proper time. 

Mr. ENLOE. 1 understand the Chair to rule thata resolution to in- 
vestigate an officer of the House, bringing charges respecting his integ- 
rity, is not a matter of higher privilege than a conference report. 

The SPEAKER. The rule is specific upon that point. 

Mr. ENLOE. I will be very glad to have the rule read. 

Mr. PAYSON. I hold in my hand Rule XXIX, which covers the 
question. I will ask the Clerk to read it for the information of the 
gentleman from Tennessee. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The presentation of reports of committees of conference shall always be i: 


order, a when the Journal is being read, while the roll is being called, « 
the House is dividing on any proposition. 


Mr. ENLOE. Mr. Speaker, ladmit that that is a rule of the House, 
but the order of precedence in which questious of privilege shall be 
cousidered is entirely a diflorent matter; and when I rise to present « 
question of privilege and some other gentlemen rise to present ques- 
tions of privilege, it becomes the duty of the Chair to decide which 
question of privilege has precedence in the House. Now I desire to 
call the attention of the Chair to Rule IX, which says: 

i f privil hall be, first, those affecting the ts of the Hou-c 
collectively, to atetp thee diigedans and the integrity of its aon bon. . 
TheSPEAKER. There isnodifficulty aboutthismatter. After the 


conference report is disposed of anything else will be in order. 
Mr. ENLOE. I understand that, Mr. Speaker, but I prefer to have 
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this disposed of now. 
have 1t dis of now. 

The SPEAKER. Undoubtedly the theory on which the rule with 
reference to conference reports was framed is that a conference report is 
necessary in order to consummate action of the two Houses. That was 
the reason why it was given a higher preference. , 

Mr. ENLOE. DolI understand the Chair to say that a conference 
report isa question of higher privilege than any other question of 
srivilege that can be raised ? 








And I think under the rule I am entitled to 


e The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that the Speaker of the 
a last House [Mr. CARLISLE] decided that a conference report had pre- 
d cedence even over an election case. 

~ Mr. ENLOE. Then I submit to the decision of the Chair. 

; The SPEAKER. Also precedence overa motion to adjourn; and the 
= gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. ENLOE] will not undertake to say 
of that his resolution would have precedence over a motion to adjourn, 

unless the motion was made fora dilatory purpose. 
ts Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I was recognized to present a report 
ly from the Special Committee on the Accounts of the Sergeant-at-Arms, 
0) which had leave to report atany time. 
ay The SPEAKER. Yes, but the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Pay- 
d- SON ] has a conference report; and that hasprecedence over the gentle- 
by man from New York. 
ad The Clerk will read. 
on The Clerk read as follows: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 8247) to authorize entry of the 

ublic lands by incorporated cities and towns for cemetery and park purposes, 
faving met, after full and free conference have agreed to recommend and do 
recommend to ioeis vespestive Houses as follows: 

That the Senate de from its amendment to said bill and agree to the fol- 
lowing in the nature of asubstitute: Strike out ail after the enacting clause and 
insert: 

fr. “ That incorporated cities and towns shall have the right, under rules and regu- 
: lations prescribed by the Secretary of the Interior, to purchase for cemetery and 
on park purposes not exceeding one quarter-section of public lands not reserved 
on for public use, such lands to be within 3 miles of such cities or towns: Provided, 
; That when such city or town is situated within a mining district, the land pro- 
on posed to be taken under this act shall be considered a» mineral lands, and pat- 
his ent to such land shal! not authorize such city or town to extract mineral there- 
nd from, but all such mineral shall be reserved to the United States,and such 
reservation shal! be entered in sucht patent.” 
L. E, PAYSON, 

om E. J. TURNER, 
ant WM. 5S. HOLMAN, 

Managers on the part of the House. 
it P. B. PLUMB, 
ity ii. M. TELLER, 
ege EK. OC. WALTHALL, 
S0- Managers on the part of the Senate. 
ery : The statement submitted by the House conferees is as follows: 

‘The Senate amendment, which the conference report agrees to, changes the 
the House bill in this, by providing that the Sectetary of the Interior shall make 
on rules and regulations as to the acquiring of the lands for cemetery and park 

e purposes; and also adds the provision as to mineral lands, reserving such min- 
s of eral to the United States, to prevent prospecting therefor in the cemeteries or 
ivi- parks acquired, without further action by Congress. 
see. Mr. PAYSON. Mr. Speaker, the statement which the Clerk has 
sin- just read explains as well as I can do it, without more extended re- 
uke; marks, the operation of the Senate amendment. The House met this 
and exigency under existing law, and there was no method by which, in 
1. the neighborhood of public lands, any town or city could secure on 
Mr. the public lands a piece of ground for cemetery or park purposes. In 
8. order to reach that difficulty the House bill was passed, in substance 
| the giving them the right. The Senate has amended it by providing that 
nat any acquisition of land for this purpose shall be under such regula- 
tions as the Secretary of the Interior may prescribe; and further, that 
»in- if any land taken for cemetery purposes shall ultimately turn out to 
teg- be mineral in character, to prohibit prospecting for any minerals thereon, 
except on further action of Congress. Tnis is a very simple provision, 
but it meets a want of the extreme Northwest that can only be met by 
legislation of this kind, and therefore I ask the adoption of the confer- 
| the ence report. [Cries of ‘‘ Vote!’ ‘‘ Vote!’’] 
the The report of the committee of conference was agreed to. 
Mr. PAYSON moved to reconsider the vote by which the conference 
report was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
- laid on the tab 
eT on The latter motion was agreed to. 
RETURN OF HOUSE BILL TO THE SENATE. 
muse, The SPEAKER laid before the House the following request of the 
i be Senate; which was read, considered, and agreed to: 
ant a Is THE SENATE OF THE UN (TED STATES, Seplembcr 24, 1390. 
yues- Ordered, That the Secretary be directed to request the House of Representa- 
hich tives to return to the Senate House bill 11773, granting an increase of pension to 
© to Mrs. Mary B. Cushing. 
uA 
ANNOUNCEMENT OF CONFEREES. 
louse The SPEAKER announced as conferees on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses on the bill (H.R. 64) to limit the time to six years 
he within which suits may be brought against accounting officers and the 
r the sureties on their official bonds, Mr. Caswet.r, Mr. McCormick, and 
_ Mr. Homan. 
ave 


The following conferees were also annownced on the bill (H. R. 789) 
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opening to settlement a portion of the Fort Randall military reserva 
tion in South Dakota: Mr. Payson, Mr. TURNER of Kansas, and Mr. 
HOLMAN. 





SALLIE DOUGLASS HARTRANF! 


Mr. MORRILL. Mr. Speaker, I desire to present the conference re 
port which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 
The Clerk read as tollows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendment of the House to the bill (5. 1540) granting a pension to Mrs. Sal- 
lie Douglass Hartranft, having met, after full and free conterence have agreed 
to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: That 
the House recede from its amendment to the said bill, and agree to the same. 

E. N. MORRILI 
S. A. CRAIG 
Cc. LEWIS, 
gers on the part of the Ho 
©. K. DAVIS, 
P. SAWYER, 
Managers on the part of the Nev 
The statement of the House conferees is as follows: 


The Senate passed the bill (8. 1840) granting a pension to Mrs. Sallie Douglass 
Hartranft, at the rate of $100 per month. Inthe House the bill was amended 
making the rate $50 per month. The effect of the report of the conference is 
to leave the rate of pension as fixed by the Senate. 


He 


i 


tte 


E. 


x 


N. MORRILL, 
A, CRAIG 


Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, it does not seem that the House 
has gained anything. There is no concession at all on the part of the 
Senate as shown by this report; and it seems to me when a conference 
is granted by the House, that the committee on the part of the House 

-at least should require some concession on the partof the Senate. Ihope 
the report of the committee of conterence will not be adopted. [Cries 
of ‘* Vote!’’ ‘* Vote!’’] 

The report of the committee of conference was adopted. 

Mr. BINGHAM moved to reconsider the vote by which the report 
of the committee of conference was adopted; and also moved that the 
motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


SETTLERS ON NORTHERN PACIFI 


Mr. PAYSON. 
I now present. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 5939) tor the relief of settlers on 
Northern Pacific Railroad indemnity lands, having met, after full and free confer- 
ence have agreed to recommend and do recommend totheir respec:ive Houses 
as follows: 

Thatthe House recede from its disagreement tothe amen ments ofthe Scnate, 
and agree tothe same with an awendment as follows 

“ That those persons who, after the I5th day of August, in the year « 
Lord 1887, and before the Ist day of Jaauary, in the year 1459, settled upon, im 
proved, and made final proof on lands in the so-called second indemnity belt of 
the Northern Pacific Railroad Company's grant under the homestead and pi 
emption laws of the United States, or their heirs, may transfer their said entrics 
from said tracts to such other vacant surveyed Government land in compact 
form and in legal subdivisions, subject to entry under the homestead and pre 
emption laws, as they may select, and receive final certificates and receipts 
therefor, in lieu of the tracts proved upon in said belt by the respective clai: 
ants: Provided, That such transfer of entry shall be made and completed within 
twelve months from the date of the passage of this act, and be so made in per- 
son by the claimant, or in case of death, by his legal representative, and with- 
out the intervention of agent or attorney, 

*Sec.2. That all persons possessing the requisite qualifications under the pre 
emption or homestead laws, who in good faith settled upon and improved land 
in said second indemnity belt, having made filing or entry of the same, and fo 
any reason, other than voluntary abandonment, failed to make proof thereo: 
may, in lieu thereof, within one year after the passaye of this act, transfer their 
claims to any vacant surveyed Government land subject to entry ander the 
homestead or pre-emption laws, and make provuf therefor as in other cases pro 
vided ; and in making such proof credit shall be given for the period of thei: 
bona fide residence and amount of their improvements upon their respectiy 
claims in the said indemnity belt, the same as if made upon the tract to which 
the transfer is made: Provided, That no final entry shali be permitted, except 
upon proof of continuous residence upon the land, the subject of such new en 
try, for a period of not less than three months prior thereto. Payment for said 
final selection shall be made as under existing laws. The provisions of this act 
shall be carried tnto effect undersuch rules and reen!ationsas may be pres 
by the Secretary of the Interior.’ 


INDEMNITY LANDS, 
Mr. Speaker, I have another conference report which 


‘ 
' 


I 


P PAYSON 

D. HALL, 

W. S. HOLMAN 
the part of the I 

v. B. PLUMB 

J. H. BERRY 

t the part of the Ss 


E. 


S. 


0 


Manaan 


s 


Mr. PAYSON. To many members this conference report is one o 
very great importance in a general way, but it is of interest to four 
hundred settlers who went upon lands in Northern Minnesota which are 
embraced within what is commonly known as tlie second indemnity belt 
of that railroad grant. In the act of Congress giving the grant of Jand 
to the Northern Pacific Railroad Company there was a provision that 
land on either side of the granted land 5 miles in width should bo r 
served out of which any losses that the company might sustain by rea 
son of legislation might be made good. Subsequently Congress passed 
another act providing for a second indemnity belt in Wisconsin and! 
Minnesota of 5 miles in width. Some time agoa question was raised 
in the Interior Department as to whether or not in the two legislations 
in reference to this belt there was a restriction on the first indemnity 


ee LLL ttt 
eteenmmnemaeneei va 








10446 


belt that I have named, and the Secretary of the Interior decided at 
that time that under existing jaw the railroad company had no right 


to enter land in what is known as the second indemnity belt. There- 
upon the people who are the beneficiaries in this bill, settled under the 
general land law, went upon various quarter-sections in the second 


indemnity belt and made their homesteads. 

Subsequently the question was reviewed in the Interior Department, 
and the last decision, and beyond doubt the aecurate one, is that the 
railroad company are entitled to make selection of indemnity lands in 
the second as well as the first indemnity limit, and that the withdrawal 
of that indemnity land was a legal withdrawal. Thus these settlers 
were deprived, by reason of the second decision overruling the first, of 
their right under the settlement law, and this bill only allows those 
who made settlement upon the lands in good faith and were qualitied 
so to do to make settlement upon other lands within a year, the time 
fixed in the bill, and to be allowed upon those other lands the benefit of 
the length of time that they resided as settlers upon the land upon which 
it has been decided that they had no right to makeentry. That is all 
there is of the bill. The conferees are unanimous in recommending its 
passage. Nobody is benetited, nor does the Government lose anything 
by this operation. I ask that the report be adopted. 

The report of the committee of conference was adopted. 

Mr. PAYSON moved to reconsider the vote by which the conference 
report was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


CHARGES AGAINST THE POSTMASTER OF THE HOUSE, 


Mr. ENLOE. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a privileged question,and I ask 
to have read the resolution which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Whereas it is alleged that James L. Wheat, Postmaster of the House of Rep- 
reseitatives, whose duty it is under the law to let the contract for carrying the 
mail of the House, did enter into a private agreement with one Samuel Culbert- 
son, by which said Wheat did agree to let said contract to said Culbertson for 
the sum of $5,000 per annum on condition that the said Culbertson should pay 
to him, the said Wheat, the sum of $150 per month out of the money to be re- 
ceived by the said Culbertson from the Government for the said service; and 

Whereas it is alleged that the said James L. Wheat did receive the said sum 
of $150 per month for five months or more from the said Culbertson under said 
unlawful agreement: Therefore, 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads be and is 
hereby directed to investigate the said charges agaiust the said James L. Wheat, 
and such other matters as pertain to his administration of the post-office of the 
House of Representatives, and the said committee is hereby empowered to send 
for persons and papers, and toadminister oaths for the purposes of this in vesti- 
gation, The said committeeis hereby directed to report the facts to the House at 
the carliest date possible, together with such recommendations as they may 
deem advisable in the premises, 


The SPEAKER. The Chair would suggest that the committee 
named in the resolution is not the one that usually makes such investi- 
gations. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Speaker, I amof opinion that there isnothing 
in the organization of the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- Roads 
that could send a resolution of that character to that committee unless 
it were sent there by special direction of the House. 

Mr. CASWELL. But the House has a right to send the resolution 
to any committee, and I suppose there will be no objection to sending 
this to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. Speaker, if that resolution is to be adopted I 
would like to have it amended so as to let the committee inquire into 
the action of the Democratic Postmaster of the last House on the same 
subject. I move to so amend the resolution. 

Mr. ENLOE. Mr. Speaker, I believe I have the floor. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee has the floor. 

Mr. ENLOE. In reference to the suggestion of the Chair as to the 
committee which is directed by the resolution to make this investiga- 
tion, I will state that my reason for naming that committee was that I 
thought the subject to be investigated came more within the line of 
their jurisdiction than within that of any other committee ; and as the 
Chair, in the selection of the special committee to make investigation 
of the charges against the Commissioner of Pensions thought that the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions and the Committee on Pensions would 
furnish the best material, so [thought there might be matters connected 
with this investigation which the members of the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads would probably know more about than the 
members of any other committee of the House. I selected the com- 
mittee for that reason, and, as I understand, it is perfectly competent 
to the House to instruct any committee to make this investigation. 

The SPEAKER. The Chairin making its suggestion had in mind 
the fact that such investigations have usually been made by the Com- 
mittee on Accounts. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. Speaker, I move to amend the resolution—— 

Mr, ENLOE. I have not yielded the floor. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee has the floor. 

Mr. ENLOE. Mr. Speaker, I want to say a few words, in the first 
place, on the subject of the resolution before we come to the question 
of amending it, although I have no desire to prevent any amendment 
of the resolution which will give us any light upon this subject. My 
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information is that this Postmaster when he went into office awarded 
the contract for carrying the mail, as it was his duty to do under the 
law, and he awarded it to this man Culbertson for the sum of $5,000 per 
annum, which is the full amount appropriated. 

The money is appropriated, I believe, in the usual language, ‘‘ the 
sum of $5,000 or so much thereof as may be necessary ;’’ but of cours: 
the law contemplates that the Postmaster shall let the contract on as 
favorable terms to the Government as possible. It seems, however 
that this Postmaster thought this was a perquisite of his office, and 
therefore he entered into an agreement with Culbertson by which the 
latter agreed to return to Mr. Wheat $150 per month of the money 
which the Government paid him for this service. That was the con- 
dition of his getting the contract. It wasclearly a case of bargain be 
tween them—peculation in office, itseems to me—certainly a violation 
of law. I do not think it can be suid that a man who is fit to be Post- 
master of the House of Representatives could be ignorant that he was 
violating the law when he entered into such contract as that. I do 
not think the facts as alleged in the resolution are denied. I under 
stand that the Postmaster received for five months $150 per month, 
amounting to the sum of $750, but that thesixth month the contractor 
was a little pressed for money, and the Postmaster agreed to let him 
hold it that month and pay it the next month, 

And when the next month’s pay was due to the contractor from the 
Government for this service there was $300 due to Mr. Wheat. The 
fact then, it seems, came to the knowledge of other persons than the 
contractor and the Postmaster. The Clerk of the House [Mr. Mc- 
Pherson] having learned that some such agreement existed, refused 
to issue the check to the contractor. And so the contractor is to-day 
standing in the attitude of owing Mr. Wheat on that contract $300 out 
of his monthly allowance of $416.66%. Mr. Wheat, the Postmaster, 
has received $750, which, as I understand, wastaken by him and paid 
into the Treasury and credited to the miscellaneous or conscience fund. 
This sum of $416.66% for one month’s service has never been drawn 
from the Treasury; and there is perhaps no way in which it can be 
drawn under the circumstances except by an appropriation to pay the 
contractor. 

Mr. BINGHAM. The gentleman will allow me toinquire whether 
this contract does not undergo the supervision and approval of the Com- 
mittee on Accounts of the House. 

Mr. ENLOE. That possibly may be so; but that does not justify 
any peculation on the part of the officer. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I am not undertaking to justify anything; I am 
speaking with regard to the appropriate reference of this resolution. 
My point is that the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads 
has nothing to do with the question of the administration of the postal 
affairs of this House; that the matter belongs to the Committee on Ac 
counts. 

Mr. ENLOE. It is not material to me, I will say to the gentleman, 
to what committee this matter shall go. If the Committee on Accounts 
is the proper committee, very well; I have no objection to sending the 
matter to any proper committee of the House for investigation. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Will the gentleman yield to me a moment? 

Mr. ENLOE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I wish to say that the question now pending 
is not the question of reference. It it were, then we could properly 
consider whether under the rules the matter should go to the Commit- 
tee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads or to the Committee on Accounts 
But this resolution instracts a committee of the House to make an in- 
vestigatio 

Mr. ENLOE. And indicates the committee. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. And the rules do not prescribe what commit 
tee shall be required to make the investigation. It is in order to direct 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads to make the investi 
gation, although upon a proposition for reference the subject migh! 
be referred to a different committee. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Allow me to wake one statement in explanation 0 
the position I have taken. The Committee on the Post-Office and Post 
Roads embraces fifteen members. It is with great difficulty at this 
stage of the session, with business as it is, and when gentlemen are 
watching their measures here, to get a quorum of the committee to 
gether. The Committee on Accounts, te which I claim this resolu 
tion should properly be referred, is a smaller committee and can b: 
much more easily convened. 

Mr. ENLOE. I recognize the difficulty of which the gentleme 


The SPEAKER. AjJl that question is at the disposal of the House. 
Mr. ENLOE. Yes; and I will say that I propose to modify my res- 
olution so as to send this investigation to the Commiftee on Account 
for the very reason that the gentleman suggests, and which I fully 
recognize, because it is difficult to get any of the larger committee: 
together at this stage of the session, and I think this matter shou! 


receive prompt attention. 
Mr. HOPKINS. Will the gentleman from Tennessee allow me « 
question ? 


Mr. ENLOE. Certainly. 
Mr. HOPKINS. Has the gentleman any objection to having this 
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resolution modified or amended so as to include an inquiry into the 
practices of the Postmaster of the House during the last Congress? 

Mr. ENLOE. I suppose, Mr. Speaker, if there is any gentleman 
here who is prepared to charge and has evidence showing that there 
js anything to investigate in regard to that matter, it would be all 
right. So far as I am concerned, I want the resolution broad enough 
to secure a thorough investigation of the management of that office, 
and I do not care to limit it. 

Mr. HOPKINS. My reason for making the suggestion is this: I un- 
derstand that this contract which the gentleman claims isan unlawful 
one is a contract which came down from the Postmaster of the House 
in the last Congress, and that if there is anything wrong in it, it is 
something that was inherited from the gentleman who presided over 
the House post-office in the preceding Congress. 

Mr. ENLOE. That is a question tor the committee to determine. 

Mr. HOPKINS. ‘The resolution as offered is not broad enough to 
cover that. 

Mr. ENLOE. If it is charged that there was any such agreement 
between the late Postmaster and the contractor as is alleged in the pres- 
ent instance, then I admit it would be a proper subject of investiga- 
tion; but the contract as itstood between the contractor and the prede- 
cessor of Mr. Wheat has not, as I understand, beenimpeached. There 
is nobody here making any allegation of that character against the ad- 
ministration of the office by Mr. Dalton. If there is anybody here who 
has any evidence to adduce showing that that matter ought to come 
within the scope of this investigation, I am not the man who would 
undertake to prevent the investigation of a Democratic official. i be- 
lieve that every member on this floor will agree with me that if there 
is any office about this Capitol or under the control of this House the 
administration of which has not been honestly conducted, every par- 
ticular in regard to the matter that can be ascertained ought to be as- 
certained and the information furnished to the House. 

Mr, BLOUNT. I wish to ask my friend whether he does not think 
that to include in this matter the administration of the Postmaster of 
a former House would be likely to result in the delay of this particu- 
lar investigation, and whether this is not a matter in which the pres- 
ent House is directly concerned. 

Mr. ENLOE. I will make this reply to the gentleman: It seems to 
me that if the former administration of our post-office is to be investi- 
gated the gentleman who may have information showing that it needs 
investigation is the man to move a resolution for that purpose. I would 
not undertake to get up here and move to investigate the administra- 
tion of any officer unless I had facts upon which to base the investiga- 
tion. Until I had inquired into this matter, consulted witnesses, and 
learned all the facts that I could ascertain I did not offer this resolu- 
tion. But I am justified by the facts which appear in offering it now; 
and I will modify the resolution so that it wil) provide that the Com- 
mittee on Accounts may make the investigation instead of the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. : 

Mr. Speaker, I shall reserve the remainder of my time for the present. 

Mr. CASWELL. Mr. Speaker, I think this resolutiop should be so 
modified as to include the investigation of the Postmaster of the Fifti- 
eth Congress, because of the fact that I understand this was a contract 
made by him in all of its illegal parts—— 

Mr. HOPKINS. If illegal at all. 

Mr. CASWELL. [If illegal at all, and which descended upon the 
present Postmaster of the House, and which contract expired in June 
and not when he commenced, in December last. 


I understand this $150 per month was claimed to be a perquisite of 
the Postmaster in addition to the regular salary of $2,500 that pertains 


to the office of Postmaster of the Honse, and I believe that for several 
Congresses back at least this has been the practice in that office. 


There was asum appropriated, the sum of $5,000 each year, for carry- 


ing the mails or furnishing teams to carry the mails about the city, and 


that sum has been uniformly, or for several years past, used in that 


way—that the postmasters of the House have been in the habit ot 


“squeezing ’’ the contractors, if you may so use the term, to a certain 
extent, a hundred dollars or a hundred and fifty dollars a month, as the 
case may be, as a part of their perquisites for the responsibility of hav- 
ing charge of the service and the custody of the mails which came to 


the House, 
Mr. BLOUNT. Will the gentleman permit a question just here ? 


Mr. CASWELL. Let me make my statement first and I will yield 


to the gentleman with pleasure. 


I understand further that after this had run along in this manner for 


four or five months under the present administration of the post-oflice 
of the House the present Postmaster beeame satisfied, when he had be- 
come thoroughly familiar with the duties of the office, that it was not a 
proper and legal perquisite, and he thereupon took counsel, which coun- 
sel, as well as other persons, advised him that it was nota legal per- 
quisite and did not belong to the office, and that thereupon he covered 
every dollar of itinto the Treasury of the United States and took a 
receipt for it; and that he holds the receipt for such payments now; and 


does not 


Mr. HEA tohim. [Applause on the Republican side. } 


. If the gentleman will yield to me for a moment—— 


further, that there is not in his hands one single dollar of money that | 


>. 

Mr. CASWELL. I will yield for a question. 

Mr. HEARD. I desire to ask the gentleman this question: I believe 
the gentleman said that his understanding is this, that the practice to 
which reference is made in this resolution obtained not only with re- 
gard to the administration of the immed 


ite predecessor of the present 
Postmaster, but that it has been the practice for several Congresses 
back. 
Mr. CASWELL. Iso understand 
Mr. HEARD. I submit, then, that it is clearly competent for us 
| to investigate the acts of the present Postmast charges presented 
as in this case; and if the faet the gen lan f iW onsin states 
appears during the course of that investigation, t the inquiry can 
and should be extended further. 
Mr. HOUK. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order that we can 
not hear a word of what is being said 
rhe SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri will suspend until 
gentlemen resume their seets. 
Mr. HEARD. Mr.Speaker, the question I desired to ask the gent! 
man from Wisconsin was this: If the fact which he understands to exist 
with reference to the acts of the former Postmaster be made to appear 


in the investigation which is proposed by the pending resolution, would 
it not then be timely and proper toextend back the investigation so as 


prevailedin? For, I submit, it the practice has obtained heretofore, or 
obtains now, it ought to be ascertained and stopped. I believe the 
investigatioa should proceed according to the terms of the resolution 
as amended, and if then the fact to which the gentleman from Wis- 
consin refers, and which he understands to exist, appears to exist, the 
time will have arrived to extend the investigation, and not before; and 
in that case, I say, let the investigation go back as far as necessary to 
| reach every Postmaster who practiced that system. But at present we 
should only dea! with the question that is before us. 

| Mr. CASWELL. Mr. Speaker, I see no reason to delay investigat 

| ing a former Postmaster if the tacts be material, and 1 know of no rea- 
| 

| 

| 


son why it should not be embodied in this resolution; and much more 
so because this very contract with which the present Postmaster had to 
deal came down to him as an inheritance, having been made by the 
| former Postmaster of the House under a practice which, if I am cor- 
rectly informed, had extended back for several years. 
Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Isit not true that a resolution was in 
| troduced in the last Congress to investigate the Public Printer, and on 
the other side the motion was made to include his predecessor at that 
| time too? 
| Mr. CASWELL. Ido not remember. 
| Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Itwas done,and the amendment was 
| adopted. 
| Mr, CASWELL. That might be so. 
Now, Mr. Speaker, it seems to me quite essential, in view of the fact 
that the contract was inherited, under instructions, it may appear from 
| the former Postmaster 6f the House and his employés, that it was a 
legal and a proper perquisite of his office, and which may furnish some 
| excuse to this man, who was new in the business, for havitig pursued 
| the same course, and regarding this contract as a sort of perquisite of 
the office; under any such belief as that, and I am satisfied he thought 
that it belonged to him as a matter of right, for the responsibilities in- 
curred in that service—I say under such circumstances it is exceed- 
ingly important that the investigation should extend back and see 
where this contract did come from. It seers necessary to include the 
investigation of the former Postmaster, and I am not here to say that 
Mr. Dalton took any money he did not think honestly belonged to him 
as a partof his business. I should doubt it very much, though he 
may be entirely honest in doing it. 
Mr. ENLOE. I would like to ask the gentleman a question. | 
would like to know—— 
The SPEAKER. The Chair can not hear gentlemen on account of 
the disorder. 
Mr. ENLOE. I would like to know of the gentleman from Wiscon- 
sin [Mr. CASWELL] if he thinks that the salary —— 
The SPEAKER. Will gentlemen please be inorder? Will gentle- 
men have the kindness to take their seats and cease conversation ? 
Mr. ENLOE. 1! wanted to ask the gentleman from Wisconsin if he 
thinks, or if he pretends to say in deiense of this Postmaster or any 
other that he believes any man charged with the duty of letting acon- 
tract for the earrying of the mail, as inthis instance, is ignorant enough 
or has been ignorant enough to believe that he had a right to take a 
part of the appropriation made by the Government to pay contractors 
for carrying the mail, and put it into his pocket as a perquisite, asa 
| compensation to him for the respousibility he assumed in taking the 


| office? 


eee 


Mr. CASWELL. Mr. Speaker, I can not account for the ignorance 
of anybody, but I can well see how he might think he had a right to 
receive all that was received by his predecessor, until he became fa- 
miliar with the office. 

Mr. ENLOE. Dees the gentleman assert that he knows thatthe Post- 
master himself knew that his predecessor did receive this money? 

Mr. CASWELL. lamso informed; and I am informed that it was 
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explained to him by either the Postmastér or some of his assistants and 
by this contractor that this sum of $150 was a part of his perqui- 
sites. I am so informed; I know nothing of the facts myself. And I 
believe that the present Postmaster, for the period of time in which 
he received this money, thought that it legally belonged to him for 
being responsible for the custody and care of the teams and the wagons 
and the safe conductof the mails, but I donot think that it was the correct 
practice, and he became satisfied that it was not the correct practice 
and that it did not belong to him, and assoon ashe was so satisfied he re- 
turned this money tothe Treasury, where it belonged, and instead of 
making a contract for the present service at $5,000 a year, which has 
been the uniform appropriation and amount paid for a long series of 
years, he has, I understand it, now made a contract for carrying the 
mails and farnishing these teams for $4,000, thereby saving to the Gov- 
ernment $1,000 a year for this service, and this he did months ago of 
his own accord. 

Mr. HEARD. Will my friend allow me to suggest-—— 

Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. Speaker 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin has the floor. 

Mr. HEARD. I desire to ask my friend from Wisconsin [Mr. CAs- 
WELL] if he will not modify his suggestion so as to embrace not only 
the preceding Postmaster, but also preceding Postmasters, if his object 
is to inquire whether this was an established practice. 1 insist that it 
is a disgraceful practice, I do not care how far back it has gone, We 
should try to reach the beginning of it if we go back of the present 
official. Do not let us stop with the present nor the immediately pre- 
ceding one, nor at avy limited time, but let the investigation go back 
as far as the custom may be shown to have existed. 

Mr. CASWELL. Iam quite willing, Mr. Speaker, that these gen- 
tlemen should extend this investigation back to the beginning ot the 
christian era, if they please. I do not care as to that, and I shall not 
— that. I yield to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Hopxtns]. 

r. HOPKINS, I offer the following amendment to the resolution 
offered by the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. ENtog]}. 

The Clerk read as follows : 

Amend by adding the following : 
“Said committee are hereby authorized to extend said examination to the 


acts of the Postmaster of the House during the Forty-ninth and Fiftieth Con- 
gresscs on al! matters referred to in the foregoing resolution." 
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the floor, and therefore an amendment to the amendment would 1»: 
now be in order. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I think this matter is fally understood, and sha)! 
ask for the previous question on the resolution and amendment. 

Mr. ENLOF. I think that motion can not be made by the gentle. 
man from Illinois. He has the floor for debate, but I do not think he 
has the floor to move the previous question. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee yielded the floor, 
to which he was entitled for one hour, at the end of which he cou!d 
move the previous question. He yielded the floor, and the gentleman 
from Illinois has the same right. 

Mr. ENLOE. I reserved my time. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman reserved his time, but did not re- 
serve the power over the previous question. 

Mr. ENLOE. I did not yield it. I yielded to the gentleman from 
Wisconsin [Mr. CASWELL], who occupied the floor in debate and then 
yielded it to the gentleman from Illinois. 

The SPEAKER. TheChair thinks that the gentleman from Illinois 
has the floor. 

Mr. HOUK. Mr. Speaker, I hope the gentleman from Illinois wil! 
not press the demand for the previous question. Ifa Republican has 
been stealing let us expose and punish him, and not attempt to excuse 
him. I want to offer an amendment. 

Mr. HOPKINS. There is no attempt to shield anybody, but thes 
two Postmasters are so interlaced that.the investigation of one can no! 
be had without an investigation of the other. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. I would ask if the Postmaster of the 
Forty-eighth and Forty-ninth Congresses was not just as much inte: 
laced in the charge as this one here. 

Mr. STRUBLE. And the Silcott matter was also interlaced. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Therefore I demand the previous question. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I hope the gentleman will not make haste to hurry 
this through the House. This situation certainly grew out of a mis 
apprehension on the part of the gentleman from Tennessee. He ex- 
pected to discuss the matter further, and if by reason of any misappre. 
hension he has lost control of the floor, I hope the gentleman will not 
press the demand for the previous question. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois calls for the previo: 
question. 

Mr. HOUK. I ask the gentleman from Illinois if he will yield to 
me for an amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from [Illinois demands the pre- 


| 


Mr. HEARD. I move to amend by striking oft ‘‘ Forty-ninth and 
Fiftieth ’’ and inserting the words ‘‘ preceding Congresses. "’ 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Sveaker—— 

Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. Speaker, the reason I limited it to the Forty- | vious question. 
ninth and Fiftieth Congresses is that the same Postmaster held the Mr. ENLOE. Will the Speaker allow mea single remark at thi< 
position during both these Congresses. From the statement of the | point? 
gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. CASWELL] it seems that there wasan The SPEAKER. The House will be in order apd gentlemen wi! 
existing contract in force that came to him, that did not expire until | please resume their seats. The Chair will state the proposition now 
last June, and it seems to me that that covers the entire ground. before the House. It is the motion of the gentleman from Illinois { 

Mr. ENLOE. Will the gentleman from Illinois yield for a ques- | the previous question. That is not debatable. 
tion? I would like to ask the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Hor-| Mr. ENLOE. I would like to say a word by way of explanation. 
KINS], if he is going to try to find out who inaugurated this practice | The SPEAKER. It is not debatable. 


ae 


and whether it was inaugurated under this Postmaster, would it not be Mr. HEARD. A parliamentary inquiry, Mr. Speaker. 
well not to limit the scope of investigation and let the committee pur- The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

sue the matter as far as they may find it necessary to do it to fix the 
responsibility ? 

Mr. HOPKINS. ‘The gentleman a few minutes ago thought we did 
not even have time enough to investigate the Postmaster during the 
preceding Congress. Now, it seems that gentlemen are desirous of 
widening the scope of this inquiry to such an extent that we can not 
get a report at all. The SPEAKER. It can only be done by consent, and the questio: 

Mr. HEARD. Oh, no. is on ordering the previous question. 


Mr. HEARD. The inquiry is this: The gentleman from Ilinoi- 
Mr. HOPKINS. What I insist upon, Mr. Speaker, is that we shall Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Speaker, I make an appeal to the gentlema 


offered an amendment. I then offered a further amendment, to strike 
out certain words and insert certain other words in the amendmen‘ 
which he offered, and that amendment was entertained. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman had not the floor. 

Mr. HEARD. It seemed to be conceded then that I had. 


investigate the charge which is made by the gentleman from Tennessee | from Illinois not to insist on the previous question. 
[Mr. ENLOE] aad see whether the present Postmaster is culpable or | The question was taken on ordering the previous question; and th 
not. We can determine that by determining the action of his imme- | Speaker announced that the noes seemed to have it. 
diate predecessor. Then if gentlemen desire to go into ancient his- Mr. HOPKINS. Division. 
tory they can get up a resolution and have all the next session to con- The House proceeded to divide; and pending the division—— 
tinue their investigation. Mr. BLOUNT said: I ask for the yeas and nays. Letthis coveriny- 
Mr. HOLMAN. I wish to ask the gentleman from Illinois a ques- | up performance go on record. 
tion, or rather to make this statement: I trust there will be no ob- The affirmative vote was announced as 74. 
jection to the amendment offered by him. Mr. DUNNELL. The other side. 
Mr. HEARD. As amended. The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia has the right to 
Mr. HOLMAN. I do not care how far it goes back. I can assure | mand the yeasand nays. [Aftercounting theother side.] Sixty-t. 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Hopkins] that the gentleman who | in the negative. On this question the ayes are 74, the noes 62. 
has recently been Postmaster of the House will have no objection to Mr. ENLOE. Let us have the yeas and nays on it. 
Mr. BLOUNT. Let us have the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. ; 
The question was taken; and there were—yeas 108, nays 86, 
voting 131; as follows: 


this investigation. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I do not understand any man has any objection to 
this amendment of mine; and surely it is a matter that should be in- 
vestigated. 

Mr. HOUK. A parliamentary inquiry, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The gentieman will state it. 

Mr. HOUK. Is an amendment to the amendment in order? 


YEAS—102. 
Caldwell Conger, 
Candie, ‘Mass. _— ; 
Mr. HOPKINS. I have not yielded the floor, ‘Va. Brosius, Caswell — 
The SPEAKER. An amendment to the amendment is in order. Baker, Clark, Wis. 
Mr. HOPKINS. I have not yielded the floor. xs, ees: ee 
TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois says he has not yielded | Belknap, , Comstock, F 
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Farquhar, 
Flick, 
Funston, 
Gear, 

Gest, 
Gifford, 
Greenhalge, 
Grout, 
Hansbrough, 
Harmer, 
Henderson, Tl. 


Henderson, lowa 


Hermann, 
Hill, 

Hitt, 
Hopkins, 
Houk, 
Kennedy, 
Ketcham, 


Abbott, : 
Allen, Miss. 
Anderson, Kans. 
Andrew, 
Barwig, 
Hergen, 
Blount, 
Brickner, 
Brookshire, 
Buckalew. 
Candler, Ga. 
Caruth, 
Clancy, 
Clarke, Ala. 
Clements, 
Cobh, 
Covert, 
Cowles, 
Crisp, 
Culberson, Tex. 
Cummings, 
Dickerson, 


Alderson, 
Allen, Mich. 
Anderson, Miss. 
Bankhead, 
Barnes, 
Bayne, 

Beck with, 
Belden, 
Biggs, 
Blanchard, 
Biand, 

Bliss, 

Boat ner, 
Boothman, 
Bowden, 
Breckinridge, 
Brown, J. B. 
Browne, T. M. 
Brunner, 
Buchanan, Va. 
Bullock, 
Bunn, 
Burrows, 
Butterworth, 
Bynum, 
Campbell, 
Carlion, 
Carter, 
Catchings, 
Cheadle, 
Cheatham, 
Chipman, 
Clunie, 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


Kinsey, Payne, 
Langston, Payson, 
Laws, Perkins, 
Lind, Pickler, 
Lodge, Post, 
Mason, Quackenbush, 
McCormick, Raines, 
Miles, Randall, 
Miltier, Ray, 
Milliken, Reed, Iowa 
Moffitt, Reyburn 
Moore, N.H. Russell, 
Morrill, Scranton, 
Morrow, Seull, 
Morse, Simonds, 
Mudd, Smith, fil, 
Nute. Smith, W. Va. 
O' Neill, Pa. Smyser, 
Osborne, Spooner, 
NAYS—86, 

Dunnell, Lacey, 
Dunphy, Lanham, 
Enloe, Lehlbach, 
Fitch Lester, Ga, 
Flood, McAdoo, 
Flower, McComas, 
Forney, McCreary, 
Frank, McDuttie, 
Grimes, MeMillin, 
Grosvenor, Morey, 
Hare, Morgan, 
Hatch, Mutchbler, 
Hayes, O'Donnell, 
Haynes, O’ Ferrall, 
Heard O'Neil, Mass. 
Hemphill, Owens, Ohio 
Herbert, Penington, 
Holman, Pierce, 
Hooker, Reilly, 
Kelley, Richardson, 
Kerr, lowa Rusk, 
Kilgore, Sayers, 

NOT VOTING—131L. 
Connell, Lawler, 
Cooper, Ind. i 
Cooper, Ohio Lester, Va. 
Cothran, Lewis, 
Crain, Magner, 
Dargan, Maish, 
Darlington, Mansur, 
Davidson, Martin, Ind. 
De Haven, Martin, Tex. 
Dibble, McCarthy, 
Dingley, McClammy, 
Dockery, McClellan, 
Doliiver, McCord, 
Edmunds, McKenna, 
Ellis, McKinley, 
Ewart, Mcekae, 
Featherston, Mill4, 
Finley, Montgomery, 
Fithian, Moore, Tex. 
Forman, Niedringhaus, 
Fowler, Norton, 
Geissenhainer, Oates, 
Gibson, O'Nealt!, Ind. 
Goodnight, Outhwaite, 
Hali, Owen, Ind. 
Haugen, Parrett, 
Henderson, N.C. Paynter, 
Kerr, Pa, Peel, 
Knapp, Perry, 
La Folleite, Peters, 
Laidlaw, Phelan, 
Lane, Price, 
Lansing, Pugsley, 


So the previous question was ordered. 


day 


The following additional pairs were announc 


Mr. BooTHMAN with Mr. Yoper. 
The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded, 


The SPEAKER. The previous question isordered, and the question 
is on the amendment. The Chair nnderstands that the Committee on 
Accounts has been substituted in the resolution for the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. [he other ameridment is the one of- 





Stephenson, 
Stewart, Vt. 
Struble, 
Sweney, 
Taylor, £. B. 
Taylor, J. D. 
Taylor, lil. 
Thomas, 
Townsend, Colo, 
Vandever, 

Van Schaick, 
Walker, 
Wallace, Mass. 
Wallace, N. Y. 
Wheeler, Mich, 
Wickham, 
Williams, Ohio 
Wilson, Wash. 
Wright. 


Seney, 
Sherman, 
Shively, 
Stewart, Tex. 
Stivers, 
Stockbridge, 
Stockdale, 
Stone, Ky. 
Stump, 
Tarsney, 
Tillman, 
Townsend, Pa. 
Tracey, 
Turner, Ga. 
Waddill, 
Wheeler, Ala, 
Whitthorne, 
Wike, 

Wiley, 
Wilkinson. 


Quinn, 

Rife, 
Robertson, 
Rock well, 
Rogers, 
Rowell, 
Rowland, 
Sanford, 
Sawyer, 
Skinner, 
Snider, 
Spinola, 
Springer, 
StahInecker, 
Stewart, Ga. 
Stone, Mo. 
Taylor, Tenn. 
Thompson, 
Tucker, 
Turner, Kans, 
Turner, N. Y. 
Vaux, 

Wade, 
Washington, 
Whiting, 
Willcox, 
Williams, Il. 
Wilson, Ky. 
Wilson, Mo. 
Wilson, W. Va. 
Yardley, 
Yoder. 


ed for the rest of this 


Mr. Puastey with Mr. ANDERSON, of Mississippi. 


fered by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Hopkins]. 


Mr. CASWELL. Mr. Speaker, I did not understand that the Com 
mittee on Accounts was to be substituted for the Committee on the 


Post-Office and Post-Roads. 
Several MEMBERS. It was. 


Mr. ENLOE. Mr. Speaker, if that is questioned, I will state that 
whileI was on the floor and had charge of the resolution I modified it in 


way. 
The SPEAKER, The Chair so understood, but was not quite cer- 
tain. The question is on the adoption of the amendment offered by 


the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. HopKrns]. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The resolution as amended was adopted. 
THE SERGEANT-AT-ARMS OF THE HOUSE. 


Mr. PAYNE. Mr. 
committee appointed to 


XXI——654 





er, I am instructed to report, from the select 
vestigate the accounts of the Sergeant-at- Arma 
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of the House, the bill which I send to the desk (H. R. 11928), and which 
Iask to have read and put upon its passage. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That it shall be the duty of the Sergeant-at-Arms of the 
House of Representatives to attend the House curing its sittings, to maintain 
order under the direction of the Speaker, and, pending the election of a Speaker 
or Speaker pro (empore, under the direction of the Clerk, execute the commands 
of the House and all processes issued by authority thereof, directed to him 
by the Speaker, keep the accounts for the pay and mileage of Members and 
Delegates, and pay them as provided by law. 

Sec, 2. That the symbo! of his office shall be the mace, which shall be borne 
by him while enforcing order on the floor. 

Sec. 3. That the moneys which have been, or may be, appropriated for the 
compensation and mileage of Members and Delegates shall be paid at the Treas 
ury on requisitions drawn by the Sergeant-at- Arms of the House of Represent- 
atives, and shall be kept, disursed, and accounted for by himaccording to law, 
and he shail be a disbursing officer, but he shall not be entitled to any comper 
sation additional to the salary now fixed by law 

Src. 4, That the Sergeant-at-Arms shall, within twenty days after entering 
upon the duties of his office, and before receiving any portion of the moneys 
appropriated for the compensation or mileage of Members and Delegates, give 
a bond to the United States, with two or more sureties, to be approved by the 
First Comptroller of the Treasury, in the sum of $15,000, with condition for the 
proper discharge of the duties of his office, and the faithful keeping. applica 
tion, and disbursement of such moneys as may be drawn from the Treasury 
and paid to him as disbursing officer of the United States, and shall, from time 
to time, renew his official bond asthe First Comptroller of the Treasury shall 
direct. No member of Congress shall be approved as surety on such bond 

Sec. 5. That the bonds givea pursuant to this act shall be deposited in the of 
fice of the First Comptroller of the Treasury. 

Sec. 6. That any person duly elected and qualified as Sergeant-at-Arms of the 
House of Representatives shall continue in said office until his successor is 
chosen and qualified, subject, however, to removal by the House of Represent 
atives. 

Sec. 7. That the Sergeant-at-Arms of the House of Representatives shall pre 
pare and submit to the House of kepresentatives, atthe commencement of each) 
regular session of Congress, a statement in writing exh biting the several sums 
drawn by him pursuant to the provisions of this act. the application and dis 
bursement of the same, and the balance, if any, remaining in his hands, 

Sec. 8. That there shall be employed in the office of Sergeant-at-Arms one 
deputy to the Sergeant-at-Arms, at a salary of $2,000 a year; one cashier, ata 
salary of $3 000 a year; one paying teller, ata salary of t2,000a year; one book- 
keeper, at a’salary of $1,800 a year; one messenger, at a salary of $1,200a year 
one page, at a salary of $720 a year; and one laborer, ata salary of $660 a year. 

Sec. 9. That section 237 of the Revised Statutes is hereby amended so as to 
read as follows: 

“Sec. 237. That the fiscal year of the Treasury of the United States in all mat- 
ters of accounts, receipts, expenditures, estimates, and appropriations, except 
accounts of the Secretary of the Senate for compensation and traveling expenses 
of Senators, and accounts of the Sergeant-at-Arms ot the House of Representa 
tives for compensation and mileage of Members and Delegates, shall commence 
on the Ist day of July in each year; and ai] accounts of receipts and expendi- 
tures required by law to be published annually shall be prepared and published 
for the fiscal year,as thus established. The fiscal year for the adjustment of 
the accounts of Secretary of the Senate for compensation and traveling ex 
penses of Senators, and of the sergeant-of-Arms of the House of Representa- 
tives for compensation and mileage of Members and Delegates shal! extend to 
and include the 3d day of July.”’ 

Sec. 10, That all laws and parts of laws inconsistent herewith are hereby re- 
pealed. 


Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, this bill comes with the unanimous re- 
port of the select committee appointed at the beginning of the session 
to investigate the accounts of the Sergeant-at-Arms, We have put 
into the bill the standing rules of the House regulating the duties of 
that office. We thought it necessary to do this because the rules do 
not run beyond the existence of the Congress tor which they are made, 
the present Congress, tor instance, while this officer's duties and the 
office itself run until the meeting of the next Congress and until his 
successor is chosen and qualified. We have also in express terms made 
the Sergeant-at-Arms a disbursing officer. We have also provided that 
he may draw from the Treasury on his own requisition the amount of 
the salaries and the mileage of Members aud Delegates and pay it to 
‘hem in the amounts provided by law. This doesaway with the system 
of giving receipts in advance and requiring the Speaker to give a cer- 
tificate before the Sergeant-at-Armscan draw the money. !t simplifies 
the method of conducting the business of the office. It adopts substan 
tially the method employed by the Secretary of the Senate and now 
provided for by law. 

Mr. FLOWER. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. PAYNE. Certainly. 

Mr. FLOWER. Our former Sergeant-at-Arms had eighty or ninety 
thousand dollars in his possession. Does your committee contemplate 
that the present Sergeant-at-Arms or any succeeding one may have as 
large an amount? 

Mr. PAYNE. We understand from the officials of the Treasury 
Department thut it is the custom and the rule of the Department to 
pay over to a disbursing officer only a sum equal to the amount of his 
bond, and that in order to get more money he is obliged to bring in 
vouchers for what he has already paid out and settle up his accounts; 
so that, as I understand the rule which prevails there, he could not get 
into his hands more money than the amount of his bond, which in this 
case is $50,000. 

Mr. FLOWER. As I understand it, under our old custom we would 
sign vouchers for, say, five months in advance, so that the Sergeant 
at-Arms could draw the money. Then when we adjourned in Jane 
and did not meet antil the succeeding December he would have more 
than $50,000 in his hands. Now, why not make provision fora larger 
bond, say a hundred thousand dollars instead of $50,000? 

Mr. PAYNE. Beeause he collects this money from the Treasury 





























































































tie es 





10450 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. SEPTEMBER 25, 





Department, or gets it on requisition every month, and disburses it Mr. FLOWER. Then that is the reason why members lost thei 


every month on the receipts of members. ’ money at the beginning of this Congress. 

Mr. MORGAN. Would notthe monthly installment required to pay Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Will the gentleman from New Y: 
members be over $50,000? [Mr. Payne] allow me a moment for a correction? 

Mr. PAYNE. Yes, it amounts to over $130,000; but, as I under- Mr. PAYNE, Yes, sir. 
stand the rule of the Treasury Department, they pay out to a disburs- Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. The gentleman has spoken of an in- 
ing officer at any one time only an amount equal to his bond and he | vestigation of the office or accounts of the ie — I want 
can not get any more. him, when he prints his remarks, to insert the word ‘ ’ before S« 

Mr. FLOWER. Why not make the bond larger? | geant-at-Arms. [Laughter.} 

Mr. BLOUNT. I wish the gentleman from New York wonld state Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I want it to be thoroughly understoo 


what is the practice of the disbursing officer of the Senate on this par- 
ticular point. 

Mr. PAYNE, The disbursing officer of the Senate gives a bond of 
only $20,000. 

Mr. BLOUNT. But I wish the gentleman would state how the pay- 


ments of that disbursing officer are regulated by the Treasury Depart- | 


| that when I speak of the defalcation I mean the late Sergeant-at 
i 
| 
| 
ment And the Treasurer of the United States shall disallow any payment made b 


| Arms, not the présent Sergeant-at-Arms. 
Mr, BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Will the gentleman from New 
York yield for an amendment adding to section 2 of this bill the fo 
lowing: 


are . . the Sergeant-at-Arms in violation of the provisions of section 40 of the Revise: 

A MempBer. Mr. Speaker, the confusion is so great that we can not | Statutes of the United States. 

hear what is going on. eae : , 
The SPEAKER, The House will please be in order. The Chair| Mr. PAYNE. I do not thinkI can yield for thatamendment. The 


would like at least to know how many gentlemen are occupying the | ¢xisting law provides that members who are absent shall not receive 


floor at the same time. [Laughter. ] any pay. We have law enough upon the subject; the only trouble i 
Mr. FLOWER. For one, Mr. Speaker, I did not occupy the floor | we do not enforce it. . 

except by consent of my colleague from New York [Mr. Paywe]. Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. My amendment provides a 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York [Mr. FLower] | Means of enforcing it. 

is unnecessarily sensitive, as the Chair had no reference whatever to| Mr. PAYNE. I do not know how the Sergeant-at-Arms is going to 


him. The Chair had reference to gentlemen who were interrupting | get at that matter exactly; he might be caught ‘‘in a hole’’ by supposing 
the business of the House by conversation. that members were present when they were really absent. That isa 

Mr. FLOWER. Well, I want to ask my colleague now—— question that we sometimes get “‘mixed’’ upon. I can not yield fo: 

Mr. BLOUNT. I would like to ask the gentleman a question. an amendment of that kind. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BLount] de- Mr. BUCKALEW. If the gentleman from New York will yield to 
sires to ask the gentleman from New York a question. me for five minutes, I would like to make a point with reference to 

Mr. PAYNE. I yield for that purpose. this bill. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I would like the gentleman from New York tostate Mr. PAYNE. I yield tothe gentleman from Pennsylvania for five 
the practice—— minutes. 

Mr. FLOWER. I thought I had the floor. Mr. BUCKALEW. Mr. Speaker, if I understood the reading of this 

Mr. PAYNE. I yielded to the gentleman from Georgia for a ques- | bill it undertakes to make our Sergeant-at-Arms a civil officer of the 
tion. United States. 

Mr. FLOWER. All right. Mr. PAYNE. A disbursing officer. 

Mr. PAYNE. Isupposed my colleague [Mr. FLowER] was throngh. Mr. BUCKALEW. A disbursing officer of the United States, and, 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair so understood so far as he could under- | of course, a civil officer. If there is nothing else defective in the bill 
stand anything in the contasion. I think there is a defect of form. The Constitution provides that the 

Mr. BLOUNT. 1 wish to ask the gentleman from New York what | President, by and with the advice and consentof the Senate, shall ap- 
is the practice of the Treasury Department with regard to advances to | point certain civil officers of the United States, and further provides 
the disbursing officer of the Senate. that Congress may by law vest the appointment of certain subordinate 

Mr. PAYNE. I believe the same rule is pursued with reference to | civil officers in the President alone, in the courts of law, or in the heads 
that officer. of Departments. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Does the Treasury Departmentadvance to that offi- Now, the Sergeant-at-Arms of this House, like our other officers, is 
cer at any time more than the amount of his bond ? an officer of the House in the view of the Constitution, as was held long 

Mr. PAYNE. I believe it does. ago in the Blount impeachment case in 1798. I understand that this 

Mr. BLOUNT. My information is to thecontrary; that the Depart- | bill proposes to make this officer of the House a civil officer of the United 
ment does not advance to that officer more than the amount of his | States, Itcan not bedone. If you make him such anoftficer you must 
bond, except after vouchers have been filed. send his appointment somewhere else or after we appoint him you must 

Mr. PAYNE, I think it does; but it requires regular and trequent | get him another appointment. 
accounting. I make this point because I was not present when tie defalcation in 

Mr. FLOWER. If the practice is what my colleague [Mr. PAYNE] | the office of the Sergeant-at-Arms was before the House on a former 
now states, I say it is not business; and even if that is the practice in | occasion. It struck me then that the arguments which were made in 
the case referred to, this House should not follow such a practice, We | the House were defective, because they did not take into account the 
should require a bond large enough to prevent the recurrence of a defi- | source of official authority under this Government with reference to 
cit like that of last winter. Iam in favor of enlarging the amount | civil officers of the United States as distinguished from officers of the 
of the bond of this officer; I would make it $100,000. It should be so | respective Houses of Congress. This bill certainly ought to treat the 
lange that members of the House may always be secure in regard to | Sergeant-at-Arms as an officer of the House. We may perhaps by 
their pay and that the Government may be secure. statute say that he shall perform or execute certain duties which are 

Mr. PAYNE. May I ask my colleague one question? ordinarily committed to the charge of civil officers of the United States 

Mr. FLOWER. Certainly. without describing him as such, 

Mr. PAYNE, Is it usual for business houses that have employés Now, I apprehend that there may be some difficulty in the Execu- 
who give bonds to require a bond for all the money which goes through | tive Departments, or possibly in the courts, under the provisions 0! 
their hands or for all that is in their hands at any one time? Is that | this bill for want of a recognition of the distinction which exists be- 
the rule with regard to the cashier of a bank or any employé of that | tween those officials of this House appointed under the provisions 0! 
kind ? the Constitution, when you undertake to impose upon them civil duties, 

Mr. FLOWER. It is certainly the rule in regard to every county | responsible legal duties, that do not properly pertain or strictly belong 
treasurer, and, as I understand, in every case where a bond is required, | to their official functions under the law; and especially when you 
that the bond shal! be double the amount which is sought to be se- | undertake to give them other designations. 
cured. Why should we not make a similar requirement? I am only calling attention to this, not that I care anything special! 

Several Mempers. Oh, no. about it, bat simply want that the bil! shall take the right shape. A- 

Mr. PAYNE. What is the amount of the bond of the subtreasurer | it reads now I understand it is a misnomer, a misdescription, which 
at New York? may eventually lead to trouble. 

Mr, FLOWER. Two hundred thousand dollars, [ understand. Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, this bill follows the language of th 

Mr. PAYNE. Why, Mr. Speaker, the Treasurer of the United States | Revised Statutes in making the Secretary of the Senate a disbursin 
gives bond only in the sum of $100,000. It seems to me weought to be officer; and it also followa the decisions of the Court of Claims declar 
reasonable in this case. The committee considered this subject care- | ing that the Sergeant-at-Arms of the House was such an officer. 
fully and thought that a bond of $50,000 would be ample. I notice that in the printed bill there is a typographical error in lin: 

Mr. FLOWER. The bond of the Sengeant-at-Arms is now $100,000. | 7 of section 4; the word “‘ fifteen”’ is printed instead of ‘‘fifty.” |: 

Mr. PAYNE. No. $50,000, should be “fifty. " [move toamend by making it ‘‘fifty,’’ and ask th: 

Mr. FLOWER, He informed me himself that it was $100,000, previous question on the amendment and on the engrossment and thir! 

Mz PAYNE. It has never been more than $50,000, reading and passage of the bill. 
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Mr. JOSEPH D, TAYLOR. Task the gentleman to make that ‘‘one 


hundred thousand.’’ . ’ 
The SPEAKER. ‘The gentleman has demanded the previous ques- 


“our. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. The treasurer of my State gives.a bond 
of $500,000. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. The question is on ordering the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER.» The Clerk will report the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from New York. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend in line 7 of section 4 by striking out the word “ fifteen"’ and ins 
the word “fifty.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PAYNE. In line 16 of section 9 the word ‘‘of,’’ where it oc- 
curs in ‘* Sergeant-ol-Arms,’’ should be stricken out and the word ‘‘at’’ 
inserted, making it read ‘‘Sergeant-at-Arms.”’ 

TheSPEAKER, Without objection, the amendment will be «greed to. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Can I move an amendment? 

The SPEAKER. Not since the previous question is ordered. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. But I made my motion practically be- 
fore the previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER, But not before it was demanded. The previous 
question had been demanded when the gentleman from Ohio took the 
floor. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


Mr. PAYNE moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


NICKEL-STEEL ARMOR. 


Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Speaker, if in order I would like to make a 
rt from the Committee on Naval Affairs and ask its present con- 
sideration. 

Phe SPEAKER. The gentleman will state his request. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I desireto report back, by instructions of the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs, House joint resolution No. 225, authorizing 
the Secretary of the Navy to purchase nickel ore or nickel matte for 
use in the manufacture of nickel-steel armor and other naval purposes, 
and ask its t consideration. . 

The SPEAKER. It can only be done by unanimous consent. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I ask unanimous consent. 

The SPEAKER. The joint resolution will be read; after which the 
Chair will submit the request of the gentleman. 

The joint resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved, etc., That the Secretary of the Navy is hereby authorized to pur- 
chase. at his discretion, nickel ore or nickel matte, to be used in the manufacture 
of nickel-stee] armor-plating for vessels already authorized or to be autheor- 
ized to be constructed, and of armor-piercing projectiles, and for other naval 
purposes. 

Sc. 2. That the suntof $1,000,090, or so much thereof as may be necessary, is 
hereby appropriated for this purpose out of any money in the Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated. 


Mr. BOUTELLE. I ask that the accompanying report be read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


The Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom was referred House joint resolu- | 


tion No. 223, having considered the same, submit the following report: 

The recent armor tests at Annapolis having conspicuously demonstrated the 
oe of steel plates containing an alloy of nickel, and the supply of that 
ore being limited, the committee coincide with the officersof the Navy Depart- 
ment in believing it to be of the highest importance that the Secretary be at 
once empowered to secure a supply of nickel to be utilized in the manufacture 
of the armor for our vessels of war,and for other naval purposes. 

The committee recommend that the title of the joint resolution be amended 

/ the words “and for other naval purposes,’”’ and that as so amended 
joint resolution do pass. : 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the joint resolution ? 

Mr. HILL. Mr. Speaker—— 

_Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Speaker, I would like to hear some explana- 
tion of this before action is taken. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the question is on the 
amendment, 

Mr. BLOUNT. I do not want to object, but I think such a large 
appropriation, when it is t before the House, ought to have some 

, and that we afford to listen fora little while at least 
to see what exists for it. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Speaker, the Committee on Naval Affairs 
would not have thought of calling on the House at this late stage of 
the session to consider a matter of this kind had they not believed the 
exigency was one of gteat importance. 

All members of the House have unquestionably read with greater 
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or less care the reports of the recent armor tests at Annapolis. It is 
| enough to say of these tests that they have been very remarkable and 
in some respects startling in their character. 

The tests consisted of trials of three different kinds 
the compound Cammel plate, which is u 
Great oe a plate of arm 
wrought-iron backing; secondly, a 
at the works at Creusot; and, thirdly, aC: t plate composed of steel 
with a nickel alloy of 5 per cent., from wh narkable results were 
anticipated with confidence from some experiments that had been pre- 
viously made. Upto the recent experiments, however, there had never 
been in the ordnance history of the world any such accurate, complete, 
and conclusive tests of steel armor as those recently had at Annapolis, 

The results in brief are, that under fire of a 6-inch rifle four shots 
practically demonstrated the inutility of the English Cammel plate. 
The steel face was shattered from its iron Backing, and when the fifth 
shot irom an 8-inch rifle was fired with a reduced charge, the plate 
was absolutely disintegrated, so that the shot passed through the plate, 
clear through the backing, and was dug out some 15 feet deep in the 
earth behind. The all-steel plate, believed by the French to be su- 
perior, resisted the fire of the 6-inch shots with comparative success, 
so that up to that point the difference in favor of the nickel was not 
so absolutely pronounced, but when the fifth shot was fired at the steel 
plate the result was, as the photograph shows, a cracking of the plate 
crosswise from corner to corner, absolutely distegrating it. 

On the nickel plate, however, the result was very different, The 
8-inch shot broke off in the plate, showing a marvelous degree of tenac- 
ity and toughness, the metal being of that character of resistance that 
it shattered the breech of the shell into fragments, and yet of sufficient 
tenacity that it held the forward part of the shell like a vise, so that 
if it had been in actual warfare the shot could have done practically 
no harm, as it plugged the opening. The surface of the nickel-alloy 
plate shows no fissure whatever. 

In the opinion of the experts of the Navy Department, the demon 
stration of the superiority of this nickel alloy is incontestible and re 
markable. 

We are under contract now for quantities of armor for use upon our 
battle-ships under construction and those which have recently been 
authorized; but there is still time for us toavail ourselves of the latest 
discoveries and obtain the most desirable materials. In order to do 
that, however, as the supply of nickel is limited, the Navy Depart- 
ment have deemed it imperative on their part, in order to secure for us 
in the composition of the armor upon which we are to depend in the 
construction of our heavy war-ships the very best materis)——havedeemed 
it imperative that they should ask of Congress adthority to promptly 
secure a quantity U¢ this nickel ore, peeeSsary to form the alloy for these 
armor-plates, 

I wili state in this connection, for the information of the House, that 
this appropriation does not involve in itself any initial addition to the 
annual expenditures in behalf of the Navy; it simply authorizes an 
expenditure of so much of a million dollars as may be necessary, in 
addition to what was provided in the regular annual bill, on account 
of authorizations for armament and armor already made by Congress. 
It simply adds this $1,000,000 to the $2,500,000 appropriated for armor 
and armament to which the Committee on Naval Affairs reduced the 
estimates of the Department, which were $3,971,000. In otier words, 
the estimates by the Ordnance Bureau of the amount of appropriation 
necessary for these purposes for the current year, as sent to Congres 
| last December, were $3,971,000. By carefully examining the probable 
| expenditures during the current fiscal year the Committee on Naval 
| Affairs reduced the actual appropriation to $2,500,000, or, in othe: 
words, reduced it by about $1,400,000. 

Phis appropriation will simply make available $1,000,000 and enable 
the Department to make a purchase or to contract for the purchase of 
this material. Upon my responsibility as chairman, and speaking fo1 
my colleagues unanimously, speaking also for the Secretary and foi 
| theexperts of the Navy Department, I assure the House that I believe 
this action to be imperative and important at-this time for mimy rea- 
| sons that it may not be practicable to state in extenso at this time. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I would like to ask the gentleman a question. 
Is it proposed to buy this material at or about this time? 
Mr. BOUTELLE. It is. 
Mr. GROSVENOR. Where does the product of nickel come from? 
Mr. BOUTELLE. I will bevery glad to answer the question of the 
gentleman. 
Mr. GROSVENOR. 
supply is exhausted ? 

Mr. HERMANN. It is noi. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Does this_bill provide for the immediate pur- 
chase or does it give discretion to the Secretary of the Navy ? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. It gives discretion to the Secretary of the Navy 
It places the whole matter in the discretion of the Secretary of the Navy 
where, of course, we are obliged to leave discretion in such matters. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Dol understand the gentleman to urge this upon 
the House for reasons other than stated, because the reasons ought not 
to be stated in the public interests? 


ofarmor. First, 
sed upon the armor-clads of 
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plate manufactured in I’rance 


Is it not a fact substantially that the American 
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Mr. BOUTELLE. 
harm. 

Mr. BLOUNT. The gent!eman misunderstood me. I can conceive 
of reasons for a public measure being adopted when there is an impro- 
priety in stating those reasons. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Exactly. 

Mr. BLOUNT. And I wish to know of the gentleman if it is what 
anybody might know who is in the confidence of his committee or the 
Department. 

Mr. BUUTELLE. That is exactly it. I will state there is nothing 
extraordinary about this matter, and no secret. I think that all that 
it ought to be necessary to state is the fact that this material is abso- 
lutely needed. ‘The Department, its experts, and the committee are 
unived upon that point; and we simply ask you to anticipate the ap- 
propriation of $1,000,000 which we should ask in the next session to 
enable the Secretary of the Navy to utilize the opportunity now al- 
forded us to place us in the position to construct ships with the very 
best armor in the world; better than any other nation now has. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Will the gentleman yield to me for a question ? 

Mr, BOUTELLE. Iwill. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Will this $1,000,000 now appropriated diminish 
the amount to be expended for the steel and iron armor heretofore ap- 
propriated ? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. It will, except in so far as nickel is more costly. 
There is only a small amount of nickel, however, to be used as an al- 
loy to the extent of about 5 per cent. 

Mr. HERMANN, Mr. Speaker, I desire to say to the gentleman 
from Maine, in answer to the question of the gentleman from Ohio [ Mr. 
GROSVENOP | as to the nickel in the United States probably being ex- 
hausted, that in my own Sta’e, in the southern portion of the county of 
Douglas, there are mines in which nickel has been discovered. The 
mines have been developed and are now in working order, and the only 
thing that prevents successful mining operations is the small duty now 
imposed upon foreign nickel. In connection with that, as this material 
has to be used, I wanted to know of the gentieman from Maine whether 
it would not be proper and consistent with our own interest that this 
discretion given to the Secretary should be limited to a certain extent 
as to the purchase of nickel mined in the United States, 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the consideration of the reso- 
lution? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

The reselution was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed, 

Theta waaamended by adding the following: ‘‘And for any other 

“Waval purposes. - 


~ 


Mr. BOUTELLE movéa“oreconsider the yote- by which the joint 
resolution was passed; and also moved that the motion toreconsider 
be laid on the table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 
IOWA JUDICIAL DISTRICTS, 


Mr. REED, of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill (H. RK. 11154) to :epeal part of section 
6 of an act entitled ‘‘An act to divide the State of lowa into two judi- 
cial districts,’ approved July 20, 1882. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Re it enacted, ete., That so much of section 6 of an act entitled “An act to di- 
vide the State of lowa into two judicial districts,” approved July 20, 1882, as 
requires courts held under the provisions of said act to be held in buildings 


provided for that purpose without expense to the United States be, and the 
same is hereby, repealed, 


The SPEAKER, Is there objection to the consideration of the bill ? 

Mr, HOLMAN, I think we ought to have some explanation of this 
bill. 

Mr. REED, of Iowa. 
an explanation. 

The report (by Mr. Reep, of lowa) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on the Judiciary, te whom was referred the bill (H.R. 11154) 
to repeal part of section 6of an act entitled “An act to divide the State of lowa 
into two judicial districts,’ approved Jaly 20, 1882, submit the following report: 

The sixth section of the act approved July 20, 1882, entitled ‘'An act to divide 
the State of Lowa into two judicial districts,” provides that the additional cour s 
provided for by the act shall be held in buildings provided for that purpose, 
without expense tothe Jnited States, The courts at Fort Dodge and Sioux 
City have heretofore been held in the county court-house of the counties in 
which these cities are situated. 

When the act was pas-ed these buildings afforded ample facilities for both 
the State and Federal courts. Since that date, however, the business in the 
State courts has increased to such extent that those courts are in session the 
greater portion of the year. ‘This is particularly true of the courts at Sioux 
City. There is then a constant conflict between the State and Federal courts 
in the matter of the occupation of the buildings, and in addition to that neither 
of me buildings has sufficient facilities for the offices of the clerk of the Fed- 
eral courts. 

The bill simply repeals this provision, and if it should become a law the De- 
partwent would be enabled to rent the rooms or buildings necessary for the 
accommodation of the courts and the proper transaction of their business. 

Your committee are of the opinion that a public necessity existe for the pas- 


sage of the bill, and they therefore report it back with the recommendation 
that it be passed. 


The SPEAKER. _Is there objection to the consideration of this bill? 
[After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and paased. 


No; there is nothing that would do anybody any 


Let the report on the bill beread. It will give 


Mr. REED, of Iowa, moved to reconsider the vote by which the bil! 


was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 
BRIDGE ACROSS THE KENTUCKY RIVER. 


Mr. DICKERSON. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 4522) to authorize the construction of a bridge 
across the Keutucky River and its tributaries by the Louisville, Cov- 
ington and Cincinnati Kailway Company, the Carrollton and Louisville 
Railroad Company, and the Westport, Carrollton and Covington Kail- 
way Company, and their assigns. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the bill. 

Mr. MCCREARY. Mr. Speaker, I understand that the bill is in the 
usual form and has been reported by the committee unanimously. | 


therefore ask unanimous consent to dispense with the reading of the 
bill. 


Mr. DICKERSON. A bill identical with this has been reported by 
the House committee. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to dispensing with the reading 
of the bill? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

The bill is as follows: 


Be tt enacted, ete., That the Louisville, Covington and Cincinnati Railway 
Company, the Carrollton and Louisville Railroad Company, and the Westport, 
Carroliton and Covington Railway Company, corporations organized under 
acts of the General Assembly of the Commonwealth of Kentucky, be, and they, 
their successors and assigns, are authorized to construct and maintain a bridge 
or bridges, and approaches thereto, over the Kentucky Kiver, in the State of 
Kentucky, at or near Carrollton, at such a point or puints as said companies 
may deem suitable for the passage of their said road or roads over said river or 
its tributaries, subject to approval of the Secretaryof War. Said bridge or 
bridges shall be constructed to provide for the passage of railway trains and, 
at the option of the company or companies by which it or they may be built, 
may be used for the sage of wagons and vehicles of all kinds, for the transit 
of animals, and for foot-passengers. 

Sec. 2. That any bridge built under this act and subject to its limitations shal! 
be a lawful structure and shall be recognized and known as a post-route, and it 
shall enjoy the rights and privileges of other post-roads in the United States 
and equal privileges in the use of said bridge or bridges shall be granted to all 
telegraph and telephone companies; and the United States shall have the right 
of way across said bridge or bridges,and approaches, for postal-telegraph pur- 


poses, 

Src. 3. That any bridge authorized to be constructed under this act shall be 
buiit and located under and subject to such regulations for the security of nav- 
igation of said river as the Secretary of War shall prescribe ; and to secure that 
object the said company or c »mpanies shall submit tothe Secretary of War, for 
his examination and approval, a design and drawing of each bridge, and a map 
of the location thereof, giving the high and low water lines upon the banks of 
the river, the direction and strength of the currents at all stages of the water, 
with soundings accurately showing the bed of the stream, and the location o! 
any other bridge or bridges; such map to be sufficiently in detail to enable the 
Secretary ot War to judge of the proper location of said bridge or bridges, and 
shall furnish such other information as may be required for a full and satisfac- 
tory understanding of te subject; and until such plan and location of the bridge 
or bridges are approved by the Secretary of War, no bridge shati be built or 
commenced; and should any change be made in the plan of such bridge or 
bridges during the progress of construction, such change shall be subject to the 
approval of the Secretary of War; and if the Secretary of War shall at any time 
think any changes necessary in the plans of said bridge or bridges. the said al- 
terations sha'l be at the expense of the comp. ny or companies owning the same. 
The said bridge or bridges shal! at all times be so kept and managed as to offer 
reasonable and proper means for the passage of vessels and other water-craft 
through or under said structures, and for the safety of vessels passing at night 
there shall be displayed on said bridge or bridges, from the hours of sunset to 
erase such lights or other signals as may be prescribed by the Light-House 

rd. 

Suc, 4, That all railroad companies desiring the use of said bridge or bridges 
shall have and be entitled to equal rights and privileges relative to the passage 
of railway trains over the same, and over the approaches thereto, upon the pay- 
ment of reasonable compensation therefor; and n case the owner or owners of 
said bridge or bridges and the company or companies desiring to use the same 
shall fail to agree upon the terms with reference to the use of the same, all mat- 
ters of issue between them shall be decided by any court of competent jurisdic- 
tion, or by the Secretary of War, by agreement of the parties interested, upon 
a hearing of the allegations and proofs of the parties. 

Sec. 5. That this act shall be null and void if actual construction of the bridge 
or bridges herein authorized be not commenced within two and complete: 
within five vears from the date hereof. 

— > That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby express) 
reserved. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 0: 
the bill? The Chair hears none. 

The bill was ordered toa third reading; and it was accordingly rea‘ 
the third time, and passed. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, House bill 11758, on the 
same subject, ‘will be laid on the table. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. DICKERSON moved to reconsider the vote by which the bil! 
was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ENLARGEMENT OF MILITARY POST, PLATTSBURGH, N, Y. 


Mr. MOFFITT. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill (H. R. 608) making 
appropriation for the construction of new buildings and the enlargemen | 
ot the military post at Plattsburgh, N. Y., and I ask that the bill be 
now put upon its passage. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc,, That to enable the Secretary of War to enlarge the military 
post at Plattsburgh. N. Y., to the capacity of twelve companies, and for begi:- 


ning the construction of the necessary buildings, barracks, quarters, kitche), 
mess-hall,stable. storehouses, and magazines,there is hereby appropriated, from 
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any money in the Treasury of the United States not otherwise appropriated the 
om a? et the Secretary of War is hereby authorized to accept, free of cost 
to the United States, a donation of a tract of 500 acres of land for a target range 
and otber anieery pu at or near the post of Plattsburgh Barracks, New 
York: Provided, That in his judgment the said tract of land is tound to be in 
all respects adequate and suitable to meet the wante of the post, and that the 
title shall have been declared valid by the Attorney-General of the United 


States. 





this bill? 

Mr. KILGORE. Let the report be read. 

Mr. MOFFITT. Yes, Mr. Speaker, let the report be read for the in- 
formation of the House. It sets forth the importance of Plattsburgh 
as a strategic point in all the wars that have occurred in the North, 
and shows that it must always be an important point in military op- 
eratioas on our northern frontier. The report is very complete. It 
explains the situation fully, and when it is read I am sure the House 
will see the necessity for this legislation. 

The report (by Mr. KINSEY) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 608) 
making an appropriation for the construction of new buildings and the en- 
largement of the military post at Placteburgh, N. Y.,submit the following re- 


t: 
P piattsburgh is situated on Lake Champlain, in the State of New York, and on 
the Canada border. From the earliest history of the country it has been a mil- 


wards between the French and the English colonists. It was on the jine of march 
when Montcalm entered the territory of New York in 1756. It was part of the 
route taken by Burgoyne when he began the campaign which resulted in his 
defeat and surrender at Stillwater during the Revolution, 

It was again the arena in which the American volunteers successfully en- 
gaged the British army under Sir George Prevost in the war of 1812. It will be 
perceived that in all the wars between our Government and the sovereigns of 
the Canadas Lake Champlain has been considered a strategic point. It must 
ever remain so because of its vicinity to the Canadian border and tothe chief 
city of the Dominion, Montreal. 

The suggestion made by the General of the Army that, because of its strategic 
value, it ought to be made a permanent point of location fora regiment which 
would act as a nucleus for the formation of an army or corps in case of war 
with England is approved by the commnittee. 

It is near the Canadian border, is connected by lines of railway and a canal 
with the central portion of New York, giving easy modes of transport to troops 
and the material of war at any time. A concentration of troops on the lake 
would protect the country from invasion, and if intended for aggressi.e pur- 
poses the most convenient place for an invasion of Canada, being not more than 
a day's arch from the St. Lawrence River. 

Such a reservation and depot as is contemplated by the bill would be of in- 
estimable value (should war with England occur) as a rendezvous for volunteer 
troops from the Atlantic States. The committee call attention to the recom- 
mendatiuns of the General of the Army and Secretary of War, as follows: 


Wark DEPARTMENT, Washington, February 2, 1890, 

Sie: I return herewith House bill 608, ‘‘ making an appropriation forthe con- 
struction of new buiidings and the enlargement of the military post at Platts- 
burgh, N. Y.,” referred to this Department on the 15th instant, and invite atten- 
tion to the inclosed letter from the Major-General commanding the Army un 
the bill, and to the marked paragraphs on pages 5 and 14 of the accompanying 
copy of his annual report to the Secretary of War forthe year 1859, aud also to 
acne of the telegram from Hon. Smith M. Weed to Major-General schofield 
on the subject of the bill. 

I conctr in the recommendation of the Major-General commanding the Army, 
and strongly recommend favorable action on the bill. 

Very respectfully, 
REDFIELD PROCTOR 


Secretary of War. 
Hon, B. M. Cutcnroy, 
Chairman Commutice on Military Affairs, House of Representatives. 


HEADQUARTERS OF THE ARMY, Washington, D.C., February 19, 1890. 

Sr: Upon House bill 608, Fifty-first Congress, first session, ‘* making an ap- 
propriation for the construction of new buildings and the enlargement of the 
military post at Plattsburgh, N.Y.,” I have the honor to report that the posses- 
sion by the Government of a valuable military reservation, with some good 
buildings, at Platsburgh, suggests that point, rather than any other in that 
part of the country, tor military occupation. If it be admitted, as suggested in 
my annual report, that it is not expedient to make any additions "to the old 
fortifications or armament of the military posts along the northern border of 
the United States,” it becomes the more important ‘that a moderate force be 
maintained in barracks at tnose posts.”” 

At least one regiment of infantry and a battery or two of field artillery should 
be stationed at Piattsburch asa nucleus for the force, mostly State troops, which 


“would be hastily assembled there in any emergency, fur the purpose of crossing 


the northern borderand taking.possession of the channels by which an enemy 
might otherwise send armed vessels trom the Lower St. Lawrence into the 
lakes. I regard this a+ one of the most important features of the present mili- 
tary policy of the United States. 

The additional ar which is to be donated will not only serve as a target 
and drill ground the regular garrison, but will afford the necessary camp- 
ing ground for additional troops temporarily assembled there. 

fully recommend favorable action upon the bill. 
ery respectfully, 
x a. me gy ohne | 
jor-General, Commanding. 

The Secrerary or War. ti r 

The committee recommend the passage of this bil] with an amendment of sec- 
tion 2 thereof, so that said section shall read as follows: 

Sec. 2. That the Secret of War is hereby authorized to accept, free of cost 
to the United States, a of a tract of not less than 500 acres of land tor 


a target a and other military purposes at or newr the post of Plattsburgh 
em - ew York: Provided, That in bis judgment the said tract of land is 
fuund to be in all adequate and suitable to meet the wants of the post, 
ee that the tide lhave been declared valid bv the Attorney-General of the 

nited States: And provided further, That no part of said sum hereby appro- 
priated shull be expended until the aforesaid tract ot land shall have been con- 


' Veyed to and accepted by the United States,” 


anne Is there objection to the present consideration of 
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There was no objection. 

The amendments recommended by the committee and set out in the 
report were agreed to. : 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed, 

Mr. MOFFITT moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 


table, 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


ROBERT 8S. HARGOUS. 


Mr. QUINN. Mr. Speaker, I call up the joint resolution (S. R. 95) 
and ask unanimous consent for its immediate consideration. 
The joint resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved, ete., That the Secretary of State be, and hereby is, directed to de- 
liver to the person justly entitled to the possession thereof twenty-seven several 
Mexican bonds, dated September 3, 1845, nine thereof being each for the sum of 
$5 10u, five each for the sum of $2,000, four each for the sum of $1,000, four each 
for the sum of $500, and five each for the sum of $100, numbered, respectively, 
from 1341 to 1367, both inclusive: also nineteen several dratis, dated April 12, 
1462, one being for the sum of $66,171.69, and the remaining eighteen each for 
the sum of $16,542.92 7,and drawn by Emanuel Doblado, acting minister of 
finance to Mexico. on the Treasury of the United States, and all other papers 
relating to said bonds and drafts, or to claims of Louis 5. Hargous against Mex- 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of | passed; and also moved that the motion to recousider be Jaid on the 


i o presented before the American and Mexican Mixed Commission, numbered 


now in litigation before the courts of Mexico at the suit of Robert 5S. Hargous, 
administrator of said Louis 8S. Hargous, deceased. 

The SPEAKER, Is there objection to the present consideration of 
this joint resolution ? 

Mr. ANDEKSON, of Kansas. Let the report be read. 

Mr. QUINN. Mr. Speaker, I will make a briet statement. These 
bonds came into the estate of Louis S. Hargous, and they were de- 
posited in the State Department in the archives of the American and 
Mexican Mixed Commission. ‘There is no reason why they should 
be kept in the Department, and there is a letter trom the Secretary of 
State, Mr. Blaine, to the Senate Committee on Foreign Relations, and 
also to the House Committee on Foreign Affairs, in which he recom- 
mends the return of these bonds to the proper owners. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Let that letter be read. 

The letter to the House Committee on Foreign Affairs was read, as 
follows: 

DEPARTMENT OF Srate, Washington, June 10, 1890, 


Sm: Ihave the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the 9th 
instant, with its inclosures, relating to the delivery to the parties in interest of 
certain Mexican |onds alleged to have been erroneously deposited in this De- 
partment. Inreply I have to state that I know of noreasou for retaining these 
bonds on the files of this Department, but in order to determine which bonds 
the resolution intends to cover. it will be better to introduce in the resolution 
the name of the claimant as well asthe number of the case in which they were 
filed 


I have the honor to be, sir, your obedient servant, 


JAMES G, BLAINE. 
Hon. R. R. Hirt, 


Chairman Commitice on Foreign Affairs, 

Mr. HOLMAN. I understand that there is another letter. 

Mr. QUINN. The other letter is in the same terms and is addressed 
to the Senate committee. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the joint resolution ? 

There was no objection. 

The joint, resolution was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 

ssed. 

Mr. QUINN moved to reconsider the vote by which the joint resolu- 
tion was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table, 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

By unanimons consent, the House joint resolution of the same pur- 
port was laid on the table. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. HOLMAN. I move that the House do.now adjourn. 
The question was taken on the motion of Mr. HOLMAN; and it was 
rejected—aves 24, noes 40. 
Mr. HOLMAN. Regular order, Mr. Speaker. 
TheSPEAKER. The regular orderisdemanded, The regular orde: 
is the business on the Speaker’s table. First, there are two bills, H. R 
3070 and H. R. 5524, which were recalled from the Senate, and which, 
if there be no objection, will be referred to the Committee on Pensions. 
There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 
© MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 
A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
| that the Senate agreed to the amendment of the House to the bill (S. 
22805) to provide for the disposal of the Old Fort Lyon and Fort Lyon 
military reservations, in the State of Colorado, to actual settlers unde 
the provisions of the homestead laws. 
The message also announced that the Senate had passed, with an 
amendment in which concurrence was requested, the bill (H. R. 11773) 
granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Mary 8. Cushing. 
i} ‘The message turther announced that the Senate had passed with 
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amendment the bill (H. R. 2990) for the relief of J. L. Cain and others, 
asked a conference with the House thereon, and had appointed Mr. 
MitcHe.., Mr. Hiaoins, and Mr. Pasco conferees on the part of the 
Senate. 

The message further announced that the Senate had passed bills and 
a joint reso)ution of the following titles; in which the concurrence of the 
House was requested: 

A bill (S, 2623) to authorize the acquisition of lands for coke ovens 


and other improvements, and for right of way for wagon-roads, rail- 
roads, and tramways in connection with coal mines; 
A bill (8, 4161) concerning agricultural entries of land on which 


mineral deposits are subsequently found; and 
Joint resolution (8. R. 125) to extend the time of payment to set- 
tlers on the public lands in certain cases. 


REPEAL OF TIMBER-CULTURE LAW, 


The SPEAKER, as the next business on the Speaker’s table, laid be- 
fore the House the bill (H. R. 7254) to repeal the timber-culture law, 
and for other purposes, with amendments of the Senate thereto and a 
request for a conference. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the bill. 

Mr. PICK LER (after the reading had gone on forsome time). Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the further reading of the bill 
be dispensed with and that the conference requested by the Senate be 
agreed to. 

Several members objected. 

Mr. DUNNELL. This isa very important bill. It is wholly dit- 
ferent from the House bill, and it ought to be referred to the Commit- 
tee on Public Lands. 

The Clerk resumed the reading. 

Mr. KILGORE (during the reading). Mr. Speaker, I rise to a priv- 
ileged motion. I want to move that the House adjourn. 

Mr. McCREARY. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order that the 
gentleman can not make a motion to adjourn while the Clerk is read- 
ing the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will proceed. 

The Clerk resamed the reading of the bill. 

Mr. CUTCHEON (interrupting the reading). This amendment of 
the Senate is very long and it will take half an hour to read it. I ask 
unanimous consent that the further reading be dispensed with and 
that it be printed in the Recorp, so that the House may nowadjourn. 

Mr. PICKLER, LIobject. If unanimous consent can be had that 
the bill, without the reading of the Senate amendment, be referred to 
a conference committee as requested by the Senate, I have no objection. 

Several Mempers, Oh, no. 

The Clerk resumed the reading. 

Mr, ANDERSON, of Kansas (interrupting the reading). I rise to 
@ parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I wish to ask whether the Chair has 
not the power to withdraw this bill for the present. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN] has 
called for the regular order, and this is the regular order. 

Mr, ANDERSON, of Kansas. We would like to go home. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will proceed with the reading. 

Mr. McCREARY. I rise to make a parliamentary inguiry. If the 
gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN]should withdraw the call for 
the regular orrder, will a motion to adjourn be then in order? I be- 
lieve it will. mn 

Mr. PICKLER. The reading of the bill has not been finished. How 
cap it be interrupted ? 

Mr. McCREARY. 
quiry. . 
The SPEAKER. If the gentleman from South Dakota [Mr. Pick- 
LER] objects, that is equivalent to a call for the regular order. 

Mr. HOLMAN. From the hasty reading of the fourth section of 
this bill, it would appear to interfere very largely with the act we have 
already passed with regard to desert lands, 

Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. Yes; it does. 

Mr. PICKLER. The chairman of the Committee on Public Lands 

Mr. Payson], who would have charge of this bill, is not here now. 

y object is to have the bill sent to a conference committee for con- 
sideration, as requested by the Senate. If by unanimous consent the 
reading can be waived and the conference agreed to, I shall not object. 

Mr. WILSON, of Washington. But a number of us would like to 
know what is in this amendment. It seems to bean entire change of 
the bill as passed by the House. 

Mr. PICKLER. Then let it be referred to the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands. 

Mr. HOLMAN. There is no objection to that. 

TheSPEAKER. Thegentleman from South Dakota [Mr. PricKLER] 
asks unanimous consent that the bill with the amendment of the Sen- 
ate be referred to the Committee on Pablic Lands. 

Mr, WILSON, of Washington. And let the bill and amendment 
be printed in the Recorp, 

The SPEAKER. In the absence of objection, the bill with the 


I have the right to make a parliamentary in- 
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amendment of the Senate will be pri ted in the Rroorp and referred 
to the Committee on Public Lands. The Chair hears no objection, and 
it is so ordered. 

The bill is as follows: 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 
America in Congress ass That the act to amend an act entitled “‘An act 
to encourage the growth of timber on the Western prairies,”’ approved June 14, 
1878, and all laws relating to or authorizing timber-culture entries, are hereby 
repealed: Provided, That all entries heretofore made may be perfected to paten'! 
in accordance with the provision of said act: And provided further, That a 
contests initiated against timber-culture entries prior to the passage and ap- 
proval of this act shall be heard and determined in accordance with the laws 
rules, and regulations governing such cases and in force at the date of the pas 

» of this act. 

. 2. Thatany person who has made entry of any public lands of the United 
States under the timber-culture laws, and who has for a period of four years in 
g00d faith complied with the provisions of said laws, shall be entitled to mak 
final proof thereto, and acquire title to the same, by the payment of $1.25 per 
acre for such tract, under such rules and regulations as shall be prescribed b 
the Secretary of the Interior. 

Sec. 3. That no land acquired under the provisions of this act shall in any 
event become liable to the satisfaction of any debt or debts contracted prior t: 
the issuing of the patent thereof. 


The amendment of the Senate is to strike oui all after the enactin 
clause and insert the following: 


That an act entitled “An act to amend an act entitled ‘An act to encourage th 
growth of timber on the Western prairies,’ '' approved June 14, 1878, andal! laws 
supplementary thereto or amendatory thereof, be, and the same are hereby, re- 
pealed, except as tothe State of Nebraska: Provided, That this re 1 shall not 
affect any valid rights heretofore accrued or accruing under said laws, but a|! 
bona fide claims lawfully initiated before the passage of this act may be per- 
fected upon due compliance with law, in thesame manner, upon the sameterms 
and conditions, and subject to the same limitations, forfeitures, aud contesis as 
if this act had not been passed: And provided further, That the following words 
of the tast clause of section 2 of said act, namely, ‘‘ That not less than twenty 
seven hundred trees were planted on each acre,” are hereby repealed : And pro 
vided further, That in computing the period of cultivation the time shall run 
from the date of the entry, if the necessary acts of cultivation were performe¢ 
within the proper time: And provided further, That the preparation of the lan: 
and the planting of trees shall be construed as acts of cultivation, and the tim 
authorized to be so employed and actually employed shal! be computed as : 
part of the eight years of eultivation required by statute: Provided, That any 
person who has made entry of any public lands of the United States under the 
timber-culture laws, and who has fora period of four years in good faith com 
plied with the provisions of said laws shall be entitied to make final proof there 
to, and acquire title to the same, by the payment of $1.25 per acre for such tract 
under such rules and regulations as shali be preseribed by the Secretary of the 
Interior: And provided further, That no land acquired under the provisions of 
this act shall in any event become liable to the satisfaction of any debt or debt« 
contracted prior to the issuing of the final certificate therefor. 

Sec. 2. That an act to provide for the sale of desert lands in certain States an: 
Territories, approved March 3, 1877, is hereby amended by adding thereto the 
toliowing sections: 

“So. 4, That at the time of filing the declaration hereinbefore required the 
party shall also file a of said land, which shall exhibit a plan showing thx 
mode of contemplated i tion, and which plan shal] b- sufficient to thorough!) 
irri and reclaim said land, and pepe it to raise ordinary agricultural crops, 
and shal! also show the source of the water to be used for irrigation and reclama- 
tion. Persons entering cr proposing to enter separate sections, or fractiona! 
parts of sections, of desert lands may associate together in the construction of 
canals and ditches for irrigating and reciaiming a!l of said tracts, and may file 1 
joint map or maps showing their plan of internal improvements. 

“Spc, 5. That no land shall be patented to any person under this act unless he 
or his assignors shall have expended in the necessary irrigation, reclamation, 
and cultivation thereof. by means of main canals and branch ditches, and in 
permanent improvements upon the land. and in the purchase of water right« 
for the irrigation of the same, at least $3 per acre of the whole tract reclaimed 
and’ patented in the manner ae: Within one year after making entry 
for such tract of desert land as aforesaid the party so entering shall expend not 
less than $1 per acre for the purposes aforesaid; and he shall in like manner 
expend the sum of $1 per acre during the second and also duringthe third yea: 
thereafter, until the full sum of $3 per acreis so expended. Said party shall file 
during each year with the register proof by the affidavits of two or more credible 
witnesses, that the fall sum of $1 per acre has been expended in such necessar) 
improvements during such year, and the manner in which expen and at 
the expiration of the third ycar a map or plan showing the character and extent 
of such improvements. Ifany party who has made such application shall fai! 
during any year to file the testimony aforesaid the lands shall revert to the 
Uni States, and the 25 cents advanced payment shall be forfeited to the 
United States, and the entry shall be canceled. Nothing herein contained 
shall prevent a claimant from making his final entry and ——— patent 
at an earlier date than hereinbefore prescribed, provided that he t makes 
the uired proof of reclamation to the aggregute extent of $3 per acre: Pro- 
vided, proof be further required of the cultivation of one-eighth of the 


“ Spc. 6. That this act shall not affect any valid rights heretofore accrued un 
der said act of March 3, 1877, but all bona fide claims heretofore lawfully initiate: 
may be perfected, upon due compliance with the provisions of said act, in the 
same manner, upon the same terms and conditions, and subject to the samc 
limitation, forfeitures, and contests as if this act had not been passed; or said 
clai at the option of the claimant, may be perfected and ted under thi 
peovisions of enid act, as assended by this act, eo far es appl ; and all acts 
and parts of acts in conflict with this act are hereby repealed. 

“Sec, 7. That at any time after filing the declaration, and within the perio: 
of four years thereafter, upon making satisfactory proof to the register and t!:° 
receiver of the reclamation and cultivation of said land to the extent and co:' 
and in the manner aforesaid, and substantially in accordance with the pla: 
herein provided for, and that he or she isa citizen of the United States, an 
upon payment to the receiver of the additional sum of $1 per acre for said lan | 
_—— shall issue therefor to the icant or his assigns: Provided, howeve 

additional proofs may be required at any time within the period pr: 


seribed by law, and that the claims or entries made under this or any precedi:; 
act shall be subject to contest, as provided by the law relating to homeste.: 
eases, for il inception nment, or failure to comply with the r 


ulrements of law, and u satisfactory proofthereof shall be canceled, a: '! 
lands, and moneys therefor, shall be forfeited to the United States. 

* Szo. 8 That the provisions of the act to which this is an amendment, a! 
the amendments thereto, shail apply to and be in force in the State of Colorad. 
as well as the States named in the original act.” 

Swe. 3. That section 2288 of the Revised Statutes be amended so as to read «: 


lows: 
** Sec, 2288. Any bona fide settler under the pre-emption, homestead, or other 
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ment law shall have the right to transfer, by warranty against his own 
pes y= _ of his claim for church, cemetery, or school purposes, or for 
the right of way of railroads, canals, or ditches for irrigation or drainage across 
it: and the transfer for such public purposes shall in no way vitiate the right 
to complete and perfect the title to his claim.” 

Sec. 4. That section 2301 of the Revised Statutes be amended so as to read as 

ws: 

Orton 2301. Nothing in this chapter shall be so construed as to prevent any 
rson who shall hereafter avail himself of the benefits of section 2289 from pay- 
ng the minimum price for the quantity of land so entered at any time after the 
expiration of thirty calendar months m the date of such entry, and obtain- 
ing a patent therefor, upon making proof of settlement and of residence and 
cultivation for such pe: tod of thirty calendar months.’ 

Sec. 5. That whenever it shall appear to the Commissioner of the General 
Land Office that a clerical error has been committed, snch entry may be sus- 
pended upon proper notification to the claimant, through the local land office, 
until the error has been corrected; and after final proof of the claimant and the 
issuing of the duplicate receiver's receipt upon any final entry under the pre- 
emption, timber-cultare, desert-land, or homestead acts, or under this act, if it 
shall appear to the satisfaction of the Secretary of the Interior that such dupli- 
cate receiver's receipt has been obtained by fraud, although the final proofs 
may be in due form and prima faciesufiicient, the Secretary shall hold the entry 
for cancellation, and at once notify the claimant, which action shall become ab- 
solutely final, unless within sixty days from notice in writing served upon the 
claimant or other party in interest such party shall fille with the Secretary of 
the Interior a written request for a judicial investigation, in which case the 
Secretary shall suspend further action and file without delay with the Attorney- 
General of the United States notice of such suspension, with his reasons there- 
for; and itshall be the duty of the Attorney-General to commence proceedings 
at once in the proper court to cancel such entry, if, in his judgment, such pro- 
ceedings can be maintained; and if, in his judgment, such proceedings can not 
be maintained, or no proceeding shail be instituted one year after the filing in 
his office of the notice of the suspension, then a patent shall be issued upon such 
entry: Provided, That nothing herein shall be held or construed to impair 
the right of any bona fide purchaser or mortgagee of any such lands; and 
all purchasers, mortgagees, and parties in interest of record shall be made 
parties to such proceedings and may defend in their own right, and all en- 
tries made under the pre emption or homestead laws, in which final proof and 
pay may have been made and certificates issued, and to which there are 
no adverse claims originating prior to final entry, and which may bave 
been sold or encumbered prior to the Ist day of March, 1888, and after final 
entry, to bona fide purchasers, or incumbrances, for a valuable consideration, 
shall be confirmed and patented upon presentation of satisfactory proof to the 
Land Department of such sale or incumbrance. This section shall apply to ali 
cases of suspended entries heretofore made under the United States pre-emption, 
timber-culture, desert-land, and homestead acts: Provided, That after the \apse 
of two years from the date of the issuance of the receiver's receipt upon the final 
entry of any tract of land under the homestead, timber-culture, desert-land, or 
pre-emption laws, or under this act,and when there shall be no pending con- 
test or protest against the validity of such entry, the entryman shail be entitled 
to a patent conveying the land by him entered, and the same shail be issued to 
him ; but this proviso shal! not be construed to require the delay of two years 
from the date of said entry before the issuing of a patent therefor. 

Sec. 6. That suits by the United States to vacate and annul any patent here- 
tofore issued shall only be brought within five years from the passage of this 
act, and suits to vacateand annui patents hereafter issued shali only be brought 
within five years after the date of the issuance of such patents. And in the 
States of Colorado, Montana, Idaho, North Dakota, and South Dakota, and the 
gold and silver regions of Nevada, and the Territory of Utah, in any crimina! 
prosecution or civil action by the United States for a trespass on such public 
timber lands or to recover timber or lumber cut thereon, it shall be a defense if 
the defendant shall show that the said timber was so cut or removed from the 
timber lands for use in such State or Territory by a resident thereof for agri- 
cultural, mining, manufacturing, or domestic purposes, and has not been trans- 
ported out ofthe same. But nothing herein contained shal! operate to enlarve 
the rights of any railway company to cut timber on the public domain: Pro- 
vided, That the Secretary of the Interior may make suitable rules and regula- 
tions to carry out the provisions of this section. 

Sxc.7. That hereafter no public lands of the United States not heretofore of- 
fered at public sale, except abandoned military or other reservations, isolated 
and disconnected fractional tracts authorized to be sold by section 2455 of the 
Revised Statutes,and mineral and other lands the sale of which at public auc- 
tion has been authorized by acts of Congress of a special nature having a local 
application, shall be sold at public sale. 

«. 8. That nothing in this act shall change, repeal, or modify any agreements 
or treaties made with any Indian tribesfor the disposal of their lands, or of land 
ceded to the United States to be disposed of for the benefit of such tribes, and 
the proceeds thereof to be placed in the Treasury of the United States: and the 
disposition of such lands shail continue in accordance with the provisions of 
such treaties or agreements. 

Sec, 9, That until otherwise ordered by Congress lands in Alaska may be en- 
tered for town-site purposes, for the several use and benefit of the occupants of 
such town sites, by such trustee or trustees as may be named by the Secretary 
of the Interior for that purpose, such entries to be mare under the provisions 
of section 2387 of the Revised Statutes as near as may be; and when such en- 
tries shall have been made the Secretary of the Interior shall provide by regu- 
lation for the proper execution of the trust in favor of tlie inhabitants of the 
town site, including the survey of the land into lots, according to the spiritand 
intent of said section 2387 of the Revised Statutes, whereby the same result 
would be reached as thongh the entry had been made by a county judge and 
the disposal of the lots in such town site and the of the sale thereof 
had been prescribed by the legislative anthority of a State or Territory: Pro- 
vided, That no more than 640 acres shall be embraced in one town-site entry 

Sec, 10. That - citizen of the United States ne years of age, and 
any association such citizens, and any corporation incorporated under the 
laws of the United States, or of any State or Territory of the United States now 
authorized by law to hold lands in the Territories now or hereafter in posses- 
sion of and occupying public lands in Alaska for the purpose of trade or manu- 
factures, may purchase not exceeding 160 acres, to be taken as near as practicable 
in a square form, of such land, at $2.50 peracre : Provided, That in case more than 
One person, association, or corporation shall claim the same tract of land, the 
person, association, or corporation having the prior claim by reason of posses 
sion and continued congeten shail be entitled to purchase the same, but the 
entry of no person, associaiion, or corporation shall include improvements made 

or in possession of another prior to the paxsage of this act. 

Sec. 11, That it shall be the duty of any person, association, or corporation 
entitled to land under this act to make an application to the United 
States |, ex officio surveyor-general of Alaska, for an estimate of the cost 
of making a survey of the lands occupied by su-h person, association, or cor- 
peer aes cost ee work necessary to be done in the office of 

States marshal, ex officio surveyor-general ; and on the receipt of 
such estimate from the United ne Age nae officio surveyor-general, the 
« e 





said person, association, or corporat it the amount in a United 
States depository, as is required by section num 2401, Revised Statutes, 
relating to deposits for surveys. 
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That on the receipt by the United States marshal, ex officio surveyor-general, 
of the said certificates of deposit, he shail employ a competent person to ma 

such survey, under such rules and regulations as may be adopted by the Sec 
tary of the Interior, who shall make his return of his fleld-notes and maps tot! 

office ot the said United States marshal, ex officio surveyor-general; and the said 
United States marshal, ex officio surveyor-general, shall cause the said fleld-notes 
and plats of such survey to be examined, anx 





if correct, approve the same id 





shall transmit certified copies of such maps and plats to the off f the Com 
missioner of the Generai Land Office 

That when the said field-notes and plats of said survey shail have been ap 
proved by the said Commissioner of the ¢ eral Land Office, he shall not 


ny 
such person, association or corporat o shall then, within six months after 


such notice, pay to the said United States marshal, cr officio surveyor-genera! 
for such land, and patent shall issue for the sam 
Sec, 12. That none of the provisions of the last two preceding sections of this 


act shall be so construed asto warrant the sale of auy lands 
United States which shal! contain coal or the precious metals tov ite, 
or which shall be ocupied by the United States for public purposes, or which 
shall be reserved for such purposes, or to which the nativ of Alaska have 
prior rights by virtue of actual occu yn, or which shall be selected by the 


x to the 









' 
t 


United States Com missioner of Fish and yn the islands of Kodiac and 
Afoguak for the purpose of establishing fish-culture stations And allt 

land not exceeding 640 acres in any one tract now occupied as missiona 

tions in said district of Alaska are hereby excepted from the operation of t 
last three preceding sections of this act. No portion of the islands of the 
hylov Group or the Seal Islands of Alaskashal!l be subject tosale under this act 
and the United States reserves, and there shall be reserved in all patents issued 
under the provisions of the last tv I ling sections, the righ nited 
States to regulate the taking of salmon and to do all things neces 





tect and prevent the destruction of salmon in all the wate 
frequented by salmon. 


Sec. 13. That until otherwise provided by law the body of lands known 
Annette Islands, situated in Alexander Archipelago, in Southeastern Alaska, o 
the north side of Dixon’s entrance, be, and same is hereby, s part as a 
reservation for the use of the Metlakahtla Indians, and those people known as 
Metlakahtlans who have recently emigrated from British Columbiato Alaska 
and such other Alaskan natives as may join them, to be held and used by 
in common, under such rules and regulations and subject to h reat 
as may be prescribed from time to time by the etary of t Tinte ) 

Sec, 14. That town-site entries may be made by ineorporated towns and cities 
on the mineral lands of the United States, but no title shall be acquired by such 
towns or cities to any vein of gold, silver nel r leml, or to any 








valid mining claim or possession held underexisting law ' When mineral veins 
are possessed within the limits of an incorporated town or city, and such pos 
session is recognized by loca! authority or by the laws of the United States, the 
title to town lots shall be subject to such recognized possession and the neces 
sary use thereof,and when entry has been made or patent issued for such town 


sites to such incorporated town or city, the possessor of such mineral vein may 
enter and receive patent for such mineral vein, and the surface ground apper 
taining thereto: Provided, That no entry shall be made by such mineral-vein 
claimant for surface ground where the owner or occupier of the surface ground 


shall have had possession of the same before the inception of the title of the 
mineral-vein applicant 

Sec. 15. That reservoir sites located orselected and to be located and selected 
under the provisions of “An act making appropriations for sundry civil ex- 
penses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June W, 188), and for other 
purposes,’ and amendments thereto, shall be restricted to and shall contain 
only so much land as is actually necessary for the construction and maint 
nance of reservoirs; and that the provision of “An act making appropriations 
for sundry civil expenses of the Government for the fiseal vear ending June 30, 
1891, and for other purposes,"’ which reads as follows, namely, ‘ No person who 
shall after the passage of this act enter upon any of the public lands with a view 
tooccupation, entry, or settlement ounderany of the land laws shall be permitted 
to acquire title to more than 320 acres in the aggregate under all said laws 
shall be construed to inelude in the maximum amount of lands the title to 
which is permitted to be acquired by one person only agricultural lands and 
not to include lands entered or sought to be entered under the coal-land laws, 
mineral-land Jaws, or timber and stone act. 

Seo. 16. That the right of way through the public lands of the United States 
is hereby granted to any canal or diteh company formed for the purpose of irri- 
gation and duly organized under the laws of any State or Territory, which shall 
have filed with the Secretary of the Interior a copy of its articles of inecorpora- 
tion,and due proofs of ite organization under the same,to the extent of the 
ground occupied by the water of the canal and its laterals, and 3} feet on each 
side of the marginal limits thereof; also the right to take, from the public lands 
adjacent to the line of the canal or ditch, material, earth, and stone necessary 
for the construction of such canal or ditch. 

Sec. 17. That any canal or ditch company desiring to secure the benefits of 
this act shall, within twelve months after the location of 10 miles of its canal, 
if the same be upon surveyed lands, and if upon unsurveyed lands, within 
twelve months after the survey thereof by the United States, file with the regis 
ter of the land office for the district where such lind is located a map of its canal 
or ditch; and upon the approval thereof by the Secretary of the Interior the 
same shall be noted upon the plats in said office, and thereafter al! euch lands 
over which such rights of way shall pass shall be disposed of su!)ject to such 
right of way. Whenever any person or corporation, in the construction of any 
canal or ditch, injures or damages the possession of any settler on the public 
domain, the party committing such injury or damage shall be liable to tl 
party injured for such injury or damage. 

Sze, 18. That the provisions of this act shall apply to all canals and ditches 
heretofore or hereafter constructed, whether coristructed by corporations, in- 
dividuals, or association of individuals on the filing of the certificatesand maps 
herein provided for. If such ditch or canal hasbeen or sha!) be construeted by 
an individual or association of individuals, it shall be sufficient for such indi- 
vidual or association of individuals to file with the Secretary of the Interi 
and with the register of the land office where said land is located, a map of the 


line of such canal or ditch, as in case of a corporation, with the name of the 


1 


individual owner or owners thereof, together with the articles of association, if 
avy there be. Plats heretofore filed shall have the benefit of this act from the 
date of their filing, as though filed under it: Pro led, That if any section of 
said canal shall not be completed within five years after the location of said see- 


tion, the rights herein granted shali be forfeited as to any uncompleted section 
of said canal or ditch, to the extent that the same is not completed at the date 
of the forfeiture. 

Src, 19. Thatnothing in this act shall authorize such canal or ditch company 
to occupy such right of way except for the purpose of said canal or ditch, and 
then only so far as may be necessary for the construction, maintenance, and caro 
of said canal or ditch 

Passed the Senate with amendments September 16, 1890, 


Attest : 
ANSON G, McCOOK, Se 
Mr. McCREARY. I now move that the House adjourn. 
The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 5 0’clock and 20 
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 
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EXECUTIVE AND OTHER COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following communications were 
taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 


DEPREDATION CLAIM OF THOMAS E, OWEN. 


A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a communi- 
cation from the Commissioner of Indian Affairs and also affidavits rela- 
tive to the depredation claim of Thomas E. Owen—to the Select Com- 
mittee on Indian Depredation Claims. 


DEPREDATION CLAIM OF WILLIAM SLUSHER, 


A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a copy of a 
communication from the Commissioner of Indian Affairs and also affi- 
davits relative to the depredation claim of William Slusher—to the 
Select Committee on Indian Depredation Claims. 


RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rale X XII, the following resolution was intro- 
duced and referred as follows: 
By Mr. CASWELL: 


Resolved, That on Wednesday, December 3, 1890, after a morning hour of sixty 
minutes,the House proceed to the consideration of Senate bill No. 139, known 
as the direct-tax bill, and that at 4 o'clock of that day the previous question be 
considered as ordered on the bill and pending amendments; 


to the Committee on Ryles. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, reports of committees were delivered 
to the Clerk and disposed of as follows: 

Mr. THOMAS, from the Committee on War Claims, reported favor- 
ably the bill of the House (H. R. 12114) for the relief of Amos L. Al- 
len, survivor of the firm of Larrabee & Allen, accompanied by a report 
(No. 3184)—to the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, from the Committee on War Claims, re- 
ported favorably the following bills of the Senate; which were sever- 
ally referred to the Committee of the Whole House: 

A bill (8S. 163) to reimburse certain persons who expended moneys 
and furnished services and supplies in repelling invasions and sup- 
pressing Indian hostilities within the territorial limits of the present 
Siate of Nevada. (Report No. 3185.) 

A bill (8. 1910) for the examination and allowance of certain awards 
made by a board of claims to certain citizens of Jefferson County, Ken- 
tucky. (Report No. 3186.) 

A bill (S. 3461) for the relief of the trustees of the Methodist Epis- 
copal Church of Martinsburgh, W. Va. (Report No. 3187.) | 

A bill (S. 611) for the allowance of a claim in favor of Milton J. Duar- 
ham, administrator of Leonard Taylor, deceased, of Boyle County, 
Kentucky, for stores and supplies taken and used by the United States 
Army, as reported by the Court of Claims under the provisions of the 
act of March 3, 1883, known as the Bowman act. (Report No. 3188.) 

Mr, BROWNE, of Virginia, from the Committee on Pensions, re- 
ported favorably the bill of the House (H. R. 11534) to pension Mrs. 
Letitia Staenglen, accompanied by a report (No. 3189)—to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House. 

Mr. LEHLBACH, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, reported with amendment the bill of the Senate (S. 248) tor 
the erection of a public building at Tampa, Fla., accompanied by a re- 
port (No. 3190)—to the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union. 

Mr. THOMAS, from the Committee on War Claims, reported favor- 
ably the bill of the House (H. R. 7819) for the relief of William Doyle 
and the legal representatives of Hudson Cooper, accompanied by a re- 
port (No, 3191)—to the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, from the Committee on War Claims, to 
which was referred the joint resolution of the House (H, Res, 165) for 
the relief of Patrick G. Meath, reported in lieu thereof the following 
resolution: 

Resolved, etc., That the claim of Patrick G. Meath be, and is hereby 
to the Court of Claims to find and report the facts in the case as pro 
act of March 3, 1883, known as the Bowman act, and amended 
of an act“ to provide for bringing suits against the Government 
States,” approved March 3, 1887, 
accompanied by a report (No. 3192)—to the Committee of the Whole 
House. 

Mr. DUNPHY, from the Committee on Claims, reported favorably 
the bill of the House (H. R. 9611) for the relief of Emile M. Blum, 
late commissioner-general to the Barcelona exposition, accompanied 
by a report (No. 3193)—to the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. SMITH, of Illinois, trom the Committee on Claims, reported 
favorably the bill of the House (H. R. 2525) for the relief of John M. 
Giffin, accompanied by a report (No. 3194)—to the Committee of the 
Whole House. 

Mr. REILLY, from the Committee on Mines and Mining, reported 
with amendment the bill of the House (H. R. 6982) to submit to the 
Court of Claims for adjudication the title of William McGarrahan to 


, referred 
ded in the 
section I4 
the United 
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the mineral and other interests of the Rancho Panoche Grande tract 
of land in the State of California, and for other purposes, accompanied 
by a report (No. 3195)—to the Committee of the Whole House. 


BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills of the following titles were intro- 
duced, severally read twice, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. HOPKINS: A bill (H. R. 12129) to establish a branch mint 
of the United States at Chicago, in the State of Illinois—to the Com- 
mittee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. FEATHERSTON (by request): A bill (H. R. 12130) to pro- 
tect agricultural products—to the Committee on Agriculture. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles 
were presented and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. BROOKSHIRE: A bill (H. R. 12131) for the relief of Henson 
D, Pittman—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BURTON: A bill (H. kK. 12132) granting a pension to Ann 
Kenney—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DARLINGTON: A bill (H. R. 12133) granting a pension to 
Georgiana W. Vogdes—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DUNPHY: A bill (H. R. 12134) to correct the military rec- 
ord of Timothy Connolly—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. KINSEY (by request): A bill (H. R. 12135) to pension Chris- 
tian J. Davault,late private Capt. John R. Cochrane’s six mopths’ In- 
dependent Company, Missouri Militia—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

Also (by request) a bill (H. R. 12136) to pension Thomas A. J. 
Eaker, late corporal Capt. John R. Cochrane’s six months’ [Independent 
Company, Missouri Militia—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also (by request) a bill (H. R. 12137) to pension George W. Robins, 
late farrier, Capt. John R. Cochrane’s six months’ Independent Com- 
pany, Missouri Militia—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 12138) to pension Solomon Shanks, 
late private Capt. John R. Cochrane’s six months’ Independent Com- 
pany, Missouri Militia—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 12139) to pension Joseph Shrum, 
late private Capt. John R. Cochrane’s twelve months’ Independent 
Company, Missouri Militia—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LANGSTON: A bill (H. R. 12140) for the relief of the Nep- 
tune Works—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12141) for the relief of the South Brooklyn 
Works—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MOREY: A bil! (H. R. 12142) for the relief of Jacob Calvin— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. RUSSELL: A bill (H. R. 12143) granting a pension to Isa- 
bella L. Bailey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SMITH, of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 12144) granting a pension 
to Jacob F. Blessing, late a private of Company H. Thirty-first Regi- 
ment of Illinois Volunteers in the war of the rebellion—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WICKHAM: A bill (H.R. 12145) granting an increase of 
pension to Edwin H. Dill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WRIGHT: A bill (H. R. 12146) to remove the charge of de- 
sertion from Frederick Theodore Leavenworth—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 12147) to grant a 
pension to Elender Johnston—to the Committee on Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as tollows: 

By Mr. CARUTH: Petition of the superintendents and crews of the 
life-saving stations at Louisville, Ky., tavoring an increase of pay to 
all persons engaged in that service—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, petitions of the Board of Trade of San Antonio, Tex., and of 
the Commercial Travelers’ Association of Indiana, favoring the passage 
of House bill 11744, in regard to mailing-boxes at railroad stations— 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HAYNES: Petition of L. M. Clemons and others, for an in- 
crease of compensation to the superintendents, keepers, and surfmen 
engaged in the United States Life-Saving Service—to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

By Mr. O’FERRALL: Petition of John Soms, of Gage County, Vir- 
ginia, for reference of his claim for stores taken during the late war— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. RUSSELL: Petition for pension to Isabella L. Bailey—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STOCKDALE: Petition of citizens of Mississippi, for the 
building of a United States court building at Mississippi at Miss. — 
to the Committee on Pablic Buildings and Grounds, 
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SENATE. 
Fray, September 26, 1890. 


The Senate met at 12 o'clock m. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. ButLer, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. CULLOM presented a memorial signed by a large number of 
citizens of Champaign, Ill., remonstrating against the passage of any 
bankruptcy law; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. BLAIR. I present a letter from the Coal Rollers’ Benevolent 
Union of Louisiana, an organization numbering 1,700 colored men, in- 
closing their memorial protesting against the passage of the Conger 
lard bill, stating ‘‘ we have viewed this bill with great apprehension, 
affecting as it does an industry in which we and our fellow-citizens are 
deeply interested.’? They also pray for the appointment of a commis- 
sion to examine into the condition of the cotton industry and the effect 
of this bill upon that industry. I move that the letter and memorial 
be referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I present a petition of the Wholesale Grocers’ As- 
sociation of Boston, Masa, and also a like petition of the Wholesale 
Grocers’ Association of New York, praying for the passage of Senate 
bill 3991, known as the pure-food bill. I also present a similar peti- 
tion from Ross & Co., of Pittston, Pa. I move that these petitions be 
referved to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SPOONER presented the petition of Farmers’ Alliance, No. 67, of 
Burns, La Crosse County, Wisconsin, praying for the passage of the 
Conger lard bill; which was referred to the Committee on Agriculture 
and Forestry. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. FRYE, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 1978) to establish portsof delivery at Meridian, at Jackson, 
and at Greenville, in the State of Mississippi, reported adversely 
thereon, and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. HALE. By direction of the Committee on Naval Affairs I re- 
port back favorably, without amendment, the joint resolution (S. R. 
129) making an appropriation to purchase nickel ore or nickel matte 
to be used for certain naval purposes, I asx that the joint resolution 
lie on the table, as the House of Representatives has passed a similar 
measure, and when it reaches the Senate I shall ask it to take up the 
joint resolution I now report and substitute the House joint resolution 
for it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The joint resolution will lie on the table. 

Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, reported them severally without amendment, 
and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 6052) granting a pension to Martha A. Bowling; 

A bill (H. R, 9026) granting a pension to N. W. Leasure; 

A bill (H. R. 5835) to increase the pension of Mrs. Maria B. Judah; 


and 

A bill (H. R. 11650) granting a pension to Emily Fry. 

Mr. BLAIR, from the Committee on Pensions.to whom were referred 
the following bills, reported them each without amendment, and sub- 
mitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 6338) granting a pension to Eben Muse; 

A bill (H. R, 3796) granting a pension to Abraham Zimmerman; 
and 


A bill (H. R. 6916) for the relief of Adeline Bly, widow of a soldier 
of the war of 1812. 

Mr. PADDOCK, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them severally without amend- 
ment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 7375) granting a pension to Mrs. Susan A. Dean; 

A bill (H. R. 4825) granting a pension to Arthur Connery; 

A bill (H. R. 2002) granting a pension to Joann C. Morrison; and 

A bill (H. R. 4179) granting a pension to Nancy J. Dorlos. 

Mr. SAWYER, trom the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 9565) granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
> henge. reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 

reon 


Mr. DAWES, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 4424) to enable the Secretary of the Interior to 
complete the appraisement and sale of lands patented to certain Flat- 
head Indians in the Bitter Koot Valley in Montana, and providing for 
the removal of said patentees to the Jocko reservation, reported it 


without amendment. 
SALLIE DOUGLASS HARTRANFT. 
Mr. DAVIS submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendment of the House to the bill (3. 1840) granting a pension to Sallie 


Devuglass Hartranft, having met, after full and free conference have agreed to 
recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows 
That the House recede from its amendment to said bill, and agree to the same. 
Cc. K. DAVIS, 
PHILETUS SAWYER, 
Manaygers on the part of the Senate, 
E. N. MORRILL, 
S. A. CRAIG, 
CLARKE LEWIS, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The report requires no action by the 
Senate. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. SHERMAN introduced a bill (S. 4430) providing for the purchase 
of the Maltby House for the use of the Senate; which was read twice 
by its title. 

Mr. SHERMAN. 1 wish to state the reason why this matter has 
been deiayed so long. The Committee on Rules were of opinion early 
in the session that this property ought to be purchased. It was men- 


| tioneti and acquiesced in pretty generally, but at that time it was dis- 


covered that there was a controversy about the title, the parties owning 
the property being in litigation with each other. That litigation has 
finally been settled, and now the property is offered tothe Government 
upon the terms proposed in this bill. I ask that the bill be referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations, expressing my opinion that the 
offer ought to be accepted, if the property is to be purchased at all, 
Originally I think the proposition came trom the Committee on Rules, 
but I simply introduce the bill and ask that it be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 

Mr. DAVIS introduced a bill (S. 4431) to remove the charge of de- 
sertion standing against the name of Joseph G. Utter; which was read 
twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the 
Committee on Military Aflairs. 

Mr. SANDERS introduced a bill (S. 4432) for the relief of Henry 
R. Horr; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. 

Mr. INGALLS introdaced a bill (S. 4433) directing the payment to 
Thomas F. Richardville his fees and expenses as delegate for the West- 
ern Miami Indians, of Indian Territory; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Indian A ffairs. 

Mr. MORGAN introduced a bill (S. 4434) for the relief of Henry 
Bazinsky, administrator of Abraham Bazinsky, of Warren County, 
Missis<ippi; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4435) for the relief of T. J. Powell, ad- 
ministrator of Warren M. Benton, deceased, of West Carroll Parish, 
Louisiana; which was read twice. by its title, and referred to the Com 
mittee on Claims. 

Mr. SANDERS introduced a bill (S. 4436) for the relief of Ellen P. 
Clark; which was read twice by ita title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Indian Affairs, 

DISTRICT PUBLIC PARK. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. If there be no further morning business, 
that order is closed. 

Mr. INGALLS. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of the report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses upon the hill (S. 4) authorizing the establish 
ing of a public park in the District of Colambia. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The report isin order. The question is 
on concurring in the report of the conference committee. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, I have since the adjournment last 
evening read the conference report very careiully, as well as looked 
over the proceedings that preceded it in both Houses, I take it foi 
granted from what the Senator in charge of the bill, the Senator from 
Kansas [Mr. INGALLS], the chairman of the Committee on the District 
of Columbia, stated on the floor of the Senate last evening, that prob- 
ably at this late hourin thesession no better adjustment of the matter 
can be made than is contained in this report, and that its rejection 
would in all probability lead to turther delay, if not the entire post- 
ponement of securing this property. I therefore shall content myself 
with saying that I trust at some early date the Senator in charge of 
this bill, who isthe chairman of the commi' tee, will endeavor by proper 
legislation to adjust this matter so that it will te more equitable to 
the people of this District, and that the government of this park may 
be taken out of the hands of the military and put where it properly 
belongs, under civilians, either the commissioners of the District of 
Columbia or others, 

I regret to see that in the consideration of this bill the army office: 
assigned as one of the commissioners of the District of Colombia is 
alone selected to the exclusion of the two civilians. Itis true that the 
bill provides that the President shall appoint three other persons to 
act with the engineer officer in charge of the District allairs. But I 
think the provision is unfortanate, I think the whole tendency of our 
legislation in the past has been to place under the control of army offi- 





10458 


cers the construction of pablic buildings, the supervision of public 
parks, and other matters that properly belong tocivilians. I am aware 
that the Engineer Corps of the Army stand high, and that in all the 
works they have had under their charge they have conducted the affairs 
very well, and economically in all probability, but I do not believe 
that it is wise policy to assign officers either ot the Army or the Navy 
to employment where civilians alone have heretofore been engaged in 
the control. It seems, however, that we have reached a point in the 
history of the country when not only officers of the Army, but of the 
Navy, are constantly adding to their duties and making such en- 
croachments. I think it is to be regretted. I think it ought to be 
checked, 

At the same time I should not be willing to contest this report and 
delay it if I could, because I believe that the whole country is inter- 
ested in having this great national park here at the Capital. I think 
it has probably been already too long delayed. Ten years ago the 
property could have been had for less than half of its present value, 
and a delay for a year or two tonger I have no doubt would increase 
the cost of it half a million dollars, or more. 

I therefore shall content myself with voting for the report with the 
expression of the hope that the chairman of the committee will at the 
next session of Congress bring in a bill remedying the defects of this 
measure both as to the amount to be paid by the people of the District 
of Columbia and as to the government of the park. 

Mr. GIBSON. Mr. President, I have felt very great interest in the 
establishment of the Rock Creek Park. It is my fortune to be very 
familiar with the area of land embraced in it on account of my custom 
to ride a great deal on horseback. I do not believe that there can be 
found anywhere in the world a region of country more suitable for a 
public park than this. I think at the same time that we are placing 
an unjust burden upon the people of the city of Washington because 
it is proposed that they shall be taxed for one-halt of the expense. 
The National Government should pay for the whole of it, but 1 am 
80 anxious to see it established that I shall vote for the bill just as it 
is, hoping for amendments hereatiter. 

I think that the Senator from Maryland [Mr. Gorman] makes a 
mistake in supposing that this park is to be under the officers of the 
Engineer Corps of the Army. I find in section 7 of the bill ‘that the 
public park authorized and established by this act shall be under the 
joint control of the commissioners of the District of Columbia and the 
Chief of Engineers of the United States Army, whose duty it shall be,’’ 
ete. So it appears from the bill itself that the commissioners taken 
from civil life as well as the engineer officer, who constitute the gov- 
ernment of the District of Columbia, will have charge of this park. 

I have but one apprehension about the whole matter, and thatis that 
the engineers wil! go in there and despoi!l the park of its natural beau- 
ties. ‘The less work done upon it, the better. Ata point just beyond 
Blagden mill there is an elbow in Rock Creek forming a dell which is 
one of the loveliest spots in the neighborhood of Washington, and I 
hope that it, at all events, may be preserved just as itis. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. President, I shall vote against concurring in 
this report, because I do not think it was necessary to have provided for 
2,000 acres of land for a park at the cost which is to be incurred for it. 
There are 700 acres, I believe, in the park for the great city of New 
York, and I have never heard any complaint that that was not large 
enough. Why we should put 2,000 acres ina park here, and put some 
of it so remotely from the city as this is fer a park, I can hardly under- 
stand. Certainly the necessity ior 2,000 acres for a park does not ap- 
pear, especially when it is te be obtained at an expense of $600,000 to 
the District and $600,000 to the general Treasury, for of course the 
maximum will be reached, whatever that is, and it is just as well to 
say that that much shall be paid for the property. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, I have always been in favor of the 
establishment of thia park. Years ago, when the subject was first 
broached, it was supposed that the park could be purchased for about 
$200,000. I have no doubt it could have been purchased at that time 
for $200,090 or less. Then all this property was suburban. It is not 
fit for cultivation as farms. It is open land. Every one who has rid- 
den over it, as 1 have both on horseback and in carriages and in almost 
every way, knows that it is utterly useless for ordinary farming pur- 
poses. But the extension of the city streets and the extension of the 
city authority through the Distriet of Columbia has now made this 
property more valuable, so that probably it is worth six times as much 
to-day as it was twenty years ago when the subject was first broached. 
It was a great mistake not to buy it then, 

The Senator from Texas thinks that the amount of 2,000 acres is 
too much. I have no doubt that this will be the most valuable pur- 
chase ever made by the Government since the first foundation, because 
these 2,000 acres will increase enormously in value from year to year. 
The great mistake made in the bill, in my judgment, is that the Gov- 
ernment takes the corporation of Washington into partnership with 
it in this purchase, I think, in the first place—I hardly like to use 
the word, bat I regard it as a mean thing todo. The Government is 
able to pay for this property, and the District is not, There is no 
reason why the people of Washington should be compelled to pay for 
a portion of the property. The Government ought to own it. It 
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would be a good investment taking that narrow view, but in any way 
you look at it the Government ought to own it absolutely. 

Besides that, I do not think either the army engineers or the Dis 
trict commissioners ought necessarily to have any part or lot in i| 
We have now in the employ of the Government three men who a 
specially fitted for this particular work, men who have been trained }y 
life-long experience, and who have the taste, the experience, and t), 
ability to perform this duty especially, above all others, and I know 
no reason why an army officer is prepared for thiskind of work. We 
have here three gentlemen who have had charge of this magnificen‘ 
planting of trees in this city. All of them are landscape gardeners, 
all of them familiar with the selection of the ground to be taken and 
the lines of curvature, because it is a very irregular pieceof land tha: 
is appropriated by this bill, and the lines of curvature, the questio: 
of taste, have much more to do with it than the question of quantity. 
The boundaries of this reservation ought to be defined by men who 
know how the grounds can be improved, how they can be reclaimed, 
how a tree planted here or an open glade there will add to the beauty 
and value of the park. We have three men of that kind in the 
city of Washington, who are probably unsurpassed with but one ex 
ception. I know one, and that is the gentleman who prepared the 
plan of ornamenting the grounds about the Capitol. Those three men 
are admirably qualitied for this work. 

Mr. HARRIS. Will the Senator allow me to suggest to him thai 
the bill provides for the appointment of three civilian commissioners 
by the President, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Not to lay off the grounds. 

Mr. HARRIS, These experienced persons that the Senator refers 
> may be selected by the President, if the President chooses to select 
them. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I am very glad to hear it. I supposed the a 
complished Chief Engineer of the Army and the engineer commissione 
of the District of Columbia were the persons designated to prescribe 
the boundaries of this park. 

Mr. HARRIS. And there are three civilian commissioners besides. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Well, I am glad if they are to be added. Now 
in respect to any other objections that may be taken, it is only a ques- 
tion of the cost of the park, but it will be improving year by year. 

If the objections I have made—and I have not examined the repo: 
very carefully—have been met by the appointment of three civilian 
commissioners, I have no opposition whatever to make to the passage 
of the bill; indeed, I think the sooner it is done the better, and then 
I hope the Government of the United States next winter instead of ask- 
ing the city of Washington to pay a portion of this money especially 
for maintaining the park in the order which will be required, will re- 
peal that clause and assume the whole burden of this matter and with 
draw it from the District of Columbia. 

Another thing that is unjust is to assess any of the supposed bene- 
fits of this part upon the adjoining proprietors. We had some such 
experience as that in Ohio at one time, and the law was repealed 
there, and there were none but the absolute and direct benefits or in- 
juries to be considered. The idea of assessing a portion of this cost 
upon the truck farms and little patches that may be in the neighbor 
hood or near by, or that, in the opinion of speculators and land-grab 
bers, may be sup to be benelited by this park, it seems to me is 
not exactly the fair thing. 

I know a little off from the line of this park there are many persons 
owning lands in smal] quantities used for garden patches and who raise 
truck for market; and to put upon them a special tax in the nature of 
an improvement or benefit to them is, it seems to me, unjust. It is 
true they may, on selling their homesteads and little places, get an in- 
creased price for the land they have to sell, but most of them do not 
want to sell, and they should not be burdened with special taxes of 
this kind; but I suppose this has gone too far to have it changed nov 
and therefore I hope the report will be adopted and the bill passed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on concurring in the re- 
port of the conference committee. 

The report was concurred in. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. McPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following bill and 
joint resolution: 

A bill (S. 4322) to authorize the construction of a bridge across t!: 
Kentucky River and its tributaries by the Louisville, Covington a1! 
Cincinnati Railway Company, the Carrollton and Louisville Rajlroa: 
Company, and the Westport, Carrollton and Covington Railway Cow- 
pany, and their assigns; and 

Joint resolution (S. R.95) to surrender certain bonds, drafts, : 
other papers in the Depertment of State to Robert S. Hargous, sie. I 
istrator of Louis 8. Hargous, deceased. 

The message also aunounced that the House had passed the follow- 
ing bills; in which it requested the concurrence of tlie Senate: 

A bill (HL R. 608) erase a for the construction 0 
e and the enlargement of the military post at Plattsburgh, 
N. Y.; 
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A bill (H. R. 11154) to repeal part of section 6 of an act entitled 
“An act to divide the State of Iowa into two judicial districts,’’ ap- 
20, 1882; 
proved R. 11928) defining certain duties of the Sergeant -at-Arms | 
of the House of Representatives, and for other purposes; and q 
Joint resolution (H. Res. 228) authorizing the Secretary of the Navy 
to purchase nickel ore or nickel matte for use in the manufacture of 
nickel-steel armor, and for other naval purposes. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message further announced that the Speaker of the Ifouse had 
signed the following enrolled bills and joint resolution; and they were 
thereupon signed by the Vice-President: 

A bill (8. 179) granting a pension to Ellen Courtney; 

A bill (8. 577) granting a pension to Laura J. Ives; 

A bill (8. 626) granting a pension to Mary E. Williams; 

A bill (8. 754) granting a pension to James Malin; 

A bill (S. 768) granting a pension to Frederick H. Macke; 

A bill (S. 1059) granting an increase of pension to William W. Bliss; 

A bill (S. 1154) to increase the pension of James Johnston; 

A bill (S. 1237) granting a pension to Mary E. Crimmins, widow of | 
Patrick Crimmins; 

A bill (S. 1456) correcting the military history of David A. Park- 
hurst; 

A bill (8. 1468) granting a pension to Betsey A. Mower; 

A bill (S. 1480) granting a pension to Wick Morgan; 

A bill (8S, 1552) granting a pension to Louise Selden; 

A bill (S. 1640) granting a pension to Helen A. Beebe; 

A bill (S. 1696) for the relief of Asher W. Fester; 

A bill (8. 1705) granting a pension to Ira Manley; 

A bill (8. 1706) granting a pension to John Morgan; 

A bill (8S. 1712) granting a pension to Cynthia A. Gudgell: 

A hill (8S. 2086) to correct the military record of John Hinsmann, 
late of Company G, Eleventh Regiment Kentucky Cavalry; 

A bill (S. 2216) granting a pension to Mrs. Anna 8. Taylor; 

A bill (8S. 2238) granting a pension to Elizabeth Rumsey, army nurse; 

A bill (S. 2560) to increase the peusion of Nelson Monroe; 

A bill (8. 2597) to remove the charge of desertion from the military 
record of William 8, Bennett; 

A bill (8. 2750) to remove the charge of desertion against Almon R. 
Tobey; 

A bill (8. 3183) granting a pension to Amanda M. Smyth; 

A bill (S. 3191) for the reliet of Albert Shell; 

A bill (S. 3332) granting an increase of pension to Margaret FE. Pierce; 

A bill (8. 3342) granting a pension to Andrew Hopper; 

A bill (8. 3414) granting a pension to James Melvin; 

A bill (8. 3448) granting a pension to Clara H. McIntire; 

A bill (S. 3538) granting a pension to John W. Bennett; 

A bill (8, 3560) granting an honorable discharge to Almon Wetmore; 

A bill (8S. 3756) for the relief of William Elmendorf; 

A bill (S. 3816) granting a pension to Margaret D. Marchand; 

A bill (S. 3948) granting a pension to Morris Leavy; 

A bill (8. 3988) granting a pension to Joseph B. Sellers; 

A bill (8. 4209) granting a pension to Henry W. Haley; 

A bill (8. 4243) granting an increase of pension to Gurden L. Wight; 

A bill (8, 4254) granting a pension to Eliza Wallace; 

A bill (H. R. 571) extending the limit of cost for public building at 
Hoboken, N. J., to weet the requirements of site; 

A bill (H. R. 3857) to provide for the disposal of a portion of the 
United States military reservation at Baton Rouge, La. ; 

A bill (H. R. 7983) amending an act of Congress passed July 12, 1882, 
relative to fire limit of site of post-office and Federal building, Brook- 
lyn, N. Y.; and 

Joint resolution (S. R. 128) to correct an error in the act entitled 
“‘An act making appropriations for sundry civil expenses of the Govern- 
ment for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1891, and for other purposes,”’ 
approved August 30, 1890. 


JAMESTOWN AND NORTHERN RAILWAY COMPANY. 


ae VICE-PRESIDENT. The Calendar is now in order for one 
z 

The bill (S. 1816) granting a right of way to the Jamestown and 
Northern Railway Company through the Devil’s Lake Indian reserva- 
tion, in the State of North Dakota, was announced as first in order, 
-~ ie Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consid- 

n. 

The bill was reported to the Senate wighout amendment, ordered to 

be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MISSOURI RIVER BRIDGE AT QUINDARO, KANS. 


The bill (S. 4405) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Missouri River at the most accessible point within 1 mile above or 
below the town of Quindaro, in the county of Wyandotte and State 
of Kansas, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
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NICKEL ORE OR MATTE FOR THE NAVY. 
Mr. HALE. I call ap the House joint resolution No. 228, which has 
been received from the House of Representatives. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate a joint 


| resolution from the House of Representatives, which will be twice read 


by its title. 

The joint resolution (I. Res. 228) authorizing the Secretary of the 
Navy to purchase nickel ore or nickel matte tor use in the manufact- 
ure of nickel steel armor, and for other naval purposes was read twice 
by its title, and, by unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of 
the Whole, proceeded to its consideration. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to hear some explanation of that. 
Is it a House joint resolution ? 

Mr. HALE. It is a House joint resolution identical with the resolu- 
tion which was reported from the Committee on Naval Affairs. I hope 
it will be passed, and the Senate joint resolution can then be indefinitely 
postponed. 

Mr. CAMERON. I offer an amendment to the House joint resolu- 


| tion, which I send to the desk. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The Cuter CLerKk. It is proposed to add to section 1 the following 
proviso: 

Provided, That such nickel ore or nickel matte so purchased shall be equita- 
bly apportioned among the contractors for nickel-steel armor-plate for the ves- 


| sels herein described. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The question is on the amendment. 

Mr.GORMAN. Let it be again read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be again read. 

The Chief Clerk read the amendment of Mr. CAMERON. 

Mr. INGALLS. Now let the joint resolution be read as it will stand 
if the amendment be agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The jeint resolution will be read as it 
will stand if amended. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows 

Resolved, etc., Thatthe Secretary of the Navy is hereby authorized to purchase, 
at his discretion, nickel ore or nickel matte to be used in the manufacture of 
nickel-steel armor-plating for vessels already authorized or to be authorized to 
be constructed, and of armor-piercing projectiles, and for other naval purposes: 
Provided, That nickel) ore or nicke! matte so purchased shall be equitably appor- 
tioned among the contractors for nickel-steeh armor-plating for the vessels 
herein described. 

Src.2. That the sum of $1,000,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, is 
hereby appropriated for this purpose out of any money in the Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated. 

Mr. DOLPH. Of course I am not versed in the affairs of the Naval 
Committee, and I wish to ask a question for my own information. 
Where were the nickel plates which were experimented with at An- 
napolis manufactured? 

Mr. HALE, In France. The nickel plates were manufactured a 
the establishment of Schneider & Co. 

Mr. DOLPH. I understand they are forged steel plates with an 
alloy of 5 per cent. of nickel. 

Mr. HALE. The plate which stood the test so remarkably as to at 
tract the attention of the world is distinguished from other plates in 
the manner indicated by the suggestion of the Senator from Oregon by 
an alloy of about 5 per cent. of nickel, which gives greater tensil 
strength to the plate. 

Mr. DOLPH. I should like to inquire whether there are any other 
satisfactory tests of nickel plate for armor besides the one at An 
napolis. 

Mr. HALE. The matter has been before the naval world and the 
scientific world for some time, and experiments have been made lead- 
ing in this direction and to this result. There have never, I may say, 
been so complete and convincing tests of the relative merits of armox 
plate as were made at Annapolis in the two trials which have taken 
place within the last fortnight. That is the most complete and the 
most demonstrative test which has been made, 

Mr. DOLPH. Is the Senator able to state in a word what have been 
the results of other tests which have been made elsewhere—I mean in 
other countries? 

Mr. HALE. The tests that have been made at Muggiano, Abou- 
koff, Russia, at Havre, in France, and Woolwich, England, had little 
to do with the nickel plate. They were confined to steel and com- 
pound plates. There has been no test, as I have said, in a complete 

way until that under the Secretary ot the Navy at Annapolis. The 
result of that test was somewhat remarkable. Of course it is not in- 
tended that testing shall cease, and whatever is done will be done under 
the direction of the Secretary of the Navy; but that test demonstrated, 
if it demonstrated anything, and that in a remarkable way, that the 
nickel plate is far superior to either the solid steel plate of the French 
establishment or the compound plate of the Cammel Company which 
is the plate used unon English ships. 

I have photographs which show the result of the test, and it demon 
strates the use and benefit of the alloy of nickel to so great an extent 
that the Secretary of the Navy deems it essential that he shall while 
the opportunity offers, and it onght to be done at once, secure con- 
tracts for nickel enough to be used by the establishment that is using 
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this plate-forging as an alloy, which he can furnish them as we furnish 
other substances to contractors, charging them accordingly; and it wiil 
enter into and be a component part of the plate that is to be made. 

The Committee on Naval Affairs had a full hearing upon this sub- 
ject, in which the matter of tests was submitted to them, and the Sec- 
retary and the officers in charge of the Ordnance Bureau appeared, and 
the committee unanimously authorized the report. The Houseof Rep- 
resentatives have passed a joint resolution the same as ours, and it is 
very desirable that it should pass to-day. 

Mr. DOLPH. So that recommendation of the Secretary of the Navy 
and the action of the committee and of the House are based mainly 
upon the one experiment at Annapolis. 

Mr. HALE. 1¢ is based largely upon that, although the whole mat- 
ter had been in the mind of the Secretary and naval officers. 

Mr. DOLPH. I inquire whether the contracts have already been 
made for the armor for the vessels referred to. 

Mr. HALE. They have been made. 

Mr. DOLPH. So that it will require a modification of them. 

Mr. HALE. That is a matter which has been already gone over by 
the Secretary with the contractors, and they are entirely willing that 
thisintrod action of amalgamation of nickel as partof the plateshould be 
incorporated in their work, which has not proceeded in any respect so 
far that it can not be done conveniently. 

Mr. DOLPH. It will require, however, a modification of their con- 
tracts, and I suppose the nickel will be more expensive than forged 
steel. 

Mr. HALE. Nickel is, of course, per pound more expensive than 
forged steel, but the Government supplies that and gets the benefits 
in the new contracts. 

Mr. DOLPH. The benefit which the Government does receivein the 
way of reduction of price is a matter of agreement ? 

Mr. HALE. It is a matter of agreement between the Secretary and 
the contractors. 

Mr. DOLPH. Is that covered by an existing law? I suppose the 
original preposition provided for forged steel armor, did it not? 

Mr. HALE. No, there is no specitication. 

Mr. DOLPH. I wish to ask another qnestion. Can the Senator 
state what facilities there are in the United States tor furnishing nickel 
or where it can probably be obtained ? 

Mr. HALE. The great supply of nickel in the world is found in two 
places—in Canada at Sadbury and in New Caledonia. The Canadian 
mine is ownee.by our citizens, There is no question of duty upon it, 
and these gentlemen are entirely willing to furnish the Government 
with this nickel unless I may say—and that is one reason for action 
now—the owners of the mines can sell the entire product to foreign 
powers who are desirous of getting it. 

Mr. DOLPH. Does not the tariff bill which recently passed both 
Houses put nickel on the free-list ? 

Mr. HALE. Yes, all sent in crude, which is what is called nickel 


ig. 
Mr. DOLPH. I would ask whether there are any mines that are 
being worked in the United States. 
Mr. HALE. There is some product in Pennsylvania, but that has 


_ been to all intents and purposes exhausted. 


Mr. DOLPH. I observe that the Kepresentative from Oregon in the 
other House stated what I know to be a fact, that there are mines in 
Oregon. 

Mr. HALE. It does not in any wayinterfere. I wish to say before 
sitting down that I do not think there is any necessity for the amend- 
ment presented by the Senator trom Pennsylvania [ Mr. CAMERON]. 
The Secretary of the Navy in dealing with this subject of course, more 
than any one, has the responsibility of carrying out the great work of 
rebuilding the Navy, which has been adopted by Congress, upon his 
shoulders, and he wiil, in arranging with the contractors, do what is 
the best and wisest thing under the circumstances. I doubt the ad- 
visability of directing him in terms to apportion this among the con- 
traciors, That is what, of course, he will endeavor todo. I hope the 
Senator will not insist on his amendment. 

Mr. CAMERON, I shall insist upon a vote on my amendment at 
any rate. I think it is only proper that every person competing tor 
this work should have equal advantages. Some of the contracts have 
already been made and others will be made, and no advantages should 
be given to persons who are supposed to be more favored than others, 
All should be treated alike, and no advantage should be given to one 
that the ordinary manufacturer would not have. It seems to me that 
the amendment will do no harm at all. 

Mr. HALE, I do not think it has been claimed that the present 
Secretary has any favorites, as a rule. 

Mr. CAMERON. I know that, bat some otherSecretary might have. 

Mr. GORMAN. I have no objection in the world to the amendment 
of the Senator from Pennsylvania. I think that if the joint resolution 
is to pass it is very wise that the provision should be made. There- 
jore, if the Senator desires to take a vote upon that amendment, I have 
no objection to doing that and going on with what I have tosay about 
this resolution afterwards. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President—— 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Maryland yield to 
the Senator from Connecticut ? 

Mr. HAWLEY. I thought the Senator had concluded. 

Mr. GORMAN. Not yet. 

Mr. HALE. I am very desirous of hearing the Senator from Mary- 
land and I can not hear a word. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senate will be in order. 

Mr. GORMAN. This joint resolution, coming in as it does at this 
late hour of the session, appropriating an additional million dollars for 
the naval establishment, it seems to me is very extraordinary. The 
terms of the resolution itself are more extraordinary, in my judgment, 
than the proposition to increase the already very large appropriations 
which we have made for the naval establishment by $1,000,000. For 
the past six years, during the entire last Administration and during the 
present Administration up to this time, the management of the Navy 
Department has given great satisfaction to the people of this country. 
The system inaugurated by Secretary Whitney, and practically fol- 
lowed out and probably increased in its efficiency by the present able 
Secretary of the Navy, has been a matter that all Americans have re- 
ioiced at; but it was upon a theory well defined und adopted after long 
discussion, that, in the procurement of all the materia! necessary for 
the construction of vessels, contracts should be made on bids open to 
every manufacturer in the country. The result has been that three or 
four great establishments have been created and have given an impetus 
in the manufacture of steel and structural iron that was unknown in 
the history of the world until the past six years. In the construction 
of the vessels alone the Government shops have been in competition 
with the privateestablishments. But now comes the proposition under 
this resolution for the Government to enter into partnership in procur- 
ing the material that is used in the construction of the steel armor 

lates. 

’ Up to this time the ingenious and enterprising men engaged in the 
private manufactare of steel have been the ones to procure trom abroad 
by purchase and otherwise the right to use the various processes in the 
manufacture of steel, and all that the Government has done or at- 
tempted to do or can wisely, in my judgment, attempt to do, is to fix 
the standard of the steel that it desires to have placed ia these vessels. 
Hence the contracts were made and a close inspection of all the steel 
furnished that has been made from the very incipiency until the com- 
pletion of the plates and their attachment to the ribs of the vessels. 

These contracts have been made, and the steel is on hand to some 
extent, when suddenly, with only a single test, although it has been 
looked at heretofore and elsewhere in other countries—I mean with a 
single test of these plates at Annapolis—a very remarkable test, it is 
true, in support of the efficiency of this particular steel plate treated 
with nickel, a proposition comes in here at the very last hours of the 
session to increase the appropriation for the naval establishment from 
two anda half million dollars to three and a half million dollars, or 
another million dollars, and the Government is to enter into partner- 
sh p with the manufacturers. How will the Secretary of the Navy be 
able to hold the contractors responsible for the efficiency of plates to 
be made hereafter, when he furnishes a part of the material? If it 
comes, then, to the point of want of endurance or bad constraction, the 
contractor will say he is not responsible, and you will have more suits 
on hand than you have ever had before, at least since the spring of 
1885, when this new arrangement with the Navy Department began. 
It must be uneatistactory. 

Besides that, I think it is the height of unwisdom to place in the 
hands of any one officer of this Government a million dollars with 
which he may go out and buy nickel ore and nickel matte and to buy 
this material upon the basis of a single trial at Annapolis. 

We on this side can not probably stay this matter, but it does seem 
to me the height of unwisdom, and while I have great respect for the 
present honorable Secretary of the Navy and believe that he intends to 
perform his duty as taithfally as did his predecessor, this is, in my judg- 
ment, going back to the old system which was carried on for twenty 
years in this Department, and which resulted in the unanimous opin- 
ion of both parties in this country that it ought to bechanged. It was 
changed ,and, as I said, to the great gratification oi the American people. 
Now we go back practically to the old line, for this is the first step, of 
baying the material and going into joint partnership with the contract- 
ors whoare to make these plates hereafter. It can,have in the end but 
oue result, inefficient work for the Government, and extravagance, if 
not corruption, will follow in its wake. 

I do not believe, with all the improvements that are being made in 
metals, that it is wise, upon a single experiment at Annapolis, for the 
Government to enter at once into the market as a purchaser tor all the 
nickel in Canada. I am aware that the Senator from Oregon [Mr. 
DoLpu] has stated that there is adeposit in his State. There are sev- 
eral deposits in this country. It may be that with this large sum of 
money you can open up additional mines and find this metal here, but 
as the case stands now it is practically an appropriation to buy the 
product of a single mine in Canada. 

If the Government desires that metal, if this one single test is a 
demonstration that it is the best which can be used in the construc- 
tion of these vessels, the Secretary of the Navy has ample authority, 
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appropriation of two and a half million dollars, to change 
San eee Bethlehem works and change his contracts with 
Mr. Cramp and the other contractors who are coustructing these ves- 
sels, and provide that those plates shall contain a certain per cent. of 
nickel, and care should be taken that it is inspected in every process 
from the ore to the plate, as is done now and was done so satisfactorily 
under the last administration, and has been up to this time under the 
present administration. : 

There is ne necessity for this appropriation and this departure, ex- 
cept to give the administration, as I believe without proper considera- 
tion, in the last hours of the session $1,000,000 more of the people's 
money to be expended. ; 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President, by the rule under which the Senate 
has been acting by consent for the last two weeks, after the routine 
morning business one hour has been devoted to the consideration of 
the Calendar under Rule VIII. This is not a Calendar proposition. 
This is a matter which came over from the other House this morning 
and was laid before the Senate at once. I think it onght to proceed, 
with the understanding that when concluded an additional fifty-three 
minutes shall be devoted to the consideration of the Calendar, for we 
ouly consumed some seven minutes in its consideration this morning, 
when this subject wasinterposed. I ask that that understanding may 
be had. 

Mr. HALE. I think that is right. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair understands that the Calendar 
is to be under consideration for one hour, and with that understanding 


the Chair is of opinion that the time devoted to this joint resolution. 


should not come out of the hour devoted to the Calendar. 

Mr. BLAIR. If the debate upon this proposition is to continue, I 
shall reserve the right to interpose an objection at any time. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I shall be glad to say a few words avout the joint 
resolution. I am very sorry to hear the remarks of the Senator from 
Maryland [Mr. GoRMAN], and I wish it were proper to state all that 
we know about this matter. 

One of his points is that we have hitherto provided carefully that 
all material for our new ships and armor should be of American pro- 
duction. Now, the tendency of experiments for some time, and es- 
pecially the culminating experiment at Annapolis the other day, shows 
that if we are to make the best kind of plate, it should have 1 or 2 or 
3 per cent. or a fraction more of nickle in it. That is settled. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Five per cent. ; 

Mr. HAWLEY. The Secretary said three and a fraction, but it is 
known that it should be from one to five or anywhere along there. I 
think that is clearly decided. That is the judgment of armor and gun 
makers. Now, we have not enough nickel in this country. We can- 
not supply it. 5 

Mr. GORMAN. The Senator from Connecticut entirely misunder- 
stood me. : 

Mr. HAWLEY. I thought the Senator made the point that this 
was not of American production. 

Mr. GORMAN. Notatall. I understand perfectly that the party 
in power and a very large number of us here believe that is the right 
policy, and we have so required in the manufacture of guns. 

Mr. HAWLEY. It is theright policy. 

Mr. GORMAN. I made no reterence to the fact that this article was 
of foreign production. The point I make is that the Secretary of the 
Navy, if this resolution shall pass, will reverse the policy of the Gov- 
ernment by entering on the purchase of the material itself out of which 
these plates are to be made, and that it will lead to extravagance and, 
in my judgment, in the end tocorruption. We ought to rely upon the 


-manufacturers to procure their own material, as they do in the case of 


the steel plates. 

Now, Mr. President, if the Senator from Connecticut will permit me 
a word further, I wish to say that I purposely avoided any re‘erence to 
the improvement feature of this thing, noting at the same time men- 
tally that we have reached a point in the construction of our Navy where 
that policy can be carried out absolutely and rigidly as the majority 
party heretofore have intended that it should be. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I have heard these matters discussed elsewhere 
and among scientific men and among experts for a god while, and I 
know the precise situation of the case. I know that, to be valuable to 
the United States, quick action is necessary. I believe the transaction 

-to be not only wise, but in an eminent degree honorable to the eneryy 

and patriotism of the Secretary of the Navy, and | think that a pro- 
a diseuasion of the matter will entangle it and be an injury to the 
country. 

Mr. HALE, I agree entirely with what the Senator from Connecti- 
ent has said. This is a matter about which every well-wisher o! the 
country can have butone sentiment, There may be differences of opin- 
ion, like those developed by the Senator from Maryland. as to the man- 
ner of doing the thing, but that everybody desires that in this great 
work. which we have embarked in, of building up the Navy, the proper 
material should be put into the new ships, is an admitted fact. 

Now, this comes late in the session because the situation 
has heen ot late. The matter was brought before the Naval 
Committee in a very full meeting, and on seeing the facts every mem- 
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ber of the committee on both sides of the Chamber, representing both 
parties, said to the Secretary, ‘‘ We give you our God-speed, and this 
subject can hardly give rise to debate or to bringing out facts and cir- 
cumstances and situations that would embarrass the Secretary, but we 
will take hold and help carry it through tie Senate as a wise and pa- 
triotic measure.”’ 

Rather than take up more time in answering in terms the Senator 
from Maryland, I very much desire that we should get a vote upon this 
joint resolution. There is no departure irom the policy of the Govern- 
ment, excepting as the emergency requires a variation of it, and the 
Secretary can be trusted in this matter as we trust him in relation to 
the making of contracts. I hope we may dispose of the joint resolution 
promptly. 

Mr. PLUMB. Mr. President, I am perfectly willing to trust the 
Secretary of the Navy within certain reasonable limits in regard to all 
matters that come within his proper jurisdiction. I regard him asa 
singularly able, efficient, and patriotic person, animated by but one 
desire, and that is what is the best possible for the service ot which he 
is the head. Butit seems to me we are going off rathersuddenly upon 
this matter. Asingle experiment of plate manufactured, no one knows 
how and practically no one knows where, has seemed to demonstrate 
that a combination of iron and nickel makes a metal or substance which 
is better for armor plates than iron alone or steel alone. 

But, Mr. President, the plate which was tried at Annapolis was made 
in France. I am not informed that the plate was subjected in the proc- 
ess of manufacture to the inspection of Government officials, so that we 
do not know exactly what the compound was, It may be entirely dif- 
ferent from what we suppose it to be. It is a single experiment any- 
how. Of course I defer to those who have heard more than | have, but 
I have never heard of there having been more than one experiment 
made to test the comparative merits of steel alone and steel and nickel 
combined. 

The very first thing that will result from this is the legal conse- 
quences if this project shall be carried out, that the Government, and 
not the contractors, will become responsible for the quality of the plate 
furnished. No matter what amount of nickel may be furnished or 
what combination may be used, if the plates which result from this 
combination are what they ought not to be, the Government, and not 
the contractors, will be respoasible, and therefore it introduces a new 
element into all these contracts, and, instead of holding the contractor 
responsible for the character, the strength, the durability, or the effi- 
ciency of the plate which he is to make and with which we armor our 
ships, the Government assumes that responsibility alone. 

The Secretary of the Navy of course would not put plates on a ship 
that were not good. I agree tothat. But how do we know that it will 
not be discovered to-morrow that some other combination is even better 
than this, and if we are to do this thing, if we are to depart from the 
contract and from precedent, if we are to ignore all the safeguards with 
which we have surrounded this question of the construction of ships, 
why not say—and that would be better—that, if the Secretary ot the 
Navy in the progress of the construction of these ships shal! discover 
any material better than that which is now being used according to the 
contract or which may be supplied under the terms of the contract, he 
may contract for the substitution of that metal with such addition to 
the price as in his judgment may be correct in order to make up the 
additional cost to the contractor? 

Mr. President, there have been experiments in other directions made, 
equally interesting, but perhaps not on so large a scale, but to some 
extent as satisfactory as the one of which we have had information as 
having recently occurred at Annapolis. Theintroduction of aluminum 
into the pores of the iron. whereby the pores are filled in the first place, 
results in making the metal more dense, whereby also the refractory sub- 
stances are expelled, not only by reason of the introduction of alumi- 
num, but by reason of the fact that the metal remains liquid tor a longer 
period of time, whereby the gases and other substances, such as phos- 
phorus, sulphur, and things of that sort in the metal, are allowed to 
escape. The sudden congealing of iron after melting always prevents 
this escape of the gases, The increased rigidity of iron and steel by 
the introduction of aluminum tends to produce in many cases this 
very result. 

I do not say that for the purpose of putting aluminum against nickel, 
but I only say this is a good wide field, upon the borders of which alone 
we have toached, and I think it would be a great deal wiser (it we are 
to commit this discretion to the Secretary of the Navy to abolish these 
contracts and substitute something else) to say s» and let it apply in 
the very widest possible way and confer on him ample discretion and 
give him ample funds to meet that discretion, and let him avail him 
self of the best the market affords, nickel, if it is nickel, to-day, and 
aluminum, if itis alaminum, to-morrow, or a combination of those two 
and the steel besides, if that is found better. 

In other words, [ would put the Secretary in a position to avail him- 
self of the present condition of things and of what may be developed 
from time to time; bat ona single experiment to authorize him to pur- 
chase nickel—not that the contractors may purchase nickel, bat that 
the Fecretary shall purchase nickel to be furnished to the contractors 
whereby the discretion of the Government and the authority of the 
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Government and the risk of the Government are to be substituted for 
the risk and the discretion and the authority of the contractors as to 
the entire structure—if that is to be done, as it will be done if this 
resolution passes, we ought to say so directly, and, instead of saying it 
as to a single material, as the result of a single experiment not yet pub- 
lished, probably, in one-tenth of the papers of this country, we ought 
to say that, in view of these changing conditions, and they are such, 
and are so recognized every where, that we give to the Secretary author- 
ity to postpone contracts, to change contracts, and substitute new ma- 
terials in whole or in part for the materials which contracts made under 
the law now require. 

I object to this resolution because of these reasons, because it is a 
dangerous thing at the close of asession, when everybody is willing that 
almost anything shall be done that he is not absolutely certain is wrong, 
and we are al! waiting forthe words which shall dismiss us from along 
and tedious service and enable us to get away, to bring ina measure 
of this kind which overtarns the entire substance and effect of all the 
contracts and all the elaborate legislation we have provided heretofore 
in regard to the construction of ships. There is nothing leftof it; but 
simply on the result of two or three shots fired at Annapolis we propose 
to undo everything that has been done after years of patient labor to 
provide the ways aud means whereby the Navy may be built up with- 
out the resulting scandal which has come heretofore from unlimited 
executive discretion 

But I do not object now to the discretion if the Secretary of the Navy 
should say as to one ship or two ships as te any work which is to be 
done during the time that is to elapse before Congress again reassembles, 
within a two or three months’ limit until the first day of the next ses- 
sion, he ought to have discretion to experiment with one of these ships 
or twoofthem. Iam willing to say so; but I would make the chan 
of the contracts merely protanto. I would make it apply to a limi 
extent. I never would commit myself toa policy, following so narrow 
an experiment, that nickel should be purchased by the Government to 
be supplied to the contractors, as being the one thing needful to make 
improved armor for our ships and warrant us in getting away from all 
those safeguards which by the language of the statate we have placed 
around the exercise of executive functions in the construction of these 
ships. I would not commit myself at this momeat toa project of that 
sort. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to ask the Senator from Kansas a 
question in regard to the utilization of aluminam. I understand that 
it is now claimed by some company in Chicago that they can manu- 
facture it at about 15 cents a pound. I heard that they claimed that 
some time ago. 

Mr. PLUMB, It is claimed that alaminum can be manufactured a 
great deal cheaper than that. There is no metal that is so widely dif- 
fused, so plentiful in the world as alaminum. All clays practically 
eontain aluminum, some more and some less, but the difference in the 
value of the clay which contains the aluminum is not so much in the 
amount of alaminam, but in the absence or presence of refractory sub- 
stancesincombination, Butit has been stated to me on what appeared 
to be very good authority that alaminum can be made for 3 or 4 cents 
a pound. I am told that the added cost where it has been used in com- 
bination with iron is very slight indeed, and it is made by a cheap, in- 
expensive, and comparatively familiar process. But I do not dwell 
upon that except merely by way of suggestion to show that there are 
other fields of investigation besides nickel, and other combinations be- 
sides that of steel and nickel, which may be expected to yield some 
fruitful results in the near future. 

Mr, COCKRELL. I want to ask right in that line if the Senator 
has any in‘ormation or data in regard to experiments made upon steel 
or iron with the addition of aluminum or any compound of them. I 
think some years ago the Senator showed me a piece of iron that was 
supposed to have in some measure absorbed some aluminum, and I 
would like to know the effect of it and what the experiments have 
shown. 

Mr. PLUMB. Some months ago I was told by a gentleman con- 
nected with an establishment in New Jersey that in a factory there 
this process of combination was being used to the effect of not only 
making a very much better material, but by reason of thegreater liquid- 
ity of the material 30 tons could be made a day in place of 20 by the 
same machinery. But I do notspeak of this as evidencing that there is 
that definiteness of result which might be looked for or required in a 
case of this kind; but that that is to be one of the results of the combi- 
nation between aluminum and steel and iron for the a oa of making 
a better metal than either I have no doubt is to come in the nearfatare, 
if it has not already come. . 

All I want is that the Secretary shall have that wide authority to efi- 
able him to say, ‘‘ I have donethe best I could with relation to modern 
discoveries and not been limited to one single thing whjth may prove 
a dailare.’’ 

Mr. GRAY. The joint resolution which has been reported unani~ 
mously from the Committee on Naval Affairs after a meeting which 
was a full meeting, which every member of that committee attended, 
aud after a conference between that committee and the Secretary of the 
Navy, is one that seems to me ought not to receive much opposition in 
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its passage from the Senate after they understand the leading reason; 
which provoked the offering of the resolution. 

The circumstances in which we find ourselves in regard to nava| 
architecture are somewhat exceptional. It has been the good tortun: 
of the United States in its happy-go-lucky policy that during the las: 
quarter of a century we have not entered into the competition that has 
been going on all over the world between artillery and armor. Thos: 
costly experiments have been madé by other nations, by England, b 
France, by Germany, and we are now the heirs, so to speak, of the re- 
sults which have been arrived at from the experiments that have been 
made at the expense of other peoples. We have arrived at the point 
when the American people seem to think we can no longer pursue that 
policy and must make tor ourselves anavy. At the very outset, while 
these experiments are still being made, by what seems to bea very 
happy discovery, if the succeeding experiments shall vindicate the re- 
sults of the first test that was made at Annapolis the other day, it ap- 
pears that the combination of steel and iron armor is inferior to the 
amalgam of steel and nickel, which for the first time, by experiment 
made by the ordnance officers of the United States Navy at Annapolis, 
demonstrated its superiority to the other. 

The Secretary of the Navy, the Chief of Ordnance, and the gentlemen 
who are conducting these experiments seem to have been wide awake 
and alert and properly enterprising in this matter, and théy have called 
the attention of Congress to the necessity of pursuing these experiments, 
and if they shall vindicate the results of the first experiment, that we 
shall be able to reap the beneficial results to the naval architecture 
of this country which alone can make those experiments useful. 

Now, it so happens that the supply of nickel in the world is not depos- 
ited universally over the surface of theearth. Thesources of nickel sup- 
ply, I believe, are largely found upon thiscontinent. There is a nicke! 
mine in Canada and there are one or two deposits in the United States, 
but not in sufficient quantity in the United States to justify the belie! 
that if these experiments are to produce the same results that the first 
have produced we can hope to receive from the mines of the United 
States within our borders a sufficient supply to amalgamate the stee! 
needed for the armor of all the vessels which are now contracted for; 
and therefore the Secretary of the Navy, very wisely, I think, has 
asked for authority of law to purchase nickel in his discretion in such 
wise that he may be prepared to reap the results that may be demon- 
strated to be proper and useful by the continuance of these experiments 
which have been commenced at Annapolis, at the proving-grounds, that 
he may be able to provide for the Ordnance Department a supply of 
nickel, and prevent its being engrossed aud forestalled by competing 
nations that are quite as wide awake as we are, and who were proba- 
bly informed as soon as the public in the United States of the result 
of the recent experiments at Annapolis of the 8-inch gun on this plate 
of amalgam of steel and nickel. 

We should not be in such a situation and should not so cripple the 
executive hand of the Government that we can not in a businesslike 
way and on proper grounds be able to demonstrate and, as I said be- 
fore, reap the result of our own experiments and of the skill and en- 
terprise of our own ordnance officers, As I understand, the million 
dollars that is put at the disposal of the Secretary of the Navy {or this 
purpose will, in his opinion, enable him to control a sufficient amount 
of this nickel to supply the contractors, if it shall be demonstrated by 
a further line of experiments that that is the proper amalgam to make 
and is going to be the toughest and most capable of resistance of any 
of these armor-plates that have yet been constructed. 

Of course these experiments are expected to be carried on toa larger 
extent, The Secretary will then be, if this joint resolution passes, in 
a condition to avail himself of the results of our own genius and the 
experience and enterprise and skill and invention of our own people. 

I therefore think, Mr. President, it is eminently wise that under these 
exceptional circumstances, not reversing the policy, not making it a 

t in these matters, but solely upon the exceptional reasons | 
have given and others that might be given and are understood by the 
Executive, we should pass this resolution and give him the authority 
and the means to make fruitiul the course of experiments that he bas 
already entered upon. a 

Now, I for ne am perfectly willing to trust this discretion to the 
Secretary of the Navy. I do not think that there is any branch of 
this Government that is more wisely and more honestly administered 
than the Navy Department. I think, of allthe eminent Secretaries 
who have preceded the present incumbent of that office, none has better 
assured the people of the United States of the honesty and integrity 
and intelligence with whieh'the Department is administered thamthe 

t head of that Department, and I for one am_ perfectly willing 
te trust him on these ex i grounds with this discretion in re- 
gard to this purchase of nickel. 

It may be possible, b#t is not probable, that further experiments 
may lead to adifferent t than that which is now indicated. That 
is possible; but the which is purchased by the Secretary, lam 
sure, will be purchased in such fashion and-on such terms that there 
will be no loss to the United States, and the price at which it is bought 
and the manner in ‘which it is bought will insure the United States 
SSrincs dam, or 0 Wik pall lou indies dlmotion. i 
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- well take the risk, under the circumstances I have detailed, of a 
smal! loss in that respect in order not to be bound after these experi- 
ments are made, and absolutely disabled from going ahead and reaping 
the fruits of our discoveries, — i. 

I therefore hope that this joint resolution will pass and pass promptly. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I will not object to the amendment of 
the Senator from Pennsylvania. i 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment of the Senator trom Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PLUMB. I suggest that the joint resolution lie over until it 
can be looked into a little to see if it can not be further amended in 
such a way as to make it safer perhaps in any event. There can not 
be any question about it between to-day and to-morrow. Certainly 
for myself, having contributed somewhat to build up the most elaborate 
structure of legislation that clothed the Secretary of the Navy with 
more power than statute ever provided before, | feel a little bit against 
turning that over in the way which the Senator irom Maine proposes. 
Of course, he has had much more to do with it than I have had, but it 
is a dead give-away so far as the executive control is concerned. I hope 
he will consent to have the joint resolution go over until to-morrow so 
that it can be examined and we can see if there can not be something 
added to it which will make it a little bit more palatable and at the 
same time a little more certain that we shall not wake up at the next 
session, or at some other, feeling that we had put our foot into it. 

Mr. INGALLS. May I inguire what bill we are acting upon’? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The title of the joint resolution will be. 
reported. 

The SECRETARY. House joint resolution 228, authorizing the Sec- 
retary of the Navy to purchase nickel ore or nickel matte. 

Mr. INGALLS. When did that come to the Senate? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It came to the Senate this morning. 

Mr. INGALLS. It can only be read once to-day, except by unani- 
mous consent. 

Mr. HALE. The joint resolution was laid before the Senate and 
real twice, and taken up. 

Mr. INGALLS. Any Senator has a right to object at any stage to 
another reading of the bill, and if it is thought that there is not suf- 
ficient information it is in the power of any Senator, under the rule, to 
call for the regular order in connection with the parliamentary stage 
of the joint resolution. I have no desire to intertere, so far as I am 
personally concerned, but at the same time it is proper that those who 
are opposed to this joint resolution should understand that it is within 
their power to prevent the third reading to-day, that no consent can 
be given, because unanimons consent would apply only to the reading 
that was called for. ; 

Mr. HALE. There is no doubt about the point made by the Senator 
from Kansas [Mr. INGALALSs], and it is a poiat that can be:made on at 
least a large proportion of the legislation that we enact, so far as the 
Senate does enactit. We have at theend ofa session to depend largely 
upon unanimous consent for the doing of business, and it is one of the 
strong points in the Senate that under unanimous consent and under a 
liberal system of rules, with no coercion, the Senate does the business 
of the country. 

Now, if any Senator feels that this matter is one that ought to go 
over for a day and is inclined to invoke the rule, of course it must go 
over. Itisa very important measure. It is a measure in which there 
are no real dangers, It isa measure the failure of the passage of which 
may be attended withgrave difficulties and dangers, and] have been very 
desirous that we should get it through to-day. To-morrow we may be 
in the face of the tariff bill or other bills that are upon the Order of 
Business, and I should be very glad if we could come to a conclusion 
and vote upon this proposition. I have no fear that when the Senate 
votes upon it the joint resolution will not be adopted by the Senate. 
I am only seeking to avoid delay, and I should be very glad to havea 
vote now. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. If there be no further amendment as in 
to of the Whole, the joint resolution will be reported to the 

na 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, I trast the Senator from Maine will 
permit the joint resolution to lie over until to-morrew. I do not see 


that that can in any way interfere with its passage. There will be no 


trouble, so far as I am concerned, about getting unanimous consent to 
take it up tomorrow. This, however, is an extraordinary proceeding, 
and it appears trom what the Senator from Maine himself has said, and 
the Senator from Delaware, that there may be state reasons, which it 
is thought proper not to communicate to members of the Senate out- 


The Senator from Maine went so far as to say that al! patriotic men 
would be in favor of the of the resolution instanter. I confess 
there are quite a number of us who believe we are patriotic and are 
very anxious to give the Navy all that isnecessary. I have great con- 

in the present Secretary, as I stated when on the floor before, 


[ 


and hesitation here on this question is no reflection upon him, on his 
integrity or his ability; but this is the first time in my service that I 
¢ 
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have,known in a matter of construction of vessels of war, the purchase 
of material of any sort or description for the use of the Government, 


that the fullest and the freest information has not been given inside of 
the committee and outside of the committee. Now, I know nothing 
personally about the circumstance: irrounding this ca pt what 


I have gathered. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President—— 

Mr. GORMAN. One moment, if the itor will permit me, and 
I want him to have the benefit of what I say, so that he may throw 
light upon the subject. We know nothing except that which comes 


through the public press and through the s 3; from which we 
gather information about the doings and affairs of the Government, 
that five or six Americans have purchased a mine in Canada, which 
they claim is one of the greatest mines in the world producing 


nickel, It has not been profitable on their hands up to this time, and 
with the knowledge that the Governments which are trying the ex 

periment of the manufacture of plates composed of steel and of nickel 
from this mine, the process of which is not known except to the man- 
ufacturers, patented, as I am informed—of course, I do not claim tha 

this information is accurate—now comes the single test, having great 
success, as the officers of the Navy Department claim, at Annapolis, and 
on that single test a joint resolution is to be rushed through at the 
closing hours of the session, authorizing an officer of this Governmen 

to contract for the whole output of that mine. 

Now, it may be all right; it may be that the British Government o1 
the French Government are biddersin secret and that our officers have 
an advantage by outbidding them, and it requires a million dollars to 
take it; but I submit that Senators who have voted as | have for liberal 
appropriations of twenty-three or twenty-four million dollars for the 
Navy this year are entitled at least in private to some more information 
than we get, and it will not do for my iriend from Maine, whom | r 
spect, as he kuows, to intimate in his statement that every patriot 
man who wants to build up the Navy will be in favor of this measure 
It is possible I may be in favor of it. I have never hesitated, as the 
Senator knows perfectly well, to vote for most liberal appropriations for 
the Navy, to put in the hands of the present Secretary any power that 
Was necessary and proper to enable him to go on with the Navy, for I 
have great confidence in him and respect for him, but I do insist that we 
are entitled to alittle more light on this subject, and I hope the Senator 
will permit the joint resolution to go over. 

Mr. HALE. I rose, Mr. President, for the purpose of acceding to 
the suggestion that the joint resolution go over until to-morrow, all 
the more willingly because I know that in this matter Senators have 
the same patriotic purpose in view, whatever may have been their sug- 
gestions in the course of this debate or wherever they may sit in this 
Chamber. I have had too long experience with the Senator from Mary- 
land on this floor and upon important committees to in any way ques- 
tion either his patriotism or his singular good sense and wisdom as 4 
legislator; and I am all the more willing that the measure should go 
over to be called up to-morrow morning at the end of the routine mor 
ing business, because I would be glad for the Senator to inform him 
self more fully, not that I mean to intimate that he lacks information 
upon the matter or upon any phase of the subject that will tend to give 
more light. The more this is looked intothe more it will be seen that 
it is important now to pass it. The difference between to-day and to- 
morrow is not vital. 


I would say in answer to one suggestion of the Senator that the 
pauy which owns the Canadian mine has made a plate to be tested; 
that the Canadian mine people knew nothing whatever about it but 


the test made by the great establishments abroad; that each of the 
tests was furnished by the establishments abroad as their best spec 
men for resisting projectiles; and it is not a matter of any account to 
the owners of the Canadian mine whether the Government takes this 
or not. They can sellit abroad. They can sellevery pound that they 
can produce there and at larger prices than it can be bonght by ns. 

jut we are confronted with an emergency that has come about now in 
the last days of the session. We have got to act upon it and meet 
or reject it. I have no fear that the Senate, i/ this measure goes over 
until to-morrow, will reject the proposition, and therefore I consent 
that it may go over without any formal point of order being made, and 
I shall call it up, with the leave of the Senate, to-morrow morning d 
rectly after the routine morning business. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The joint resolution will go over. The 

renewed consideration of the Calendar will now commence, with fill 
three minutes remaining of the hour allotted to it 


FLORIDA LANDS. 


The next business on the Calendar was the resolution submitted by 
Mr. CALL in relation to the claims of Florida under the swamp-land 
grant. 

Mr.SAWYER. That resolutionisadversely reported. Letitgo ove 
under Rule IX. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It goes over under Rule IX. 

The next business on the Calendar was the resolution submitted by 
Mr. CALL relating to the improper and unlawiul selections under al- 
leged railroad and swamp and overflowed land grants in Florida. 
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Mr. PASCO, The same course may be pursued as to that resolu- 
tion. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will goover under Rule IX. 


LIST OF PRIVATE CLAIMS. 


Mr. SPOONER, I ask leave to submit a resolution at this time. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be received and read, 
if there be no objection. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate cause to be prepared an alphabet- 
ica! list of all private claims which bave been before the Senate, with the action 
of the Senate thereon. since the 4th day of March, 1881; and that he communi- 
cate the same to the Senate when completed, 

Mr. SPOONER. I suppose the resolution must go to the Committee 
on Contingent Expenses. It will involve, if adopted, ultimately an 
expenditure of money. 

Mr. PADDOCK, I should like to inquire of the Senator if the reso- 
lution is reported trom a committee. 

Mr. SPOONER, I was just stating that I supposed it must be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Contingent Expenses. It is not reported, 
but introduced. 

Mr. PADDOCK. The inquiry I made was whether it was reported. 

Mr. SPOONER, It is just introduced. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Then I suggest that it be referred to the proper 
committee having charge of such subjects. 

Mr. SPOONER, I say it must be sent to the Contingent Expenses 
Committee. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President, we can not hear a word of what 
is going on over there. 

Mr. SPOONER. I introduced the resolution with the statement 
that if it is adopted by the Senate it will involve ultimately the ex- 
penditure of some money, and for that reason I suppose it must be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Contingent Expenses. I ask that it be so 
referred. 

Mr. PADDOCK. The inquiry I put to the Senator from Wisconsin 
was if it had been reported from any standing committee having juris- 
diction of the particular subject covered by the resolution itself. I 
think it would be better to have it go to the Committee on Claims and 
get a report from that committee, and then reier it to the Committee 
on Contingent Expenses, I think that method has obtained generally 
in respect to such resolutions. For one, as a member of the Commit- 
tee on Contingent Expenses, I think it would be very desirable, and 
that committee would be gratified to have resolutions of this kind go 
> the committee having jurisdiction of the subject to first consider 
them. 

Mr. SPOONER. Similar work has been done by the Secretary of 
the Senate before under resolutions identical with this one, and it ueed 
not go to a standing committee to be reported on its merits. It must 
be quite apparent to any Senator, I think, that it is important to the 
Committee on Claims in the discharge of _its duties, and also to Sena- 
tors, that we may be able to turn to an index of all the private claims, 

Mr. PADDOCK, Undoubtedly it would be important. 

Mr. SPOONER, The Committee on Claims will have no farther 
meetings at thie session of Congress, I think, under the rule, the reso- 
lution ought to go to the Committee on Contingent Expenses. If the 
committee desire to report it back with the recommendation that it be 
reierred to a standing committee, that course can be pursued. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the resolution be again read, 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution. 

Mr. SPOONER. There is a list made up by the Secretary of the 
Senate to the 4th day of March, 1881. 

Mr. COCKRELL. There is a list from the foundation of the Gov- 
ernment. 

Mr. SPOONER. Yes, up to that date. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The list is contained in different documents, and 
some of them are accurate and some of them are not. ‘The first re- 
ports were published in quarto form, and they are quite large. Then 
there were two volumes of reports published some years ago bringing 
the list of claims presented tothe Sevate and House of Representatives 
down to 188]; and as this additional list cam not be completed in time 
for our use at the coming session it ought to include claims to the 4th 
of March, 1891, and the order onght to so specify. 

Mr. SPOONER. It would be a continuation of the record in alpha- 
betical form, a transcript of a portion of which heretofore printed I 
holdin my hand. It isan alphabetical listof private claims. Itshows 
in separate columns the name of the claimant, the nature or object of 
the claim, the Congress and session in which it was introduced and 
considered, how brought before the Senate, whether by petition, me- 
morial, or bill, the committee to which reierred, the nature of the re- 
port, the number of the report, the number of the bill, how disposed 
of in the Senate, whether laid upon the table, or recommitted, or passed, 
with a statemevt under the head of ‘‘remarks.’’ ‘These claims are 
ecominginall thetime. There are now over a thousand before the Com- 
mittee on Claims, and it seems to me quite obvious that this record 
should be completed, I think the suggestion which the Senator from 
Missouri makes, as all suggestions which he does make on such sub- 
jects, is a valuable one and onght to be adopted. 
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Mr. COCKRELL, There isno doubt that we ought to have th. 
index, and it ought to go up to the 4th of March next. 

Mr. SPOONER. I agree with the Senator. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Then it will be from the 4th of March, 1881, to 
the 4th of March, 1891. 

Mr. SPOONER. Let the resolution go to the Committee on ( 
tingent Expenses and they can report upon it. 

Mr. PADDOCK. As the precedents run in that direction, I with. 
draw my objection to a reference to the Committee on Contingent |x. 

nses. 

Mr. COCKRELL. First let the resolution be amended so as to take 
the index up to the 4th of March, 1891. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be so amended, an 
referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Ix. 
penses of the Senate. The next bill on the Calendar will be stated. 


OSAGE RIVER BRIDGE IN MISSOURI. 


The Senate, as inCommittee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 
bill (S. 2396) authorizing the construction of a bridge across the Osaye 
River at some accessible point in the county of Benton, in the State o/ 
Missouri. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Commerce with amend 
ments. 

The first amendment was, in section 1, line 3, after the word ‘‘Spring- 
field,’’ to strikeout ‘‘ Railway ’’ and insert ‘‘ Railroad;’’ so as to read 

That the Chicago, Hannibal and Springfield Railroad Company, ete, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 2, line 3, after the word ‘‘river,”’ 
to strike out ‘‘ beyond what is necessary to carry into effect the rights 
and privileges hereby granted ;’’ in line 9, after the word “‘ location,’ 
to strike out ‘‘ the topography of”? and insert ‘* the high and low water 
lines upon ;’’ in line 11, after the word ‘‘river,’’ to strike out ‘‘ the 
shore lines at high and low water’’ and insert ‘‘the direction and 
strength of the currents at all stages of the water, with the soundings 
accurately showing the bed of the stream and;’’ in line 14, after the 
word “‘ bridges, ’’ to insert ‘‘such map to be sufficiently in detail toenab!e 
the Secretary of War to judge of the proper location of said bridge;’’ 
and in line 20, after the word ‘‘ be,’’ to insert ‘‘ commenced or;’’ so as 
to make the section read: 


That said bridge shall be constructed and built without interference with the 
security and convenience of navigation of said river; and in order to secure 
that object the said company or corporation shall submit to the Secretary of 
War, for his examination and approval, a design and drawings of the bridye 
and a map of the lecation, giving, for the space of one-half mile above and on« 
half mile below the proposed location, the high and low water lines upon the 
banks of the river, thedirection and strength of the currents at all stages of the 
water, with the soundings accurately showing the bed of the stream, and the |o- 
cation of any other bridge or bridges, such map to be sufficiently in detail to 
enable the Secretary of War to judge of the proper location of said bridge, an i 
shail furnish such other information as may be required for a full and satisfac- 
tory understanding of the subject; and until the said plan and location of the 
bridge are approved by the Secretary of War the bridge shall not be com- 
menced or built. 

‘The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 3, after line 18, to insert: 

All changes in said bridge required at any time by the Secretary of War sha! 
be made at the expense of the persons or corporation owning or controlling sa! 
bridge. 

The amendment was agreed to. . 

The next amendment was, in section 5, line 2, after the word ‘' way,’’ 
to insert ‘* across said bridge and its approaches,’’ and in line 3, after 
the word ‘‘lines,’”’ to strike out ‘‘ across said bridge;’’ so as to make 
the section read: 

Src.5. That the United States shall have the right of way across said bridg 
and its approaches for such postal and telegraph lines as the Government may 
construct or control. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to add a new section, as follows: 

Src. 7. That thisact shall be null and void if actual! construction of the bri’ + 
herein authorized be not commenced within one year and cumpleted with 
three years from the date hereof. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senateas amended, and the amendment: 
were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read tic 
third time, anJ passed. 


LEAVES OF ABSENCE FOR POSTAL EMPLOYES. 


Mr. EVARTS. I ask that House bill 10086, which was passed over 
reserving its place, the other day, may now be taken up. It grants 
the opportunity of a vacation of fifteen days to the post-office cler):. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consider:- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 10086) granting leaves of absence to clerks 0‘ 
em ployés in first and second class post-oflices. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill was read when formerly cons /- 
ered, and the amendment of the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads was agreed to. 

Mr. REAGAN. When this bill was called up on a former occasion 
I objected to its further consideration, and it was allowed to pass over 
without prejudice, While I do not abate my opposition to the poli 
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of the bid and while I shall vote against it, I do not feel that I should | 
be quite justified in standing in the way of the Senate taking a vote | 


uv 





it. 
Phe VICE-PRESIDENT. If there be no further amendment as in | 
Committee of the Whole, the bill will be reported to the Senate. | 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill granting leaves of 
absence to clerks and employés in first and second class post-oflices, 
and to employés of the Post-Office Department employed in the mail- | 
bag repair shops connected with said Department.’’ 


PORTRAIT, OF JOHN PAUL JONES. 


Mr. VOORHEES. I beg the indulgence of the Senate to turn back 
to Order of Business 824, being the bill (S. 3397) for the purchase of 
George B. Matthews’s portrait of John Paul Jones, reported from the 
Committee on the Library some time ago and passed over in my ab- 
sence. It is the only portrait of him that we shall own if we purchase 
it, and it is an admirable work of art. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the | 
bill. It proposes to appropriate $750 for the purchase from George B. 
Matthews of his portrait painting of John Paul Jones. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ALTAMAHA RIVER BRIDGE. 


The bill (H. R. 10286) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Altamaha River was considered as in Committee of the Whole, 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Commerce with amend- 
ments, which were, in section 3, line 4, after the word ‘‘same,’’ to | 
insert ‘“‘and its approaches;’’ in line 6, after the word “‘ freight,’’ to 
strike out ‘‘over said bridge;’’ in line 8, before the word ‘‘shall,”’ to 
strike out ‘‘they’’ and insert ‘‘it;’’ and in line 11, after the word 
‘‘telegraph,’’ to insert ‘‘and telephone;’’ so as to make the section | 
read: 

That any bridge built under this act and subject to its limitations shall be a | 
lawful structure and shall be recognized and known as a post-route, upon which | 
also nv higher charge shall be made for the transmission over the same and its 
approaches of the mails, the troops, and munitions of war of the United States, 
or passengers or freight than the rate per mile paid for the transportation over 
the railroads or public highways leading to said bridge, and it shall enjoy the 
rights and privileges of other roads of the United States; and equa! privi- 
leges in the use id bridge shall be granted to all telegraph and telephone 
com ies, and the United States shall have the right of way across said bridge 
and its approaches for said postal-telegraph purposes. 


The amendments were agreed to. 


The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read | 


a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. FRYE. I move that the Senate request a conference with the 
House of Representatives on the bill and amendments. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the 
the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. Sawyer, Mr. Do.rn, 
and Mr. VEST were appointed. 


ADMINISTRATRIX OF GEORGE W. LAWRENCE. 


The bill (S. 3270) for the relief of the administratrix of the estate of 
George W. Lawrence was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Claims with an amend- 
ment to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

That jurisdiction is hereby conferred upon the Court of Claims to inquire into 
and determine how much the hull of the United States double-enders Agawam 
and Pontoosuc cost the contractor, George W. Lawrence, over and above the 
contract price and allowances for extra work, and to enter judgment in favor 
of Thankful Lawrence, administratrix of said George W. Lawrence: Provided, 
That the judgment shall not exceed the sum allowed by the board convened in 
ge ae of a resolution of the Senate of the United States, dated March 9, 


Aes Thomas O. Self was the president, the said allowance being 
set : in Senate Executive ment No. 18, Thirty-ninth Congress, first 
session. 


Sec, 2. That at the hearing or on the trial of any suit so commenced either 
party, plaintiff or defendant, shall have the right to use before the court any 
testimony or documents which may be relevant to and competent upon the 
issues joined between the parties, and that the proceedings, trial, decision, and 
judgment of the said court shall be had in the same manner as in all other 
cases before the said Court of Claims, and have the same effect; and that either 
per, aan or defendant, may appeal from the decision or judgment of the 
said Court of Claims to the Supreme Court of the United States in the same 
manner as now provided for in other cases. 


Mr. COCKRELL. Let a part of the report in that case be read, 
the report without the exhibits. It is short. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The report will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the following report, submitted by Mr. Hic- 
GIns September 19, 1890: 

_ The Committee on Claims, to wh ferred the bill (S. 3270) for the re- 
lief of the administratrix aides 0. Lawsenee, in ‘had ies ae 
consideration and respectfully report : 

George W. Lawrence, the d t, on the 9th of September, 1862, entered into 
two agreements with the United States, through the oe Department, for the 


construction of the hulis of two wooden double-enders, called the Agawam and 
Ponteosuc. The contract provided that the vessels should be launched within 
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| O. Selfridge, Chief Engineer Alexander Henderson 
| gomery Fletcher), and Paymaster C. H. Eidredge, 


| first session, 


| **Double-ender Agawam, wooden hull, G. W. Lawrence 


| the awards thus made 


Jice-President was authorized to appoint | 
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one hundred and twenty-six days, and then be delivered to the Government, 
who through other contractors would supply the machinery. Fifty days were 
allowed for the attachment of the machinery; whereupon George W. Lawrence 





| was to dothat work which followed and was necessary to secure the machinery 
in place. 

The fifty days for the attachment of the machinery expired in the case of the 
Agawam on June 10, 1863. and in the case of the Pontoosue on July 9, 1863, 
Through no fault of Mr. Lawrence or his agents, the machinery was not at- 
tached to the Agawam until December 9, 1863, and on the Pontoosuc until May 
16, 1864. During this prolonged time the advance in the price of labor and ma- 
terial accompanied the rise in gold prices, and this delay imposed upon the 


contractor, through no fault of his, the loss resulting 
and the employment of labor at the enhanced prices 
each vesse! was $75,000 

Mr. Lawrence « ompleted his to the Government. 
That they were satisfactory is manifest from the fact that his bills were enter- 
tained and considered by the Selfridge board, composed of Commodore Thomas 
succeeded July 8 by Mont- 
which convened at the 
Brooklyn navy-yard June 5, 1865, and continued in session for more than six 
months. This board convened under the following resolution of the Senate; 


IN THE SENATE OF 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy be requested to organize a board o! 
not less than three competent persons, whose duty it shall be to inquire into and 
determine how much the vessels of war and steam-machinery contracted for b 
the Department in the years 1862 and 1863 cost the contractors over and abov« 
the contract price and the allowance for extra work, and report the same to the 
Senate at its next session, none but those who have given satisfaction to the De- 
partinent to be considered. 

They reported (inter alia) (see Senate Ex. Dox 
ages 61,62) as follows 

**The board, after a critical examination of the bills of cost presented by the 
several contractors for vessels and steam machinery contracted for in the years 


from purchase of material 
he contract price for 


vessels and delivered ther 
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No. 18, Thirty-ninth Congress, 


| 1862 and 1863, who have appeared and made sworn statements, has de:ermined 


the excess of cost in the several cases over and above the contract price and al 
lowance for extra work to be as follows: 
$8, 610. 7 
* Double-ender Pontoosuc, wooden hull, G. W. Lawrence 8, 610. 77 
‘All of which is respectfully submitted, 
THOMAS O. SELFRIDGI 
Commodore and President of Hoard 
MONTGOMERY FLETCHER, 
“Ohief Engineer 
CHAS, H. ELDREDGE, 
** Pannarste 
*Tion, GIDEON WELLES, 
Secretary of the Navy, Washington, D. ¢ 


On January 31, 1866, this report was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs 
of the Senate, who thereupon, March 22, 1466, reported a bill for the payment of 
This bill (S. 220, first session, Thirty-ninth Congress 
In said report (No. 45, first session, Thirty-ninth Congress 


passed the Senate. 
the committee says: 

“From June till December last,the board organized by the Secretary of the 
Navy under the Senate resolution, composed of eminent officers of the Navy, 
was engaged in hearing evidence and investigating the claims of these parties 
Thatinvestigation seems to have been fairly, carefully, and thoroughly made 
It was by officers of the Department, and the award, which the committee be- 
lieve to be substantially right, should be adopted as the basis of relief to the 
parties, and therefore the committee report the accompaning bill.” 

Your committee recognize the merits of the claim, but recommend to the 
Senate the accompanying substitute, which gives to the claimant the oppor 
tunity to go before the Court of Claims and prove how much the vessels cost 
the decedent, but limits the right of recovery to the sum found by the Selfridge 
| board, 

Hereto is appended a copy of the contract for the Agawam. The contract 
for the Pontoosuc, entered into the same day, is identical with it in all its pro 
visions, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Thequestion is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment of the Committee on Claims. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
| was concurred in. 
| The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
| third time, and passed. 


RHODA BUCK. 


The bill (H. R. 8713) granting a pension to Rhoda Buck was con- 
| sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Rhoda Buck, widow of Hasson A. Buck, late 
of Company K, Seventh Michigan Cavalry Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MARK F. CARTER. 

The bill (S. 573) granting an increase of pension to Mark F. Carter 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to pay to 
Mark F. Carter, late a member of Company E, Second Kegiment of 
Ivwa Volunteer Infantry, a pension of $50 a month, in lieu of that 
which he now receives. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the report be read in the case 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The report will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the following report, submitted by Mr. SAW 
YER September 20, 1890: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 573) granting 

an increase of pension to Mark F. Carter, have examined the same and re 
port: 

In the immediately preceding Congress a bill was introduced granting an in 
crease to this claimant from $3 to %V0a month. He was at that time receiving 
the highest rate for his disability, as it then existed. provided for by the gen 
eral law, and the report of the committee was adverse. 

It appears, from evidence now in the hands of the committee, that his dis- 
ability is progressive, and that since the above report was made he has become 


almost helpless. The claimant was a member of Company E, Second Iowa 
Regiment, 
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John K. Price, of Feirfield, lowa, testifies that he has known him twenty 
years; that his health during that time has been very poor; and that he has 
never been able to do aday's aia that at the present time he is unable to per- 
form any manual labor; that it is not safe to leave him alone, and that it is 
necessary for some one to be with him all the time. Afflant knows these facts 
because be has been his near and intimate neighbor 

Dr. W of Giasgow, lowa, testifies that he has known him the last 
fifteen yeara, and has beca his physician six years; that he is to all intents and 
purposes helpless; that he is dependent upon his pension. 

A.G. Smith, postmaster at Lockridge, lowa, testifies that he has known claim- 
ant for years; that he is very weak and practically belpless; that he needs an 
attendant always at night and in cold weather; that he is always confined to 
the house 

Dr, R. B, Step mn, of Lockridge, testifies that Gaimant is suffering from 
heart trouble and nervous prostration ; that he is subject to smothering and 
sinking spelisat night, on account of which he needs an attendant. John Heron, 
of the same place, gives similar testimony; fromall of which itis apparent that 
his disability is progressive ; that he is unable toengage in any kind of employ- 
ment; that he is nearly helpless, and that he will never be any better. 

It is not doubted that his condition is due to his service. 

Senator Witson, of lowa, knows the witnesses and assuresthe Senator 
makes thi« report that they are reliable men. 

The billis reported favorably, with a recommendation that it do pass 


. Fordyce 
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The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 

be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
FORT RANDALL MILITARY RESERVATION. 

Mr. PLUMB. I ask the Chair to lay before the Senate the action 
of the House of Representatives on House bill 789. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT 
House of Representatives disagreeing to the amendments of the Senate 
to the bill (H. R. 789) opening to settlement a portion of the Fort Ran- 
dall military reservation in South Dakota and requesting a conference 
with the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon. 

Mr. PLUMB. I move that the Senate insist on its amendment and 
accede to the request of the House of Representatives for a confer- 
ence. 

The motion wasagreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the Vice-President was authorized to appoint 
the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. PLUMp, Mr. PADDOCK, 
and Mr, Pasco were appointed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MCPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following bills and 
joint resolution: 

A bill (8. 181) for the relief of the estate of Thomas Niles, deceased; 

A bill (S. 1195) for the relief of Snowdon & Mason; 

A bill(S. 3798) to authorize the Mobile, Jackson, and Kansas City 
Railroad Company to cross certain rivers in the State of Mississippi; 

A bill (S. 3852) to authorize the Eagle Pass Water Supply Company 
and the Compafiia Proveedora de Aguas de Ciudad Porfirio Diaz to con- 
nect their water-works communications across the Rio Grande River at 
Eagle Pass, Tex. ; 

A bill (8S. 3996) to repeal sections 3952 and 3953 of the Revised Stat- 
utes of the United States; and 

A joint resolution (S. R. 123) to enable the commission having charge 
of the preparation and erection of the statue, with suitable emblematic 
devices thereon, on one of the public reservations in the city of Wash- 
ington, to the memory of General Lafayette and his compatriots, to 
execute the purpose expressed in the concurrent resolution adopted by 
the two Houses of Congress on the 28th day of August, 1890. 

The message also announced that the House had agreed to the con- 
current resolution of the Senate to print the reports of the United States 
commissioners to the Centennial International Exhibition at Melbourne, 
1888. 

The message further announced that the House had passed the fol- 
lowing bill and joint resolution; in which it requested the concurrence 
of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 11627) to authorize the issuance of subpeenas for the at- 
tendance of witnesses before town-site trustees in Oklahoma; and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 214) extending the ‘‘ Act fixing the rate of 
interest to be charged on arrearages of general and special taxes now 
due the District of Columbia if paid within a time specified ,’’ to October 
31, 1890. 

ALIEN-LABOR CONTRACTS. 


Mr. BLAIR. I desire to call up House bill 9632, which was passed 
over without prejudice yesterday, being the alien-labor-contract bill. 
The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 
bill (H. R. 9632) to amend ‘‘An act to prohibit the importation and 
migration of foreigners and aliens under contract or agreement to per- 
form labor in the United States, its Territories, and the District of Co- 
lumbia.”’ 
Mr. PLUMB. I move an amendment, in section 5, line 14, page 5. 
After the word ‘‘actors’’ I move to insert the words ‘‘ musical or other.’’ 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be 
The Secretary. After the word “‘actors,’’ in line 14, section 5, 
page 5, insert the words ‘‘ musical or other;’’ so as to read: 
Nor shall the provisions of 1 
other artiste, en area ou Tanke clatosnn tn at ae 
Mr. COCKRELL. What will be the effect of that amendment ? 
Mr. PLUMB. Itsimply enumerates musical persons as artists, that 
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is, provided they have attained that skill in their profession which e 
titles them to recognition as such elsewhere or in this country. 

Mr. BLAIR. Artists in art or music? 

Mr. PLUMB. Artists in the art of music 

Mr. BLAIR. Experts? 

Mr. PLUMB. Experts; ‘‘ musical or other artists.”’ 

Mr. DAWES. All artists are in the bill now? 

Mr. PLUMB. Certainly, all artists are in the bill; and artists a 
permitted to come in now without reference to this bill; but the qu 
tion bas arisen under the present law under which the Treasury D 
partment seems to hold that a musician can not be an artist. 

Mr. DAWES. It is to cover that idea ? 

Mr. PLUMB. It is to cover that idea. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Thequestion is on agreeing to the amen 
ment of the Senator from Kansas. The amendment will be agreed t 
if there be no objection. If there be no further amendment offered 
the bill will be reported to the Senate. 

Mr. CARLISLE. I did not know that the amendment proposed b 
the Senator from Kansas had been disposed of. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It was not submitted to the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair announced that the amend 
ment would be regarded as agreed to if there were no objection. 

Mr. CARLISLE. I was waiting to offer an amendment myself. 

Mr. BLAIR. Iwould rather the Senate would act upon that amend- 
I do not know just how broad its scope might be. 

Mr. HARRIS. . Let the amendment be read again. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be again read. 

The Chief Clerk read the amendment of Mr. PLUMB. 

Mr. PLUMB. There would certainly not be any reason for inelud 
ing actors in the ordinary sense of the term dud excluding musica! 
artists. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Theamendment isstill pending, Iunderstand. | 
rose to offer another amendment, and will do so when this one is dis 

sed of. 

Mr. BLAIR. I do not suppose that includes the very highest orde: 
of musical artists. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be considered as 
agreed to, if there be no objection. 

Mr. BLAIR. But I wanted the Senate to act upon it. 

Mr. CULLOM. I rose for the purpose of asking the Senator who 
reports this bill, the chairman of the Committee on Education and 
Labor, to explain the difference between the bill under consideration 
and the two or three several acts heretofore passed with reference to 
this subject; for instance, ‘“‘the act prohibiting the importation and 
immigration of foreigners and aliens under contract or agreement to per- 
form labor in the United States, its Territories, and the District of 
Columbia,’’ approved February 26, 1885, and another one of the same 
general tenor, approved February 23, 1887; and there was still an- 
other one, I believe, after that. All of them seem to have for their 
purpose the prohibition of certain classes of people from coming to this 
country. What I desire is that the Senator should give a general ex 
planation of the scope and purpose of this bill and the difference be- 
tween it and the acts that have heretofore been passed. 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President—— 

Mr. CARLISLE. Will the Senator from New Hampshire before he 
proceeds allow me to propose an amendment ? 

Mr. BLAIR. The pending amendment has not been disposed of. 

Mr. CARLISLE. It has been agreed to, I understand. 

Mr. HARRIS. It was announced as to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. While it has been so announced from the Chair, 
it has been the understanding of the Senate that the amendment wa: 
not agreed to and the Senator from New Hampshire has been upon the 
floor saying it was not to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will put the question formally 
upen agreeing to the amendment. The question is upon agreeing to 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from Kansas. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CARLISLE. I move to amend, in line 15, section 5, page 5, by 
inserting after the word ‘‘ ordained ’’ the words ‘‘ or constituted ’’ and 
by striking out the words ‘‘ the gospel ’’ and inserting the word ‘“‘ re 
ligion.”’ The bill as it now stands reads ‘‘ regularly ordained minis- 
ters of the gospel,’’ and if passed in that shape would confine it alone 
to ministers of the christian religion and exclude Jewish rabbis and 
others, 

Mr. COCKRELL. Why? 

Mr. CARLISLE. Because they do not come in as ministers of the 
gospel. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment moved by the Senato: 
from Kentucky will be reported, 

The Carer CLerK. In section 5, line 15, after the word “‘ ordained,’ 
insert ‘‘or constituted ’’ and strike out the words ‘‘ the gospel ”’ an:! 
insert the word *‘ religion; ’’ so as to read: 

Lecturers, regularly ordained or constituted ministers of religion, learne:! 
professors, etc. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to ask the Senator from Kentucky 
whether this amendment would exclude the ministers of the Chinese 
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religion, those who conduct joss services, or the Mormons, or the min- Mr. BLAIR. I thinkif there can be unanimous consent to go on 
isters of anything else called religion. It seemsto me that the amend- | with this bill for a few moments we may complete its consideration. 
ment of the Senator from Kentucky isentirely too broad ; that aChinese Mr. CULLOM. I hope that will be allowed. Let us get the bill 


' 
minister conducting the services in their temple, worshiping at the | passed while we are upon it. There does not seem to be a disposition 
shrine of their joss, could come in under this provision, and also a Brah- | to discuss it. 
man, or 8 Mormon—and a great many Mormons are coming innow—}| The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there ection to th rther consid- 


and Mussulmans, or anything of the kind. I think the amendment is | eration of the bill? 


entirely too broad. | Mr. RANSOM, I will not object to it now, but un it is finished 
Mr. BLAIR. I expect that would be the effect of the amendment; | very soon I may be obliged to object to it. 

but this isa free country, free in religion as in everything else. | The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair hears no objection, and the 
Mr. CARLISLE. I suppose we do not propose to make a discrimi- | consideration of the bill will be continued. Thi estion is on agree- 

pation among the various religious beliefs. This simply permits them | ing to the amendment submitted by the Senator from Kentucky [Mr 


to come here. If they should be guilty of any action in violation of | CARLISLE]. 


our law after they come, of course they would be punished as others, Mr. HISCOCK. While the Senator from New Hampshire is refi 
The Chinese are excluded now by law, not because they are ministers | ring to section 3 of this bill, I desire to call his attention to the lan 


guage in lines 1 and 2. 

Mr. BLAIR. That isa matter which I had alluded to. The 
ator’s colleague has an amendment which he proposes to offer 

Mr. HISCOCK. Which is satisfactory ? 

Mr. BLAIR. It is satisfactory that he should move it. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I was not aware that my colleague had prepared 
an amendment. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Has the amendment of the Senator from 
York been offered ? 

Mr. BLAIR. It nas not been offered. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘Thequestion is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment submitted by the Senator from Kentucky | Mr. CARLISLE] 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PLUMB. I move to add after the word ‘‘artists,’’ in line 14 of 
section 5, the word ‘‘musicians;’’ so as to read: 


of religion, but simply because of their nativity and race. 

Mr, PLATT. Ido not think the Senator quite explains to the Sen- 
ate (at least I do not quite catch it; there has been a good deal of con- 
fusion here) the difference between a minister of the gospel and a 
minister of religion. I wish ke would do so. 

Mr. CARLISLE. As I understand it, this provision would entirely 
exclude Jewish rabbis, because they are not ministers of the gospel, 
but they are ministers of religion. Of course there is a little difficulty 
in selecting the exact language which would include just what we want 
to include, but it occurred to me that that was the very best phrase we 
could use. The bill as it stands now would exclude ministers ofevery 
religion whatever except the christian religion. It is confined alone 
to ministers of the gospel, thus making a distinction between different 
religious beliefs, which I do not think we ought to make. 

Mr. PLATT. If I may be permitted, having asked one question, to 
say another word, I do not think any one would desire to exclude 
Jewish rabbis, but there may be some persons who would come in under 
what might be called religion that it would be quite well for this 
country not to have included. 

Mr. BLAIR. This bill does not undertake to exclude or to interfere 
with religion or religious belief at all. It is designed to prevent the Musical or other artists, musicians, lecturers, regularly ordained or const 
introduction of alien contract labor. It seems to me that the amend- | ''°* ™'™!*ters of religion, ete 
ment which the Senator from Kentucky suggests can hardly be ob-| Mr. PLUMB. Mr. President 








, 
| Musical or other artists, musicians, lecturers, etc 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated 
| The Cater CLERK. In section 5, line 14, after the word ‘‘artists,’’ 
insert the word ‘‘ musicians ;’’ so as to read: 


jected to. j The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be considered as 


Mr. PLATT. I have no objection to it. 

Mr. BLAIR. There is the Jewish religion and the Mohammedan 
religion, and there are other religions, all of which we tolerate, and I 
do not see how we can well undertake to interiere with the right of 
religious belief by enacting legislation to exclude those who may teach 
those beliefs. 


| agreed to if there be no objection. 
| Mr. PLUMB, Very well; if there is no objection to it 
Mr. BLAIR. I object to that amendment. 
| ‘The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment offered by the Senator from Kansas. 
Mr. PLUMB. I wish to say in regard to the amendment that it 
Mr. CULLOM., I did not hear distinctly the amendment offered by | seems to me this proviso is designed to exclude persons who are not 
the Senator from Kentucky. I certainly think the persons he named | engaged in manual labor from the terms of the exclusion contained in 
ought not to be excepted from the bill as a class. , the preceding portion of the section. There are excepted professional 
e VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be again stated. actors, and J take it that that is done in order that there may be no 
The Chief Clerk read Mr. CARLISLE’S amendment. interruption of the pleasures which grow out of performances of a the- 
Mr. CULLOM, I suppose that while the amendment would admit | atrical and other character, and which are not bounded by the bound 
the class referred to by the Senator from Kentucky, it might also ad- ary lines of nations or anything of that sort, but which represent a 
mit persons coming here intending to preach the Mormon religion as | calling that is common to all the world, and that all the world desire 
well. I donot know whether that would be a class that it would be | to enjoy and have the pleasure of seeing and hearing the people who 
desirable to have admitted into this country more than we have them | bring new forms and styles of acting, etc., from foreign shores. If that 
now. However, what I desire to inquire is, of the Senator who reports is true, there is every reason in the world why artists should also be 
and has charge of this bill, whether it enlarges or modifies the scope of | included in this exception; and that has been done; and it has seemed 
the present law. to me that for just the same reason musicians should be included 
Mr. BLAIR. I have examined this bill in connection with the ex- Mr. HAWLEY. Will the Senator allow me to say that already we 
isting acts. It seems to be rather a combination or condensation of | have put in professional singers? That might be held to exclude 
what is to be found in the others into a single act. In some respects | musicians. 
it does not seem to me to be any more stringent, if as much so, as the Mr. PLUMB. I was just about to say in regard to that, and I have 





existing law. | before me the law, that some years agoa law was passed in which I 
Mr. CULLOM. I feared it was less stringent. That is the reason | moved to insert this word, I think, but the Treasury Department 
why I made the inquiry. seemed to stick in the bark and there was a good deal of tronble about 


Mr. BLAIR. In some respects; but it has been sent here with the | it, and Iwas appealed to to know the view which I had in mind in mak- 
impression that it was considerably more stringent at the points where | ing the motion toamend. Weareinthissamedomain again. It does 
difficulty has been found in the enforcement of the idea of the existing | not tonch upon the domain of manual labor. It is not competitive in 
law, which is to actually keep out alien contract labor. The third sec- | the ordinary sense of the term. Our musicians goal! over the world, 
tion is substantially the same as the existing law so far as the master | and similarly we want other musicians to come here. It seems to me to 
of a vessel is concerned, but in addition to the liability of punishment | be rather a narrow idea to exclude this class of people from coming 
placed upon the master under the law, as it now is, his vessel itself is | into this country. The art of music is not only widely diffused, but 
made liable to seizure, to be held, and he is subjected to penalty to a | it is the occasion of as much pleasure as any other art, not only to 
greater extent than under the existing law. There are one or two pro- | those who practice it, but to those who listen, and its profession anc 
visions with reference to the liability of the master not found in exist- | practice mark a high state of civilization. 

oo to which some objection has been made. The law as it now Mr. FRYE. A large number of teachers of music from Germany 
is holds the master responsible who shall knowingly bring within the | are now in this country. j 

United States, etc.. any such labor the introduction of which is pro- Mr. PLUMB. As the Senator from Maiue prompts me, there are a 
hibited by the act generally, and it punishes the man who knowingly | large number of teachers here now from Germany. 


brings such labor in here—— Mr. BLAIR. ‘They would come in under the amendment already 
The VICE-PRESIDENT (at 2 o’clock and 33 minutes p. m.). The | made. 

hour for the consideration of bills on the Calendar has expired. Mr. PLUMB. I hardly think so. The trouble is just this about it 
Mr. FRYE. About twenty miuutes of that hour was taken up with | As the bill already contains the word ‘‘artists”’ as a qualifying term, 

@ conference it might be held to exclude musicians. If the Senator from New 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. That has been taken out. Hampshire says that it does not exclude musicians, then there will be 
























ee gh ghee oe ee 
ie Ride re 
SER a 

LCE ee PK 


i 
ye 
St 


me \\a te 
ie 
mie 
me Aine 
7 - ie : 
; tet 
ey Hee 
be it 
ind 
es 
4 i 
is 
f ~~ s 
Flee 
Be 
Rh iwi4 
if Rt 


abeet 


= 


= Sy, 
aa 


wea ee A 
<< boleh 


[0468 


no harm in putting them in by an actual term of inclusion, and if he 
does think it excludes them, I beg to differ with him, with all respect, 
in regard to the opinion expressed. 

Mr. BLAIR. The idea of these exceptions is to allow those into the 
country whose skilled labor in art as well as in other occupations may 
be a source cf instruction to our own people. There is a large class of 
people in our country who get their living by their practice of music, 
pursuing it as an avocation. There are at least 20,000 who are in an 
organized musical union, a union of the common average laborers in 
music, you may say. They are called musicians; they call themselves 
musicians; and the term which the Senator would now insert in the 
bill would bring the common, average, every-day musician of Europe 
with his low prices and his low rates of compensation directly in com- 
petition with the general American musician. It is the object of the 
bill to exclude those as well as others who come in competition with 
those who practice the art as an avocation of common life. 

As the amendment which the Senator desired has been made, which 
does exclude all those who can give us special entertainments, who can 
give us instruction, who can afford a music to be imitated by our peo- 
ple at large, so that by the contact with them a general improvement 
in the art of music may come to our people at large, which amend- 
ment is entirely consonant with the spirit of the bill itself, I hope he 
will not press this other amendment, for it does bring the common 
street musician of Europe in direct competition with the musician of 
America, and it is a very large class. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Would the Senator from New Hampehire deprive 
the American citizen of the hand-organ and monkey? 

Mr. BLAIR. Oh, they get here as it is. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Iam astonished to learn that he would. 

Mr. BLAIR. But the contracting to bring them here in masses to 
break down the common business of the American musician I object 
to; at least the bill objects to it; and if those who are engaged in the 
common work of life are to be protected agains: that sort of competi- 
tion, if the miner is to be protected against it, with probably a hun- 
dred thousand people in this country who obtain their livelihood in 
this way, why onght they not to be protected against the contract 
musical labor of the Old World? 

Mr. GRAY. I should like to ask the Senator whether there is to be 
any protection to the people who have to listen to this street music? 

Mr. BLAIR. This bill will afford a great deal of it. It will pre- 
vent the wholesale competition from abroad, which is in the line of 
the Senator’s thought. The bill ought not to be amended in such a 
way as to destroy it. 

Mr. GRAY. The Senator from New Hampshire says he wants to 
protect the street music we already have. I should like tosee thestreet 
music we already have improved, and I think the people who have to 
listen to it have a right not to be disbarred from the chance of having 
it improved. 

Mr. BLAER. I do not think the Senator could claim that it would 
be improved by bringing here by contract large masses more of the 
same style as the present, and an inferior style of it. 

Mr. GIBSON. I suggest to the Senator while legislating on this | 
subject that I chanced the other day to be in a city not far from Wash- 
ington and when in conversation with the dean of the medical faculty 
of that city, an Italian was playing a hand-organ near by, and this 
professor told me there was a great trust in this country formed among 
the Italians and others who had hand-organs and monkeys. 

Mr. FRYE. Is that on account of the tariff? 

Mr. GIBSON. That is on account of the tariff which the Senator 
from New Hampshire proposes, and I think in order to break this trust 
in monkeys and hand-organs it would be well if wecould apply alittle 
free trade to this thing. I merely make the suggestion. 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President, I am a high protectionist. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLumB]. The amendment 
will be considered as agreed to, if there be no objection. 

Mr. BLAIR. I do notkeep up with the Chair, I should like that 
the question be put. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Senators in favor of the amendment will 
say ‘‘ay;’’ the contrary ‘‘no.’’ [Putting the question.] The ayes 
appear to have it. The ayes have it, and the amendment is agreed to. 

Mr. BLAIR. I should like to have the yeas and nays on that | 
amendment. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Now, let me say a word. 

Mr. BLAIR. No; I shall not ask for the yeas and nays, because I 
wish the bill to get through. We can dispose of that in conference. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Just let me say a word. The class of musicians 
the Senator refers to, the ordinary band players, will come over here 
without any contract and with the righttocome. Such a man knows, if 
he is a good player on any ote of the many instruments, that he will 
stand a fair chance in some one of the innumerable establishments to get 
employment, and there is no trouble about his coming atall. But I 
doubt very much whether under this clause Ole Bull could come over 
here under a contract to give a series of concerts, 

Mr. BLAIR. Oh, he is a musical artist, 
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Mr. HAWLEY. But that is the question you have been arguing 
exactly. 

Mr. BLAIR. Notatall. That amendment is made. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Very well, I have got the Senator’s point. Why 
then, does he put in ‘‘ professional singers?” 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I will inform the Senator that Ole Bull is dead. 
Mr. HAWLEY. The Senator is practical. He is dead, of cours: 
but his successor, if there ever will be one, could not come in unde 

that clause. Why use the words ‘‘ professional siugers? ’’ 

Mr. BLAIR. I think they are included in the words ‘‘ musical art 
ists.’? ‘* Musical’? was not before ‘‘artists’’ until the amendment 
already adopted. 

Mr. HAWLEY. There is no word “ musical’’ here. 

Mr. BLAIR. Yes, it has been inserted by anamendment. The ter: 
‘* professional singers ’’ was in the bill from the beginning and in the 
Jaw from the beginning, I think. 

Mr. PLUMB. I now move in section 5, line 16, to add after the 
word ‘‘singers:’’ 

Wor to any organization of musicians or orchestras. 

As I understand, organizations of mnsicians and orcaestras come ove: 
with actors, not only in connection with the performances of a high 
grade, but they come over themselves for the purpose of forming an 
organization, and this is in the same line. It seems to me that none 
of us want, I am sure the Senator from New Hampshire does not want, 
the question who shall be admitted under this section to be strained in 
the custom-house in such a way that some person may be excluded 
on technical grounds whom we want to havecomein. I amin entire 
sympathy with his view as to keeping out the people who come in com 
petition with those persons in this country who perform manual labo: 
that is to say, that we shall prevent them from coming here by con- 
tract; but the Senator will see that this is an entirely different field. 
Those persons who come here to perform manual labor to be con- 
tracted for by the year, by the week, by the day, go to particular places 
where the exercise of their functions displaces other labor already en- 
gaged in the sawe line. 

This is what Mr. Conkling would call ‘‘ the upper air and solar walk 
of things.’’ This is up in the domain in which the competition is of 
a different kind entirely. The pay for it comes from persons who are 
able to indulge in the luxuryof it, whether pooror rich, and certain) y 
these persons are as much entitled to come in as ordained ministers o/ 
the gospel, for I have no doubt the Senator would testify of his own 
knowledge that the ministers of the gospel in this country are th: 
poorest paid of all the people who labor, and if ministers of the gospe! 
from England, Germany, France, and all the world are to come in to 
compete with ourtwo or threeor four hundred dollar per annum preach- 
ers, I think it is straining the mattera great deal, and it would not 
put any more strain on it to let in these orchestras. 

Mr. BLAIR. I hope the Senator will not treatthe subject with such 
undue levity. 

Mr. PLUMB. I do not mean to treat it with levity. Iam just as 


| serious as the Senator, although I donot look so serious. [Laughter. | 


Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President-—— 

Mr. PLUMB. I beg the Senator’s pardon; I have moved the amend 
ment with perfect seriousness. It seems to me to make the fifth sec 
tion complete and to cover the very point spoken of a moment ago o! 
putting a construction upon similar callings by a custom-house officer 
who was not in sympathy with this divine art of music or with those 


| who practice it, and probably whose soul did not beat at all to the 


sounds of sweet music. 

Mr. BLAIR. The Senator should be cautious. He is evidently 
verging upon a point where he is inclining toridicule. Ifthere is any- 
thing in the amendment which has already been adopted, the phras: 
‘*musical and other artists ’'’ covers all that the Senator claims to de- 
sire to cover by this last amendment, and unless the entire musica! 
population of the Old World is to be let in free to compete with the averag. 
musician in this country, the amendment it seems to meought not to be 
adopted. Of course the bands of Europe can be hired to come here an‘! 
play at the head of our political processions for 25 or 50 per cent. of wha‘ 
an American band-player must have in order to live and support hi 
family; and to the musicians it is really a prettyserious matter. I do 
not know whether there is any music in the State of Kansas, but | 
imagine that there is, and that the Senator will find that the musician 
of Kansas would be opposed to an amendment of the kind he here pro 
poses. 

. But, Mr. President, I do not wish to take time with this bill, an: 
would like to have a vote. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President, if this, instead of being entitled 
**An act to amend an act to prohibit the importation and migration © 
foreigners and aliens under contract or agreement to perform Jabor i 
the United States, its Territories, and the District of Columbia,’’ wer 
entitled ‘‘ An act of fraudulent pretenses,’’ it would be nearer the trut!: 
than anything else. 

Mr. President, let us glance at this question and take a common 
sense view of it. On the 4th day of July, 1864, enacted 3 
law entitled ‘‘An act to encourage immigration,’’ which is found |) 
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volume 13, Statutes at Large, pages 385, 386, and 387. That law ap- 

propriated $25,000 to carry its provisions into effect, and authorized 

the appointment by the President of a commissioner of immigration 

with a twenty-five-hundred-dollar salary. Then section 2 provided— 
That all contracts that shall be made by emigrants to the United States in | 
foreign countries, in conformity to regulations that may be established by the | 
said commissioner, whereby emigrants shall pledge the wages of their labor | 
for aterm not exceeding twelve months, to repay the expenses of their emi- 
ration, shall be held to be valid in law, and may be enforced in the courts of | 
the United States, or of the several States and Territories; and such advances, 
if so stipulated in the contract, and the contract be recorded in the recorder’s | 
| 


office in the county where the emigrantshall settle, shall operate as a lien upon 
any land thereafter acquired by the emigrant, whether under the homestead 
law when the title is consummated or on property otherwise acquired until 
liquidated by the emigrant. 

And then in section 5 it was provided— 


That no person shall be qualified to fill any office under this act who shall be 
lireetly or indirectly interested in any corporation having lands for sale to im- 
migrants, or in the carrying or transportation of immigrants, either from for- | 
eign countries to the United States and its Territories, or to any part thereof. 
or who shall receive any fee or reward, or the promise thereof. 


Mr. CULLOM. What is the Senator reading from ? 
Mr. COCKRELL. I amreadingtrom thestatute itself. I have read | 
from the statute of July 4, 1864, to show what that law was for. I 
have read this part of section 5 to show that it was not for the purpose 
of inducing immigrants to come and settle along the lines of the rail- 
ways then being constructed to the Pacific Ocean and throughout the 
great West; it was not ior the purpose of settling up the untilled lands 
of the United States, but it was to put employ¢s in manufacturing es- 
tablishments. | 
| 

| 





That continued to be the law until February 25, 1885. On the 25th 
day of February, 1885, there was enacted a law entitled ‘‘An act to 
prohibit the importation and immigration of foreigners and aliens under 
contract or agreement to perform Jabor in the United States, its Terri- 
tories, and the District of Columbia.’’ The law of July 4, 1864, was 
made for the encouragement of the importation under contracts made 
in foreign countries of the servile labor of the world, to bring those 
laborers bere and put them in the manufacturing establishments, and 
it offered a bounty upon them practically. 

Mr. PLATT. Will the Senator allow me one word” 

Mr. COCKRELL. Certainly, I will. 

Mr. PLATT. If the Senator will examine the reports that were 
made in favor of that law, he will find that it was put upon the ground 
that so many people had been drained from the farms of the United 
States there were not enough left to cultivate the farms, and it was 
asked that foreign labor might be introduced in order that farms might 
be cultivated. If he will examine the reports—— 

Mr. COCKRELL. I have read every report that was made on that 
question, and I say to the Senator that he is mistaken. It was not 
placed upon the ground of bringing farm laborers here, but it was 
placed upon the ground of bringing laborers here for the manufactur- 
ing eetablishments. There was a prohibitory clause inserted in the 
law that no corporation, no railroad company that had any lands for 
sale should have anything to do with the officers of this company, one 
of whom got $2,500 a year, but the superintendent of a manufactur- 
ing company could be the president of this company and get $2,500 a 
year. There was no mistake in the object of the law. Take the re- 
ports that were made at the time, take the discussion, and it was for 
the express purpose of furnishing labor, cheap labor, in the mannfact- 
uring establishments of this country, and those laborers were brought 
there and they have been kept there ever since. No effort was made 
to prevent the importation of that kind of contract labor until the pas- 
sage of the law of February 26, 1885. 

I shall ask that this law—it is not very long—may be inserted in my 
remarks, that we may have a history of this question continvously. 

Mr. BLAIR. I have no objection. 

Mr. DAWES. Has the Senator got the report here that he will read 
from to show what the purpose of the law was? 

Mr. COCKRELL. It shows upon the face what the purpose of the 
law was.‘ A blind man can see it. 

Mr. DAWES. I thought the Senator said he had the reports. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I havethem, bound up, but not at my desk. I 
can get them and bring them here. 

Mr. DAWES. My memory would contradict the statement of the 
Senator from Missouri. I was in the House of Kepresentatives when 
that act was passed, and my memory does not serve me precisely as 
the Senator’s. I did not know but that he had the report here. 

Mr. COCKRELL, I have ail the reports, every one of them. 

Mr. DAWES. I understood that the purpose of that law was to fill 
up and supply the dearth of labor, both on the farms and on railroads, 
especially those transcontinental railroads that were being built at that 
time. That was my memory, and I did not know but that the Sena- 
tor might have the report, so that he could show which was right. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I expected the Senator would bring in that very 
point, and I am exceedingly gratified that he has done so. Was it for 
Se pecpeee S eeanien labor on the railroads? 

r. DA It was, as I said, for the purpose of supplying the 
dearth of labor on the farms and on the railroads, and on all the great 
works that were being carried on at that time. in the midst of war. 
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Mr. COCKRELL. No, Mr. President. 

Mr. DAWES. That is the way I remember it. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let us read section 5 of the law and see what 
the Senator says to that— 

That no person—— 

Mr. BLAIR. If the Senator will aliow n 
indulgence under the five-minute rule 
bill. 

Mr. COCKRELL. As the Senator has been 
here till nearly 3 o’clock, I supposed I should 
few minutes. 
Rule IX. 

Mr. BLAIR. The Senator asked that the law might be printed as 
a part of his remarks; and to that there was no objection. 1 certainly 
do not object to his proceeding under the five-minute rule. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I should like to ask if we are proceeding undei 
the five-minute rule, and, if so, under what order? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Nobody has ever heard it until the Senator from 
New Hampshire gets a little impatient and then brings down the five- 
minute rule. He spoke half a dozen times this morning in violation 
of the rule. 

Mr. BLAIR, The Senator is quite mistaken. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I understand that this is Calendar business. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Grnson in thechair). The Senate 
is proceeding under the five-minute rule, subject to any objection from 
a Senator. 

Mr. BLAIR. The bill came upin the worning hour under the five- 
minute rule. The morning hour expired and I asked the indulgence 
of the Senator having charge of the land-court bill, which is the unfin 
ished business, that we mightcomplete this. I supposed that we should 
proceed under the samerule. Of course what I am anxious for is to get 
the bill acted upon. The Senator from Missouri is quite mistaken in 
saying that I haveoccupied much time. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Senator spoke twice, at Jeast, regularly. 

Mr. BLAIR. I have answered several questions, 

Mr. COCKRELL. He has spoken half a dozen times, and if he 
pleases he can stop the bill. We shall discuss it under the general 
rule or not atall, He can let it go onif he pleases. I am indifferent to 
it. I wanted to show that this thing was a mere pretense. It is not 
as good as the existing law. It is a relaxation of the law, trampling 
under foot the present restrictive law, and doing it in the name of the 
laborers of this country. It is a fraud upon them of the basest char- 
acter, and I want to show it. 

Mr. CULLOM. I wish to say that I had that fear from a glance at 
the bil], and I was desirous that it should be explained before it was 
passed, lest we might liberalize the statute and let the people in whom 
we do not want here. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB]. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I understood that the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire objected to my speaking longer than five minutes, aud thereupon 
I objected to the further consideration of the bill. 

Mr. BLAIR. I did not object to the Senator's going on, but as we 
are proceeding under the five-minute rule I supposed he would be 
bound by it. Iam perfectly willing that the Senator should go on. 
I do not raise the point. 

Mr. RANSOM. Isuggest that the Senator from Missouri be allowed 
to finish, and then I shall call ap the land-court bill. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President, I have read sections of the law of 
1864 to show the true object of them, and I will read section 5 again 
for the Senator from Massachusetts: 

That no person shall be qualified to fill any office under this act who shall be 
directly or indirectly interested in any corporation having lands for sale to im- 
migrants, orin the carrying or transportation of in migrants, either from foreign 
countries to the United States and its Territories, or to any part thereof. 

Everybody connected with the settlement of land, the selling of land, 
the reating of land, the leasing of land, everybody connected with trans- 
portation along the lines necessarily of railroads was prohibited from 
having a hand in these matters as officers of the immigration company. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Let me interrupt the Senator. Mr. President, J 
am decidedly of the belief that that was intended as a measure of pro- 
tection to immigrants, so that the immigrant commissioners and thei: 
subordinates should not be the mere drummers of land agencies. 1! 
know that the immigration of those days was very largely stimulated 
by organizations in the Western States, by corporations formed out there 
with large bodies of land that they tried to fill up; I have never had 
any interest in it myself, but friends had a very large body of land in 
one of the Western States and they exerted themselves to fill that land 
with the best classes of people that they could from Norway and Swe- 
den. They did not probably bring out one man for an Eastern manu- 
facturer. The Senator is so bitter against the wicked and piratical 
class of people who manufacture anything in the United States that he 
sees mischief in everything. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President, the Senator is entirely mistaken. 
He is the gentleman who has the prejudices, and not I. I am talking 
facts. Talk about bringing immigrants here to settle along the lines of 
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the railroads! What did this country behold after it grauted $64,000,000 
in bonds and hundreds of millions of acres of the publicdomain to the 
Pacific railroads that they might build a great transcontinental line ? 

Ve beheld the officers of the Pacific railroad companies importing from 
China 5,000 Chinese laborers, and placing them along the line of those 
railroads to build them—Chinese laborers, who worked by the day at 
cheaper wages than American laborers or any European laborers who 
might be imported into this country would work, and who gathered up 
all their earnings and sent them back to their fatherland, and even when 
they died their remains were to be carried back and buried in China. 

Talk now about the settlement of our Western lands and the con- 
struction of our railroads in the West by this system! Nota word of 
it, sir. Instead of those great railroads taking immigrants from Eu- 
rope and building the roads and paying them in Jands and settling 
them along the line as farmers and laborers so as to build up and de- 
velop that great Western country, they took the Chinese and shipped 
them from point to point, and to-day thousands and millions of acres 
of land along the side of those railroads are unoccupied, with not a 
solitary settler there. 

Mr. President, I want to bring a little Republican testimony to bear 
on this point. I want to quote what the distinguished Senator from 
California, who now sleeps ‘‘ the sleep that knows no waking,” said 
in this Senate Chamber on the 28th day of February, 1882, the late 
General Miller: 

The average American manufacturer is interested generally in two things, 
namely, the highest protective tariff and the cheapest labor. * * * It is not 
difficult to perceive the origin of that political economy which suggests high 
protective tariff and at the same time advocates the admission of servile labor- 
ers into this country without limit. It means high prices for the products of 
manufacture and low prices for the labor which produces them; the aggran- 


dizement of capitaland thedebasement of labor; greater wealth to the wealthy 
and greater poverty to the poor. 


Now, I want vo quote another distinguished Republican leader, who 
is now a member of the Finance Committee and whose clarion voice 
has been heard in this Senate Chamber in behalf of the protective sys- 
tem, pleading for it, as if it were possible for him to ignore his past 
and make the country believe that protection was the only thing that 
would benefit the laborers of the land. I now refer to the distinguished 
senior Senator from Nevada, Hon. Joun P. Jones, and I quote from 
what he said in this SenateChamber on the 9th day of March, 1882: 

I have noticed, Mr. President, that most of those who are in favor of the 
largest liberty being extended to the Chinese immigrant to this country are also 
in favor of a tariff—a tariff which has been urged as necessary to protect the 
American laborer from the degradation of competition with the pauper labor 
of Europe, as it is usually termed. 

Ob, how sonorously these words sounded during the recent discns- 
sion of the tariff bill! The Senator from Nevada [ Mr. Jonys] farther 
said: 

In reality, if we may judge of their motives by the action of the men who are 
now advocating a tariff, it was not the American laborer they wished to pro- 
tect against the pauper laborof Europe; butit was the American capitalist, the 


lordly manufacturer, that they wished to protect against the free competition 
of the capitalist of Kurope. 


Does my distinguished friend from Connecticut hear this very grave 
language of his brother Republican Senator, Joun P. Jones? 


Mr. HAWLEY. I hear it, but I do not think it has anything to do 
with the business under consideration. 

Mr. COCKRELL. ‘That is the Senator’s judgment. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The Senator had his say on the tariff bill. If the 
Senator wants to open a regular war on the manufacturing interests, 
let us have the whole subject up, and appoint a day for it and go into 
it. Iam ready for it, and I should like it; but we havea good deal of 
other business. We have discussed the tariff in the Senate. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Iam just as good a business Senator as the Sen- 
ator from Connecticut, and do as much business in the Senate as the 
Senator from Connecticut does; but when the yeke begins to pull down 
on his neck he begins tosquirm. Do not let him make that kind of 
appeal tome. We are discussing how these pauper laborers got into 
this country, who brought them here, and why the necessity of this 
legislation, and it is periectly legitimate. I know it harts—— 

Mr. HAWLEY. I wish to say, for the benefit of any*stranger who 
may have come into the reom, that I am not in the fashion of inter- 
rupting, and I do not care how much in a passion the Senator gets, and 
Ido not care what he says against the manufacturers, and I do not 
care what he says anyhow. 

Mr. COCKRELL, I have not said a word against the manufaciur- 
ere, and yet the Senator is trying everlastingly, when any gentleman 
on this side speaks of a manufacturer, to turn around and snarl and 
say ‘‘Oh, you hate the manufacturers.’’ Now, I am giving you a dose 
of Republicanism on manufacturers. You squirm, do you? I will 
read it again. Some other people have talked about manufacturers be- 
sides Democrats. Joun P. Jonrs, the man you put forward as your 
nen here to defend the laborers of the country and protection, 
Sani: 

In reality, if we may judge of their motives by the action of the men who are 
now advocating a tariff, it was not the American laborer they wished to protect 
against the pauper labor of Europe, but it was the American capitalist, the 


lordly manufacturer, that they w to protect against the free competition of 
the capitalist of Europe. Our capitalist manufacturer wanted a larger interest 
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on his money than the capitalist of Europe was willing to accept, and he , 
given the benefit of a tariff. 

Let us see how thattariff works. It works in this wise, that everything t) 
the capitalist manufacturer has to sell he selis in a protected market, he sel! 

a market in which foreign capitalists can not compete with him. 

How is it with whathe has to buy’? For the principal article be has to buy 
to wit, the labor of rnen—he demands free trade in the broadest sense, not 01, 
free trade in bringing in laborers of our own race who can soon accom modat:: 
themselves to our conditions of life, but the bringing ina class of laborers w}), 
have been inured to poverty by thousands of years of training. The capita)is 
asks the broadest free trade for that, his own market in any event being p: 
tected. 

Now, how is it with thelaborer? Everything he wants to buy he has to b 
from his capitalist master in a protected market; everything he has to se!|, t 
wit, his labor (and, unlike the capitalist, he can not hold it away from sak 
unlike the capitalist, he can not wait for better times or travel here and there 
where he pleases to sell it, but he must sell it every day), he must sell in t 
openest marketin the world. This is the theory in favor of the laborer that t 
gentleman | Mr. Dawes, of Massachusetts) propounds to us, We reject it, a 
by this bill propose to bar out this degrading, this shocking competition wit!) 
our own people. And yet he tells us we are striking a blow at labor, that we 
are proposing to inflict injury on the laborers of our country. : 


That simply shows how those distinguished Senators at that tim 
regarded this question. The idea that this bill is for the purpose o! 
protecting American laborers in any branch is simply a mere pretext. 

I have in my hand the act of February 23, 1887, entitled ‘‘An act to 
amend an act to prohibit the importation and immigration of foreign- 
ers and aliens under contract or agreement to perform labor in the 
United States, its Territories,and the District of Columbia.’’ I also 
hold in nry hand the general deficiency bill approved October 19, 1888, 
which contains two clauses amendatory of this law. These are th: 
only laws which have been passed upon that question, and I shall ask 
that they may be printed in my remarks in consecutive order: first, the 
law of February 26, 1885, then the law cf February 23, 1887, and then 
these two extracts on pages 2 and 3 of the law of October 19, 1888, and 
they will show the legislation and to what extent it has gone. Now 
I will read the first section of the law of February, 1885: 

That fromand after the passage of this act it shall be unlawful for any perso: 
company, partnership, or corporation, in any manner whatsoever, to prepay 
the transportation, or in any way assist or encourage the importation or migra- 
tion of any alien or aliens, any fo-eigner or foreigners, into the United States 
its Territories, or the District of Columbia, under contract or agreement, paro! 
or special, express or implied, made previous to the importation or migration 
of such alien or aliens, foreigner or foreigners, to perform labor or service of 
any kind in the United States, its Territories, or the District of Columbia, 

Then section 2 provides that all these contracts shall be null and 
void, etc. We destroyed the law of July 4, 1864, which made valid 
and binding contracts made in foreign countries and made them en 
forceable in the courts of the United States just the same as if made 
within the territorial limits of our own country and made them lien 
upon the labor and products of labor of the employés. 

This law is an extension of this. It is no stronger than this, and, 
notwithstanding the stringency of the law of February 26, 1885, the 
records of our country show that protected manufacturers have brought 
in contract laborers—not that you could prove that they had made a 
contract in writing, express, or even implied, but they have evaded the 
law and they are evading it to-day, and this bill will only enable them 
to evade it still more. 

Mr. CULLOM. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him a mo- 
ment? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Certainly. 

Mr. CULLOM. In the line of his remarks I wish to say that I have 
information showing that persons on our Northern border come down 
across the line and work in the United States during the winters o: 
during the months when they are not engaged at home, and when they 
get ready to go back they go back and take with them whatever they 
have earned on this side of the line. 

Mr. COCKRELL. There is no doubt about that, and how is it done ’ 
A gentleman will go along among the class of people where laborer; 
can be found and will tell some one, or have some friend to say to him, 
“If laborers go down to B. at a certain place Iam pretty sure the) 
can get wages and employment there.’’ There is no contract. H: 
does not offer them anything, and your law does not cover the case. 
The man comes down from Canada all along our border whenever hi 
is idle in Canada and competes with American laborers, and your la\ 
does not touch him. 

Mr. BLAIR. The Senator is quite mistaken about that. It is 
violation of the law to encourage men to come. 

Mr. COCKRELL. There is no encouragement—none in the world 
They simply tell the truth. A man simply says, ‘‘Go to so and so, ani! 
labor will be furnished and pay will be given.’’ There is no induc« 
ment about it. And Europe bas been filled with these men trampin. 
from place to place where laborers could be found, and telling then: 
the same thing. The laborers come here; they land; they are not un 
der a contract; there is no agreement, express or implied; they wan‘ 
to go to a certain locality in the United States. Well, any man raise‘! 
in Europe would be glad to find out different localities; but they go‘) 
that locality, and it happens to be exactly where some persons want |») 
employ jiabor. They go to the coal mines, or they go to some estal)- 
lishment where large numbers of hands are employed, just after a strike 
or just preceding a reduction of wages. Theretheyare. You can n0' 

any contract, express or implied, or anything of thekind. You: 
aw does not cover such a case; and this is a mere subterfuge; it is 4 
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mere pretense that you are trying to prevent the importation of laborers 
here to compete with the laboring citizens of the United States in the | 
different industries of our country. It is doing no such thing. It is 
relaxing the law. : 

Mr. WOLCOTT. May I ask the Senator from Missouri a question ? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Certainly. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. What method of prevention would the Senator 

9 ! 

Mr.COCKRELL. If I were drawing a law, Ishould make it a great 
deal more rigid than this. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Some of us would be very glad if it were possible | 
to make it more stringent, and if the Senator will suggest some way 
whereby it can be more completely covered, I shall be obliged to him. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Permit metosay that you would not vote tor it 

Mr. WOLCOTT. The Senator is mistaken. 1 would. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I would prohibit the employment of any of these | 
men in any employment that receives aid and protection from the Gov- 
ernment of the United States. You will not vote for that. 

Mr. HOAR, What men? 

Mr. COCKRELL. These imported contract laborers, these laborers | 
brought from foreign countries as they would be brought here to estab- 
lish your tin-plate industry. 

Mr. HOAR. Do I understand the Senator to say he would be in | 
favor of a law that would prohibit any person of foreign birth that 
comes to this country from getting work? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Not at all. 

Mr. HOAR. ‘That seems to be the argument. 

Mr. COCKRLEL. Notatall. The Senator has now disclosed this. 
He understands how they get laborers here in the manufacturing es- 
tablishments. Thatdiscloses it. Oh, no, you are not going to exclude 
foreigners; not at all! They come here to work and become citizens. 
Oh, yes,and they go right to your manufacturing establishments where 
there is a strike or a reduction of wages. 

Mr. BLAIR. I should like to interrupt the Senator long enough to 
say that this bill provides expressly for the return of these people when 
such things are discovered. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Oh, that is where there is a contract, express or 
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The advantages offoreign immigration, as betweenthe United States and ’ 
people of European countries, are mutual and reciprocal. If our prairies and 
mineral lands offer inducements to the immigrant and promise him requita 


for the pangs of severed family ties trom the scenes of his early 


i separatio 


childhood, he, in his turn, contributes to the development of the resources « 

our country and adds to our material wealth. Such is the labor performed by 
the thrifty immigrant that he can not enrich himself without contributing his 
full quota to the increase of the intrins rreat ss of the United States This 
is equally true whether he work at mir g, or asa day laborer on one 


| of our railroads 


The PRESIDING OFFICER r ires to understand what 
the matter was that was desired by the Senator trom Missouri [ M 
COCKRELL] to be inserted in the Recorp. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The law of February 26 ed by the 
law of February 23, 1887, and two sections of the deficiency bill of 
October 19, 1888. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Missouri that matters be inserted in the Rr 
The Chair hears none. 

The laws referred to are as follows 


he Chair de 


LSR5 tollov 


these 


Prsiic—No, 52 
An act to prohibit the importation and migration of foreigners and alien 
contract or agreement to perform labor in the United States, its Territories 


and the District of Columbia 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre United States 
America in Congress assembled, That from and after the passage of this ac 
shall be unlawful for any person, company, partnership, or corporation 
manner whatsoever, to prepay the transportation, or in any way 
courage the importation or migration of any alien or aliens, any foreigner 
foreigners, into the United States, its Territories, or the District of Columbia 
under contract or agreemen 
vious to the importation or migr 


sentatives of the 


in an 


assist or ¢ 


t, parol or special, express or implied, made pre 
ation of suc! l 
e ol any 


1 alien or aliens, foreigner or fo: 


nited 


kind in the I States, its Te 
tories, or the District of Columbia 

Sec. 2. That all contracts oragreements, expressed or implied, parol or specia 
which may hereafter be made by and between any person, company, partne: 
ship, or corporation and any foreigner or foreigners, alien or aliens, to perform 
labor or service, or having reference to the performance of labor or service by 
any person in the United States, its Territories, or the District of Columbia 
previous to the migration or importation of the person or persons whose labo 
or service is contracted for into the United States, shall be utterly void aud of 
no effect. 

Sec. 3. That for every violation of any of the provisions of section 1 of this 


} act the person, partnership, company, or corporation violating the same, by 


That is a | 


knowingly assenting, encouraging or soliciting the migration or importation o! 
' 





implied. You can not read it that way and you know it. 
mere subterfuge. This is a mere false pretense held out to make the 


laborers believe that you are protecting them at the same time that you | 


are protecting what Senator JoNES calls the capitalist manufacturers, 
the lordly manufacturers,as the distinguished Senator calls the protected 
manuiacturers. It is nothing but a sham, a fraud, and a pretense. 

Mr. President, I ask that all these laws may be inserted in the REc- 
ORD so that we shall see the whole list in consecutive order. 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President, I ask that the pending bill may be 
printed in the RecorpD as an absolute denial and contradiction of every 
sensible assertion the Senator has made. 

Mr. PLATT. When the Senator from Missouri first commenced 

Mr. RANSOM. Having permitted the Senator from Missouri to go 
on, I shall permit the Senator from Connecticut to reply to him. 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President—— 

Mr. PLATT. I just want a moment. 





Mr. BLAIR. I shall ask that the bill go over myself, but I shall | 


ask that it displace the unfinished business very soon unless that is 
disposed of, because I can not trifle with the slight remainder of the 
session, for it is necessary to get some action upon some bill on this 
subject. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. MANDERSON in the chair). 
Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President, when the Senator from Missouri first 
commenced his remarkablespeech, in which he seemed to be tormented 
by the vision of the manufacturers pursuing him, he said that the law 
of 1864 was passed for the purpose of getting immigrants at work in 
the factories; and having on some former occasion read the report which 
accompanied the passage of that bill I remarked to the Senator that if 
he would read that report he would find that it was put very largely 
upon the necessity of having people to settle up our lands and work 
our farms. I thought I was not mistaken about it. So I sent for the 
report, and I want to read one extract from it, the report made by the 
Senator from Obio [Mr. SHeRMAN], from the Committee on Agricult- 
ure. It says: 

The increase in the inhabitants of the great Midjle States has been at the rate 
of 3 per eent. ane the last decade, while that of the northwestern group bas 
been 100 percent. Itis tothe less populous States and to the Territories that 
the influx of immigrants ean be best directed, alike as regaris their own wel- 
fare and prosperity and the benefits they wil! confer on the nation. 

Well, it isnot the less populous States and Territories in which manu- 
factories are situated. It goes on: 

The h of these States represents the reclamation of new lands from the 
waste forests and prairies, to be a n forcivilized man forever. It indi- 
cates the development of mining, agricultural, and pastoral wealth out of the 
natural riches provided for the use and enjoyment of man, but yet chiefly un- 

\ increase in the population of these States is directly due, in 
& great ree, to the settlement af Uaedenente: and the whole population of 
Indiana, Illinois, Mich . Wisconsin, lowa, Minnesota, and Kansas, added 


, exceeds only one-tenth the number of foreign ngers to this 


ety since 1819,to say nothing of their increase by the ordinary laws of pop- 


The 


| any aliens, foreigner or foreigners, into the United States, its Territories, or the 


| District of Columbia, to perform labor or service ot any kind under contract o1 
agreement, express or implied, parol or special, with such alien or aliens 
foreigner or foreigners, previous to becoming residents or citizens of the United 
States, shall forfeit and pay tor every such offense the sum of $1,000, whiel: 
may be sued for and recovered by the United States or by any person who sihial! 
first bring his action therefor including any such alien or foreigner who may 
be a party to any such contract or agreement, as debts of like amount are now 
recovered in the circuit courts of the United States; the proceeds to be paid into 
the Treasury of the United States; and separate suits may be brought for each 
alien or foreigner being a party to such contract or agreement aforesaid. And 
it shall be the duty of the district attorney of the proper district to prosecute 
every such suit at the expense of the United States. 

| Sec. 4. That the master of any vessel who shall knowingly bring within the 

United States on any such vessel, and land, or permit to be landed, from any 
foreign port or place, any alien laborer, mechanic, or artisan who, previous to 
embarkation on euch vessel, had entered into contract or agreement, paro! or 
specia!, express or implied, to perform labor or service in the United States, 
shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and, on conviction thereof, shal! be 
punished by a fine of not more than $500 for each and every such alien laborer, 
mechanic, or artisan so brought as aforesaid, and may also be imprisoned fora 
} term not exceeding six months. 

Sxc.5. That nothing in this act shall be so construed as to prevent any citizen 
or subject of any foreign country temporarily residing in the United States, 
either in private or official capacity, from engaging. under eontract or other 
wise, persons not residents or citizensof the United States to act as privates 
| retaries, servants, or domestics for such foreigner temporarily residing in the 
| United States as aforesaid; nor shall this act be so construed as to prevent any 
| person or persons, partnership, or corporation from engaging, under contract 
or agreement, skilled workmen in foreign countries to perform labor in the 
United States in or upon any new industry not at present established in the 
United States: Provided, That skilled labor for that purpose can not be other- 
wise obtained ; nor shall the provisions of this act apply to professional actors 
artists, lecturers, or singers, nor to persons employed strictly as personal o: 
domestic servants: Provided, That nothing in this act shall be construed as pro 
hibiting any individual from assisting any member of his family,or any rela 
tive or personal friend, to migrate from any foreign country to the United 
States, ior the purpose of settlement here. 

Sec.6. That all laws or parts of laws conflicting 
are hereby, repealed. 

Approved February 26, 18% 





herewith be, and the same 


'Public—No. 77 


An act toamend anactto prohibit the importation and immigration of forsigners 
and aliens under contract or agreement to perform labor in the United States 
its Territories, and the District of Columbia. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the Uniled Slates of 
America in Congress assembled, That an act to prohibit the importation and 
immigration of foreigners and aliens under contract or agreement to perform 
labor in the United States, its Territories, and the District of Columbia, ap 
yroved February 26, 1855, and to provide for the enforcement thereof, be amended 
c adding the following 

“Sec, 6. That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby charged with the dut 
of executing the provisions of this act. and for that purpox«e he shal! have 
power to enter into contracts with such State commission, board, or officers as 
may be designated for that purpose by the governor of any State to take charge 
of the loca! affairs of immigration in the ports within said State, under the rules 
and regulations to be prescribed by said Secretary; and it shall bethe duty of 
such State commission, board, or officers so designated to examine into the 
condition of passengers arriving at the ports within such State in any ship 
or vessel, and for that purpose al! orany of such commissioners or officers, or 
such other person or persons as they shal! appoint, shall be authorized togo on 
board of and through any such ship or vessel; and if in any such examination 
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there shall be found among such passengers any person included in the probi- 
bition in this act, they shall report the same in writing to the collector of such 
port, and such persons shall not be permitted to land. 

“See, 7. That the Secretary of the Treasury shall establish such regulations 
and rules, and issue from time to time such instructions, not inconsistent with 


the law, as he shall deem best calculated for carrying out the provisions of this 
act; and be shall prescribe all forms of bonds, entries. and other papers to be 


used under and in the enforcement of the various provisions of this act. 

Sec. 8. That all persons included in the prohibition in this act, upon arri- 
val, shall be sent back tothe nations to which they belong and from whence 
they came. The Secretary of the Treasury may designate the State board of 
charities of any State in which such board shall exist by law, or any commis- 
sion in any State, or any person or persons in any State, whose duty it shall be 
to execute the provisions of this section, and shall be entitled to reasonable 
compensation therefor to be fixed by regulation preseribed by the Secretary of 
the Treasury. The Secretary of the Treasury shall prescribe regulations for 
the return of the aforesaid persons to the countries from whence they came, 
and shall furnish instructions to the board, commission, or persons charged with 


the execution of the provisions of this section as to the time of procedure in 
respect thereto, and may change such instructions from timetotime. The ex- 
pense of such return of the aforesaid persons not permitted to land shall be 
borne by the owners of the vessels in which they came. And any vessel refus- 
ing to pay such expenses shall not thereafter be permitted to land at or clear from 
any port of the United States. And such expensesshal! be a lien on said vessel. 
That the necessary expense in the execution of this act for the present fiscal year 
shall be paid out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 

‘Sec, 9. That all acteand parts of acts inconsistent with this act are hereby 
repealed. 

“see, 10. That this act shall take effect at the expiration of thirty days after 
its passage.” 

Approved February 23, 1887 


. 
Publie—No. 327. 


Anact making mppeemntatons tosupply deficiencies in the appropriations for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1888, and for prior years, and for other purposes. 
. _ . . 


TR ASURY DEPARTMENT. 


That the act approved February 23, 1887, entitled “‘An act to amend an act to 
prohibit the importation and immigration of foreigners and aliens under con- 
tract or agreement to perform labor in the United States, its Territories, and 


the District of Columbia,” be, and the same is hereby, so amended as to author- 
ize the Secretary of the Treasury, in case he shall be satisfied thatan immigrant 
has been allowed to land contrary to the prohibition of that law, to cause such 
immigrant within the period of one yearafter landing or entry, to be taken into 
custody and returned to the country from whence he came, at the expense of 
the owner of the importing vessel, or, if he entered from an adjoining country, 
at the expense of the person previously contracting for the services, 

That the act approved February 26, 1485, entitled ‘An act to prohibit the im- 
portation and migration of foreigners and aliens under contract or agreement 
to perform labor in the United States, its Territories, and the District of Co- 
lumbia,"’ be, and the same is hereby, amended so as to authorize the Secretary 
of the Treasury to pay to an informer who furnishes origina! information that 
the law has been violated such a share of the penalties recovered as he may 
deem reasonable and just, not exceeding 50 per cent., where it appears that the 
recovery was had in consequence of the information thus furnished, 


* . . * . 


Approved October 19, 1888, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair would like to understand 
what the Senator from New Hampshire desired to have inserted in the 
RECORD. 

Mr. BLAIR. TLask to have inserted at the point where I made the 
request, before the remarks of the Senator from Connecticut, the bill 
which is pending before the Senate (I{. Rk. 9632); also, printed in con- 
nection with it the memorial of the Federation of Labor of this city, 
signed Paul T. Bowen, H. J. Schulteis, and also a brief statement pre- 
sented by Mr. Charles H. Cramp. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from New Hampshire ? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I wish, before the insertion of this voluminous 
matter in the REcoRD, simply to say that the act of 1864 was passed, 
as we all know, as a matter of course, in the midst of the civil war, 
when there was a demand for labor in every department of industry, 
in all species of manufacturing, mining, on the farm, and everywhere 
else before the great inventions of modern times had revolutionized the 
process of farming and manutacturing. I wish to say that when that 
bill was introduced and passed it was voted for, if I remember cor- 
rectly, byevery member of the Senate, Democrat and Republican alike. 

It was based upon the condition ot things as it then existed, Sena- 
tors will remember that at that time the North and the South were in 
a fierce and desperate struggle for what they believed to be on their re- 
spective sides the justice of their cause. The whole country was de- 
nuded of labor. Nearly all the laboring men of our country, North 
and South, entered the army on one side and the other; and that bill 
which has been commented upon and drawn into debate here several) 
times in the progress of the last five or ten years as a matter of reproach 
against the framers of the bill, against those who supported it, was not 
only supported by every one, but sanctioned by public opinion through- 
out the United States, 

If it contributed in any respect to supply the want of labor in that 
period of adversity, it did great good. I have no doubt the immigra- 
tion invited under the provisions of that bill probably aided us to re- 
cover from the very grave and serious depression of industry from which 
the country was then suffering. That is all I wish tosay. I should 
oa that date marked as the explanation of the whole merit 
of the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair hears no objection to the 
request of the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. BLAdR] to print in 
the Rrcorp the papers referred to by him, and it will be so ordered. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 






SEPTEMBER 26, 





The matter to be inserted is as follows: 


An act (H. R.%632) to amend “An act to prohibit the importation and migra- 
tion of foreigners and aliens under contract or agreement to perform labor in 
the United States, its Territories, and the District of Columbia.” 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States o/ 
America in Congress assembled, That from and after the passage of this act i: 
shal! be unlawful for any person, persons, or corporation, in any manner or 
way whatsoever, to aid, assist, or encourage the importation or immigration of 
any alien into the United States under contract or agreement, parol or special, 
express or implied, made previous to such alien becoming a resident of the 
United States, to perform labor or service of any kind in the United States; any 
such contract shall be utterly void and of no effect; and it shall be unlawful 
for any alien to enter the United States under any such contract. 

Sec, 2. That any person, persons, or corporation entering into a contract pro- 
hibited by section 1 of this act with any alien, or who shall knowingly assist, 
encourage, orsolicit the importation or immigration of an alien into the United 
States,to perform labor or service of o— kind under contract or agreement, 
parol or special, express or implied, with such alien, made previous to his be- 
coming a resident of the United States, shall be fined in a sum not exceeding 
$1,000, or imprisoned for a period not exceeding six months, or both, at the dis- 
cretion of the court. The proceeds of fines collected under this act shall be paid 
into the Treasury of the United States. And in addition to the above penalties, 
any person, including the alien 7 to said contract, may institute a suit in 
the proper circuit court of the United State+,in the name of the United States, 
against the person, persons, or corporation entering into the prohibited contract, 
and shal! have the right to recover the sum of $1,000 tor each alien imported into 
the United States in pursuance of such contract. A separate suit may be brought 
for each alien included in such contract; and it shall be the duty of the district 
attorney of the proper district to appear and prosecute such suit at the expense 
of the United States. And it is further provided that no fine, penalty, or judg- 
ment recovered by the United States under the provisions of the act to which 
thie act isan amendment, or which me hereafter be recovered by the United 
States under this act, or the act to which this act is amendatory, shall by any 
officer or agent of the United States be compromised for any sum of money less 
than the amountof money claimed or recovered tor the violation thereof. 

Sec. 3. That the master of any vessel who shall (knowingly) bring within the 
United States, on any vesse!, or who shall land or permit to be landed from his 
vessel, from any foreiga port or place, any alien laborer, mechanic, or artisan, 
who, previous to embarking on such vessel, had entered into contract or agree- 
ment, parol or special, express or implied, to perform labor or service in the 
United States, shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and on conviction 
thereof shall pay a fine of not more than $500 for each and every such alien la- 
borer, mechanic, or artisan so brought or landed as aforesaid,and may also be 
imprisoned for a term not exceeding six months, and shall return such alien to 
the port at which he embarked; and the above fine shall be a lien upon such 
vessel; and such vessel shall not have clearance from any port of the United 
States until such fine is paid. (The fact of such bringing or landing shall be 
prima facie evidence of such knowledge.) 

Sec. 4. That it shall not be lawful for any person, persons, or corporation to 
encourage any alien laborer, mechanic, or artisan to migrate from any foreign 
country to the United States, by promise of employment, through advertise- 
ment or otherwise, and any such alien who shall thus be encouraged to immi- 
grate to the United States, or who shall be a party to a contract prohibited by 
section | of this act, shall not be permitted to remain, but shall be returned to 
the port from whence he sailed ; and the expense incurred by the United States 
in the enforcement of this section may be collected from the person, persons, 
or corporation who has thus encouraged the immigration of the alien, by suit 
in the proper United States circuit court; and all such encouragement of immi- 
gration by promise of employment, through advertisement or otherwise, shall 
be construed as a violation of section | of thisact, and shall subjectany person, 
persons, or corporation so encouraging the immigration to the penalties pro- 
vided in section 2 of this act. 

Sec, 5. That nothing in this act shall be so construed as to prevent any cit!- 
zen or subject of any foreign country temporarily residing in the United States, 
in any private or official capacity, from engaging, under contract or otherwise, 

-rsons not residents of the United States to act as private secretary or house- 

101d domestics for such foreigner temporarily residing in the United States as 

aforesaid; nor shall this act be so construed as to prevent any person, persons, 
or corporation from engaging, under contract or otherwise, skilled workmen in 
foreign countries to perform labor in the United States in or upon any new in- 
dustry not at present established in the United States: Provided, That skilled 
labor for that purpose ean not be obtained in the United States; nor shall the 
provisions of this act apply to professional actors, artists, lecturers, larly 
ordained miuisters of the gospel, learned professors for colleges and seminaries, 
or professional singers; nor to persons employed strictly as household domes- 
tics or servants traveling in the United States with their employers: Provided 
also, That nothing in this act shall be so construed as to prohibit any individual 
from assisting, by donations of money, any member of his family, or any rela- 
tive, to migrate from any foreign country to the United States for the purpose 
of permanent residence in the United States. 

Sec.6, That any person arriving in this country on any vessel may be inter- 
rogated, under oath, to ascertain whether he is embraced within any of the pro- 
visions of this act; and any officer appointed by the Secretary of the Treasury 
to aid in the enforcement of this act, or of the act referred to in the title of this 
act, or any act amendatory thereof, shall have the power to administer oaths 
and to examine on oath any person supposed to be engaged in a violation of 
this act, or any of the acts above referred to, or any witness produced; and any 
false statement willfully made by such person or witness in the course of his 
examination is hereby declared to be perjury and shall subject the person 
guilty thereof to all the pains and penalties of perjury prescribed law. The 
Secretary of the Treasury is hereby charged with the duty of executing the pro- 
visions of this act, and for that purpose he shall have the power to establish 
such rules and regulations and issue from time to time such instructions not 
inconsistent with law as he shal! deem best calculated to enforce the provisions 
of thisact, and shall have the power to withhold entry and clearance from any 
vessel used in violating the provisions of this act, or either of the acts in this 
section referred to,or the master of which refuses obedience to the provisions of 
saidact; and when it shall be determined that any person arriving on any ves- 
se! within the jurisdiction of the United States in violation of the provisions of 
this act, and when a return of such person tothe country from whence he came 
has been ordered, it shal! be the duty of the master of the vessel on which such 
person was imported.at the demand of the Secretary of the Treasury, or other 
proper officer, to detain said person on board said vessel and transport said per- 
son to the poseey com whence he came at the expense of said vessel. 

Sec.7. That a!l laws or parts of laws in conflict with the provisions of this act 
are hereby repealed. 


FEDEWATION Or LAnor, Washington, D. C., September 15, 1890. 


To the Untied States Senate : 

The following bills have passed the House of Representatives and are now 
pending in the Senate: 

— 3286, to prevent the use of the product of convict labor by the Govern- 
ment; 
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a 
TH. R. 3928, to prevent the employment of convict labor on public buildings; | 
H_ K. 9632, to amend the act to prohibit the importation of foreign labor under 


ontract ; 
“"H. R. 11120, to adjust the accounts of laborers, ete., arising under the eight-hour 


y; and 7 
ae R. 9791, constituting eight bours a day’s work for laborers, workmen, and 


mechanics employed by or on behalf of the Government of the United States, 
ete. 


CONVICT LABOR. 


The general purpose of the bills H. R. 3286 and 3928 is to prevent the competi- 
tion of convict labor with free and honest labor. Experience has shown the 
evils of such competition, and in the various States where it has been presented 
to the people as an issue the verdict has always been against such competition, 
The enactment of these laws will place the National Government in line with 
the most progressive State governmeuts, and, while enlarging the field of lon- 
est and free labor, relieve the convict from the barbarities of contract slavery, 
which too often disgrace our penal administrations. 

IMPORTED CONTRACT LABOR. 

The policy upon which the bill H. R. 9632 is based is already recognized in the 
enactments of Congress, It has been discussed amply, so we need add no ar- 
guments in its support, Existing law has been found inadequate to suppress 
the evils of the importations of labor under contract, and this bill is designed 


to remedy the defects oftheoldlaw. Itis needless to say that it is the only meas- | 


ure that directly and plainly protects American labor from competition with 
foreign laborers, by excluding a part of the latter who would come to this coun- 
try to work. If there is anything in the policy of ‘‘ protection,’ a measure like 
this should stand at the head and not atthe rear of the legislation ou the sub- 
ject, and the law should not be made ridiculous by the prosecution of importers 
of high-priced preachers and professors, while its real violators are ignored or 
lightly prosecuted and allowed to compromise suits for nominal sums. We 
bespeak not only the passage of this law, but an earnest and sincere adminis- 
tration of it. 
ADJUSTMENT OF EIGHT-HOUR ACCOUNTS. 

The bill H.R. 11120 comes to the Senate as an evidence that the eight-hour 

law of 1868 has been ignored, obstructed, and violated by hostile administrative 


officers. The intent of the law was that. the usual or normal day’s pay should | 


be given for eight hours’ work; but employés of the Government were re- 
peatedly told that they must accept a reduction of pay, or work ten hours, or 
leave the Government service, The question is whether they shall have what 
the law intended—a full day's pay for eight hours’ work—with additional com- 
pensation for extra labor exacted by Government officials in violation of law. 

Assuming that the Senate will give them that, we call attention to the last 
proviso in the bill, lines 47 to 50, page 4. The bill may as well be ignored or 
defeated as to be passed with that proviso. We know by experience what to 
expect from antiquated judges seeking laboriously to discover “implied con- 
tracts” to bar claims growing out of the violation of the eight-hour law. The 
presumption that men who are entitled to a day’s pay for eight hours’ service 
voluntarily gave the Government two hours move work every day ‘* for the fun 
of it,’ seems irresistible to many judges, but itis pure poppycock to workingmen 
not Jearned in the law. 

If these ju-t claims are to be paid it will be necessary to strike out the proviso 
on page 4 of the printed bill. We therefore urge the passage of this bill as re- 
ported to the Senate from the Committee on Education and Labor. 


THE EIGHT-HOUR LAW. 


The eight-hour law of 1868 was passed because, in the opinion of the working 
people and the Congress that enacted it, the time had come when our product- 
ive agencies enabled a worker to produce as much in eight hours as formerly 
in ten or twelve hours. It was believed that considerations of physical and 
mental welfare demanded a reduction of the hours of labor. It was seen that 
such a reduction was needed to give employment to those whose labor would 
otherwise be supplanted by machinery. It was-hoped that the,action of the 
Government would prompt private employersto adopt the same rule, and that 
a public eight-hour day would incite all workers to successful efforts to estab- 
lish a similar work-day in private employment. 

These good results have not been realized, because : 

First. Administrative officers and Federal courts have held that the law gave 
no right to a full day’s pay for eight hours’ work; that it permitted employés 
to “ contract”’ to work as many hours as were demanded for as little pay as was 
offered; and that Government officers could exact such length of cervice as they 
pleased, and “ permit’'’ employés to work as long as they liked. 

Second. Administrative officers have, in nearly all cases where possible, placed 
publie work in the hands of contractors, whose relation with their workmen was 
regarded as a private and not a public one. 

It follows that an eight-hour law is needed which can neither be violated nor 
evaded with impunity by executive officers or their agents, and which wil! pro- 
vide in substance - 

1. That eight hours shail be as much as any individual shall be employed per 


y. 

2. That for eight hours’ work the Government shall pay at least the rate of 
wages paid per day forsimilar labor in the vicinity where the labor is performed. 

3. That Government contractors are Governmentagents; that theiremployés 
are employed by and on behalf of the Government, and that contracts shall 
stipulate for the employment and payment of laborers and mechanics in ac- 
cordance with the eight-hour law. 

4. That appropriate penalties shall be inflicted for violation of the law. 

The bill H. R.9791 will do all this when it shall have been passed with the 
amendments herein suggested. 

In line 7, section 1, after the word “‘ Columbia,” insert the words ‘‘and no of- 
ficer of the Government of the United States or the District of Columbia shall 
require or permit any laborer, workman, or mechanic to work more than eight 
hours per calendar day.” This is necessary, because. though the bill defines a 
day's work, andin section 2 prohibits contractors from requiring more, it no- 
where, except by inference, forbids Government officers from requiring or per- 
mitting men to work more thaneight hours, This prohibition must not be left 
to inference, for it will never be inferred by our courts and administrative of- 
ficers, as past experience has demonstrated. 

In line 15, section l,after the word “ wages,”’ insert the words ‘‘for similar 
services,” 

Strike out all after the word “subcontractors” in line 27, section 1, tothe end 
of the section, These words were notin the bill as reported to the House from 
the Committee on Labor, and ought to be stricken out because they conflict 
with and —— the latter clause of the second proviso of section |. The Gov- 
ernment should be held responsible for the acts of its agents, including eon- 
tractors, to the same extent that private citizens are held responsible for the 
acts of their agents. 

In line 4, section 2, after the word “ work,” insert the words “shal! be.” to 
com the grammatical construction. 

In line 7, section 2, after the word “ require,” insert the words “ or permit.” 

The words “ or permit” are vital to the purpose of the law. The present 
eight-hour law is extensively violated because workmen are employed over 
time, It is true that now, as a rule, they receive a day’s pay for each eight 
hours, and, by making extra time, make extra pay. But we protest particu- 
larly against this practice. The cight-hour law is meant to get a time advan- 
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tage and not a money advantage for workmen. When a man has worked 
eight hours and earned a day's pay we want him to quit for his own pliysical 
and mental good, and also to make room for some other worker to earn his 


living. It will no doubt be conceded that it would be more in accordance with 
the principles of justice and equity to employ six hundred per-ons at M pe 
day of eight hours than to employ tour hundred at % per day of twelve hours, 
especially when two hundred persons are thereby deprived of the opportunity 
to labor at all 
Among all the waysof violating the spirit of the eight-hour law there is none 
| we detest so much as the “ permitting’ of favored Government employés to 
| grab all the work and all the pay. If that is ail the law is to accomplish it 
would better be repealed. [f any man wants to work ten, twelve, or fourteen 


hours so badly that he seeks and obtains “ permission,’ let him do it for a reg- 
ularday’s pay. Whenthere is no extra pay (exceptin the cases of “ extraor- 
diaary emergency *’ named in the bill) for overtime there will be no “ permis 
sion" violators of the eight-hour law. 

Of course the rule that applies to Government officers should apply to Gov 
ernment contractors, as section 2 contemplates tut in the original bill the 
words “‘or permit’ followed the word “*require,”’ in line 7, section 2 


2. and were 

stricken out. They must have been stricken out to énable contractors to “ per- 
| mit ’’ men to work more than cight hours, It must have been contemplated 
that contractors would want to “‘ permit’? men to work ten or more hotirs pet 
day or the amendment would have no purpose, If a contractor is allowed to 
permit men to work as long as they please for any wages he pleases, it may be 
safely predicted that no one will be employed by contractors except those who 
| seek permission to work more than eight hours, The force of the whole sec- 
| tion rests on the two words “or permit,” and we sincerely hope the Senate will 
restore them, and that the House of Representatives will concur in such action 

In reply to the charge that this section (2) infringes the rights of citizens (con- 
tractors and laborers), we contend that they have no rights in this respect ex- 
cept such as grow out of acontract with the United States. To itscontractsthe 
Government can add any conditions it may choose, and the full and complete 
freed m of the citizen is secured by his right to accept the contract with those 
conditions or let it alone. 

So, too, with workmen. The Government, through its administrative officers 
| or its agents (the contractors), for reasons of public policy, offers employment 
| upon the condition that a tull day’s wages will be paid for eight hours’ work, 
but that no overtime can be made and no extra pay can be earned. In this 
| ease every one is free to accept or reject such employment, and the freedom of 
| 
j 
' 
| 


the working people is in no way limited. There need be no misgivings that 
the Government or ils contractors will lack willing workers because they are 
not permitted to work ten hours a day when they are guarantied a day's pay 
for eight hours, 
The time when the Government might have taken the lead in the movement 
for a reduction of the hours of labor to eight hours per day has long since 
passed, for, without the help of any law, and with very little encouragement 
from any source outside their own ranks, many trades and individuals have 
achieved an eight-hour day. Others will do so, and the rule will become uni- 
versal, as now nearly all admit and hope. But the effort, expense, and strife 
| incidental to the development of an eight-hour day are sore burdens to those 
who bear them, and, on the principle of * better late than never,” the Govern 
| ment can give the movement a great impetus, and make the transition much 

easier than it will otherwise be, by the passage of House bill 9791, which, with 
the amendments suggested, will, we believe, compel officers and agents of the 
Government to enforce the law of 1868 in accordance with its true spirit and in 
tent, and confer upon the country and the working people the benefits sought 
from such legislation. 

In conclusion, we earnestly urge the Senate to pass the five bills herein speci- 
fied, with amendments as stated, at the present session 

In our opinion, the passage of these bills by Congress, and their honest en 
forcement by the Executive Departments of the Government, will be fully ap- 
preciated by the wage-workers of the United States. 

ty direction of the Federation of Labor 

PAUL T. BOWEN 
H. J. SCHULTEIS 
E. W. OYSTER, 
Committee, 
Ata regular meeting of the Federation, held this date, the above memorial 
was unanimously indorsed. 
SEAL. JOS. K, PATTEN, 


Secretary Federation of Labor. 


Hon. H. W. BLAtr 

It will be practically impossible under the conditions of the bill (H. R.9791) 
for ship-builders to avail themselves of the privilege of building Government 
vessels. 

The bill prevents employers from contracting with their employés for com- 
pensation or for quantity of work done, and it destroys all well-defined meth- 
ods resulting from years of experience for carrying on their work, and substi- 
tutes none in their places. 

It will be impossible for officers of the Government to ascertain and satisfy 
themselves that the provisions of the act have been violated, as matters that 
enter into the construction of a modern man-of-war are so numerous and va- 
rious in character that they can not be followed up to their sources, 

It is certain also that Government and private building can not go on in the 
same establishment at the same time, while for private work where there is 
freedom and unrestricted liverty to make such arrangements between em- 
ployer and employed as they deem best suited to their interests and vrofession, 
and where for Government work iron-clad and adverse laws with severe pun- 
ishment is the rule. 

It would be well for the Senate to avail themselves of the discussions of the 
Trade Union Congress, Hope Hall, Liverpool, whose week's sittings concluded 
on September 6 of this month. 

The eight-hour question was the principal subject engaging their attention. 

The representatives of those unions, composed of skilled artisans, such as 
the amalgamated engineers, cotton spinners, and others, were opposed to Par- 
liamentary interference with personal rights and to measures tending to pau 
perize skilled industries. 

That great representative of the people and level-headed statesman Mr, 
Bradlaugh was one of the many who took strong grounds against the efforta 
fo establish by Parliament a parental care over any class of the citizens of 
Great Britain, and has attacked the scheme of Parliamentary rates for wages 
and time for work. 

No harm can come from investigating this subject, and all the facts bearing 
on the case should be ascertained by the Senate before finally settling this great 
question. 

In fact, there should be an amendment to the bill, if it must pass so soon, pro- 
viding for the appropriation of —— millions to purchase the various ship-build- 
ine and other establishments destroyed in consequence of the passage of this 

vill. 


ee 


2 EERE 


CHAS. H. CRAMP. 


Mr. RANSOM. I ask that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of unfinished business. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill which has been under con- 
sideration will be returned to the Calendar, retaining its place. 

Mr. BLAIR. Without prejudice. 

The PRESLDING OFFICER, The bill will be passed over without 


prejudice. 





PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 

A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. Pru- 
DEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had on the 
25th instant approved and signed the following acts and joint resolu- 
tions: 

An act (8. 745) for the relief of Henry G. Healy; 

An act (S. 750) for the relief of Christian Fredericksen ; 

An act (8. 897) to establish a port of delivery at Sioux City, lowa; 

An act (8. 2835) to amend an act approved March 3, 1887, entitled 
“An act to amend sections 2533 and 2534 of the Revised Statutes, and 
making Hartford, in the State of Connecticut, a port of entry in place 
of Middletown;’’ 

An act (8. 2553) to remove the charge of desertion and of having en- 
listed in the Confederate service from the records of the War Depart- 
ment standing against John McFarland, and to grant him an honor- 
able discharge; 

An act (8. 3089) to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to survey 
and mark the seventh standard parallel between the States of North 
and South Dakota; 

An act (S. 3130) to correct the military record of William Smith, of 
Tennessee; 

An act (8. 3843) to provide for the establishment of a port of delivery 
at Rock Island, II. ; 

Joint resolution (8. R. 6) granting permission to officers and enlisted 
men of the Army and Navy of the United States to wear the badges 
adopted by military societies of men who served in the war of the Rev- 
olution, the war of 1812, the Mexican war, and the war of the rebellion; 

Joint resolution (8. R. 102) to print the annual reports of the Bureau 
of Animal Industry for the years 1889 and 1890; and 

Joint resolution (S. R. 109) providing for the printing of the Agri- 
cultural Report for 1890. 

The message also announced that the President bad this day ap- 
proved and signed the following acts: 

An act (8S. 20) granting right of way across United States lands in 
St. Augustine, Fla, ; 

An act (S. 1872) to restore telegraphic communication between Ta- 
toosh Island and Port Angeles, Wash. ; 

An act (8. 3751) to grant to the Mobile and Dauphin Island Railroad 
and Harbor Company a right to trestle across the shoal water between 
Oedar Point and Dauphin Island; 

An act (8S. 4278) authorizing the construction of a bridge over the 
Tennessee River at or near Knoxville, Tenn. ; : 

An act (8. 4280) to authorize the construction of a bridge across the 
Chattahoochee River, in the State ot Georgia; and 

An act (S. 4581)to authorize the construction of a bridge across the 
Oconee River, in the State of Georgia. 

HOUR OF MEETING TO-MORROW. 

Mr. STEWART. I move that when the Senate adjourn to-day it 
adjourn to meet at 12 o’clock to-morrow 

The motion was agreed to. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MCPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the Honse had non-concurred in the amend- 
ment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 7666) making an appropriation to 
construct a road and approaches from the city of Alexandria, Va., to 
the national military cemetery near that city, asked a conference with 
the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and 
had appointed Mr. WiLLi1ams, of Ohio, Mr. Kinsey, and Mr. Lan- 
HAM managers at the conference on the part of the Honse. 

The message also announced thatthe House had non-concurred in the 
amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 5067) for the relief of Archi- 
bald Hunley, agreed to the conference asked by the Senate on the dis- 
agreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. Os- 
BORNE, Mr. LANstNG, and Mr. LANHAM managers at the conference 
on the part of the House. 

The message further announced that the House insisted upon its 
amendment to the bill (8. 3716) to provide for the examination of cer- 
tain officers of the Army, and to regulate promotions therein, disagreed 
to by the Senate, agreed to a conference asked by the Senate on the 
disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. 
CurcHEon, Mr. OsBorNsE, and Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama, managers 
at the conterence on the part of the House. 

The message also announced that the House insisted upon its amend- 
ments to the bill (8. 2648) granting right of way to the Junction City 
and Fort Riley Street Railway Company into and upon the Fort Riley 
military reservation, in the State of Kansas, and for other purposes, 
disagreed to by the Senate, agreed to the conference asked by the Sen- 
ate ‘on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had ap- 
pointed Mr. WILLIAMs, of Ohio, Mr. Kinsry, and Mr. WHEELER, of 
Alabama, managers at the conference on the part of the House. 
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The message further announced that the House had passed the | 
lowing bills: 

A bill (8. 473) for the relief of the Portland Company, of Port) 
Me. ; 

A bill (8. 497) to provide for the sale of certain New York In 
lands in Kansas; 

A bill (S. 1187) for the relief of the Washington Iron- Works; 

A bill (8. 3801) authorizing the use of the Louisville and Port! 
Canal basin on certain conditions; 

A bill (8. 3830) to prohibit book-making of any kind and pool-s 
ing in the District of Columbia for the purpose of gaming; 

A bill (8. 3895) to amend an act entitled *‘An act te establish a : 
way bridge across the Illinois River, extending from a point withi 
miles of Columbiana, in Greene County, to a point within 5 mil 
Farrowtown, in Calhoun County,in the State of Illinois,’’ appro 
March 3, 1883; 

A bill (S. 4064) for the relief of William J. Martin; 

A bill (S. 4074) to provide an American register for the bark Ca: 
panero, of Baltimore, Md. ; 

A bill (8. 4297) to authorize the Seneca Nation of New York Indians 
to lease lands within the Cattaraugus and Allegany reservations, an 
to confirm existing leases; and 

A bill (8. 4334) to authorize the building of a bridge at Dardane] 
Ark., across the Arkansas River. 

UNITED STATES LAND COURT. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consideration 
of the bill (S. 1042) to establish a United States land court, and to pro- 
vide for the settlement of private land claims in certain States and Te: 
ritories. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendmen: 
proposed by the Senator from Colorado [Mr. WoLcotr], which will be 
stated. 

The Secretary. In section 13, page 18, strike out the sevent) 
subdivision and insert in lien thereof: 

Seventh. No confirmation shall in any case be made or patent issued for 4 
greater quantity of land than was originally granted by the Government unc 


which the claim had inception, or for any greater quantity of land than wa; 
legally granted by such Government when the same was made. 


Mr. PASCO, Mr. President, the bill before the Senate has been at- 
tacked with great vigor and severity, and perhaps I may add bitterness. 
The Senator from Colorado has said with reference toit that its passa:¢ 
would be a disgrace. 

The bill as it stands is utterly unjust and unfair and indefensible. It is. 
bill which is asked for by nobody who has valid interests in the grants fro: 
Mexico, and a bill which is desired by no good citizen who wishes that t)iis 
should fulfill its obligations. 

He said further with reference to it: 


The bill proposes to tear up and destroy these titles which have never bee: 
questioned and to authorize this Government to seize and to steal all thes: 
valid grants exceeding i] square leagues. 

Also: 

Such a course is iniquitous, and under no pretense of right or justice can i 
bein my opinion s med. 

It is beeause of this attack upon the bill that I feel impelled to take 
a part in the discussion m order that I may bear my full share of re- 
sponsibility as a member of the committee which reported the bill. 

The contention upon which the opposition to the bill rests is mainly 
with reference to the status of what are known as perfect claims. |: 
is argued that all claims and grants originating during the Spanish 
and Mexican occupation of the States and Territories where this bi!! 
is to be operative will be forever barred unless since the cession to the 
United States they have been confirmed by Congress or finally decide: 
upon by other lawful authority. An examination of the bill, a: 
already stated by the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. Ransom] ani 
by the Senator trom Nevada [Mr. Stewart], will show that it pro- 
vides for no action with reference to titles and grants which were per- 
fect at the time of the cession. Such titles need no aid. They stan( 
confirmed by the terms of the treaty. 

Yesterday while the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MorGan] wa 
upon the floor I referred to the case of the United States vs. Wiggin: 
in 13 Peters, on page 350. In that case, which arose under a Spanis|: 
grant, the distinction is drawn between a perfect title andan incow- 
plete title. The court says with reference to the former: 

That the perfect titles made by Spain before the 24th of January, 1818, wit! 
the ceded territory, are intrinsically valid, and exempt from the provisions «/ 
the eighth article, is the established doctrine of this court, and that they nec: 
no sanction from the legislative or judicial departments of this country. 

In speaking of the other classes of claims it says: 

But that there were at the date of the treaty very many claims whose valid i: 
depended —— the performance of conditions, in consideration of which ()\° 
concessions been made,and which must have been performed before Sp." 
was bound to perfect the titles, is a fact rendered prominently notorious by (\\ 
legislation of Congress and the litigation in the courts of this country for 1. \ 
nearly twei.ty years. To this class of cases the eighth article was intended 
apply ; and the United States were bound, after the cession of the eountry, ‘0 
the same extent that Spain had been bound before the ratification of the trea’ \ 
to perfect them by legislation and adjudication; and to this end the Gover) 
ment has provided that it may be sued by the claimants in its own courts, wher: 
the claims shall be adjudged, and the equities of the claimants determined a0 
settled according to law of nations, the stipulations of the treaty, and tlc 
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. under the same, and the laws and ordinances of the government 
woe ae claims are alleged to have been derived. : 

These are the rules of decision prescribed to the courts by ¢ ongress in the act 
of 1824, chapter 173, section 2, passed to settle the titles of Missouri and Arkan- 
gas,and made applicable to Florida by the act of 1828, chapter 70, section 6. By 
the sixth section of the act of 1824 the claimant who has a decree in his favor is 
entitled to a patent from the United States, by which means his equitable claim 
draws to it the estate in fee. These are the imperfect claims to which the 
eighth article of the treaty with Spain refers. 


Under statutes which were passed with reference to the settlement 
of these claims both the holders of the perfect and the imperfect claims 
were required first to go before the commissioners and afterwards be- 
fore the courts for the settlement and adjudication of those claims. It 
was decided in another case, which I have here, that even the action 
of the commissioners upon perfect claims, when it was unfavorable, did 
not prevent the courts afterwards from deciding differently and from 
declaring that they were perfect claims and that the titles were good. 
The case to which I refer is The United States vs. Percheman; it is | 
found in 7 Peters, page 51. It was a case argued with great ability. 
Attorney-General Taney was upon one side, who afterwards became | 
Chief-Justice of the United States, and Colonel White, who at that | 
time or about that time represented the then Territory of Florida as a | 
Delegate, were the counsel before the court, and the opinion was ren- | 
dered by Chief-Justice Marshall, 

In this case the parties had gone before the commission. They had 

| 





there failed. The United States afterwards permitted itself to be sued 
in its own courts in order that the validity of the grants might be ad- 
judicated. Those cases which.had been before the commissioners were 
not, by the language of the law, to be considered by the court after- 
wards, but in this case the parties filed their petition before the court, 
notwithstanding the previous rejection, and Mr. Taney, representing 
the United States, argued in the Supreme Court, among other things, 
that the court had not jurisdiction in the case under the act of Con- 
gress of May 26, 1830, the claim in question having been finally acted 
upon and rejected by the register and receiver, who were the commis- 
sioners. The position taken by Mr. White was that it was not compe- 
tent for Congress to pass any law authorizing any tribunal created | 
under its authority to invalidate a perfect title confirmed by the treaty 
of the 22d of February, 1819. 

I will read a short extractfrom the opinion of the court, found oa | 
the eighty-sixth and eighty-seventh pages. The court say with ref- | 
erence to the rights of persons owning land in the ceded territory 
who had obtained their grants and held perfect titles under the pre- 
vious government: 


It may not be unworthy ofremark that it is very unusual, even in cases of con- 
quest, for the conquerer to do more than to dispiace the sovereign and assume 
dominion over the country. The modern usage of nations, which has become 
law, would be violated, that sense of justice and of right which is acknowledged 
and felt by the whole civilized world would be outraged, if private property 
should be generally confiscated and private righteannulled. The people change 
their allegiance; their relation to their ancient sovereign is dissolved; but 
their relations to each other and their rights of property remain undisturbed. 

If this be the modern rule, even in cases of conquest, who can doubt its ap- 

ication to the case of an amicable cession of territory? Had Floridachanged 

by an act containing no stipulation respecting the property of ir- 
dividuals, the right of property in all those who became subjects or citizens 
of the new government would Lowe been unaffected by the change. It would 
have remained the same as under the ancient sovereign. The language of the 
second article conforms to this general principle: ‘‘ His Catholic Majesty cedes 
to the United States, in full property and sovereignty, all the territories which 
belong to him situated to the eastward of the Mississippi, #y the name of East 
and West Florida.” 

A cession of territory is never understood to be a cession of the property be- 
longing toits inhabitants. The king cedes that only which belonged to him. 
Lands he had previously granted were not his to cede. Neither party could 
so understand the cession. Neither party could consider itself as attempt- 
ing a wrong to individuals, condemued by the practice of the whole civilized 
world, The cession of a territory by its name from one sovereign to another, 
conveying the compound idea of surrendering at the same time the lands and 
the people who inhabit them, would be necessarily understood to pass the sov- | 
ereignty oniy, and not to interfere with private property. 


Further on the court say: 
This article is apparently introduced on the part of Spain. 


Referring to the eighth article of the treaty, which perhaps I may 
as well read, The eighth article of the treaty says: 


All the grants of land made before the 24th of January, 1518, by His Catholic 
Majesty, or by his lawful authorities in the said territories ceded by His Mai- 
esty to the United States, shall be ratified and contirmed to the persons in pos- 
session of the lands, to the same extent that the same mts would be valid if 
the territories had remained un ‘er the dominion of His Catholic Majesty. But 
the owners in 2 of such lands, who, by reason of the recent circum- 
stances of the nish nation and the revolutions in Europe, have been pre- 
vented from fulfilling all the conditions of their grants, shall complete them 
within the terms limited in the same, respectively, from the date of this treaty ; 
in default of which thesaid grants shall be nulland void. Al!) grants made since 
the said 24th of January, 1818, when the first proposal on the part of His Catholic 
Majesty for the cession of the Floridas was made, are hereby deciared and 
agreed to be null and void. 


The court say: 


This article is apparently introduced on the part of Spain, avd must be in- 
tended to stipulate expressly for that security to ouleaie property which the 
laws and usages of nat would, without express stipulation, have conferred. 
No construction which would impair that security jurther than iis positive 
words would seem to beadmissible. Without it the titles of individuals 
would remain as valid under the new government as they were under the old; 
and those titles, so far at least as they were consummate, might be asserted in 
the courts of the United States, ntly of this article, 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SEN ATE. 


Senne nen 


were “ valid under the Spanish Government or by t 
determination of these commissioners 


| consolidation of the other two. 


| act, 
| three classes and none others. 


sented to this court. 
court has any jurisdiction to hear and decide by the terms of this bill. 


10475 


The court ask, indignantly, further on 
Ts it possible that Congress cou! 


i design to submit the v alidity of tilles w 


vy of nations” to the 


Notwithstanding the previons adverse determination of the commis 


sioners, the Supreme Court held that that grant was valid. 


Mr. President, it is with reference to decisions of this class that the 
committee constructed this bill. There are three classes of cases re- 
ferred to. Two only have been mentioned in the debate. The third 
has been treated and considered as though it was a mere repetition or 
These are the classes found in the 
sixth section. First, those ‘‘ which at the date of the passage of this 
act had not been confirmed by act of Congress;’’ second, those which 


| have not been ‘‘ otherwise finally decided upon by lawful authority 


and, third, those ‘‘which have not become complete and perfect.’’ 
These are the three classes of claims which are provided for in this 
The jurisdiction is given to the proposed court in cases of those 
It expressly excludes the perfect grants 
which have been defined clearly in the decisions which I have read, and 
in those decisions it is declared that they need no assistance from the 
legislative or judicial departments of the Government. The bill further 


| Says in the first paragraph of section 13 


First. No claim shall be allowed that shall not appear to be upon a title law 
fully and regularly derived from the Government of Spain or Mexico, and one 
that at the date of the acquisition of the territory by the United States the claim 


ant would have had a lawful right to make perfect 


Evidently the imperfect title alone is referred to— 
had the territory not been acquired by the United Stetes,and that the United 
States are bound, upon the principles of public law, or by the provisions of the 


treaty of cession, to respect and permit to become complete and perfect. 


It is only these three classes of claims which are required to be pre- 
It is only these three classes of claims that this 


It is only these three classes of cases here enumerated which are barred 
by this statute of limitations of two years. Section 12 of the bill 
Says: 

That all claims which are by the provisions ofthis act authorized to be prose 
euted shall, at the end of two years from the taking effect of this act, if no peti- 
tion in respect to the same shall have then been filed as hereinbefore provided, 
be deemed and taken, in all courts and elsewhere, to be abandoned and shal! 
be forever barred. 


The court has no jurisdiction over any but these three designated 
classes of claims, and therefore, by the express terms of this twelfth 
section, they only, and not the perfect claims, are barred by this bill. 
This bill treats the perfect claims as the Supreme Court regards them, 
as needing no help from the legislative department of the Government. 

Then, Mr. President, the allegation that all claims, without regard 
to their being perfect or imperfect, are to be barred in two years is not 
sustained by the record, as will be found by a proper examination of 
the terms of thebill. The case which has been cited from 130 United 
States Reports, arising under the California statutes, was in a different 
position, for there the court did have jurisdiction over the perfect titles 
as well as the imperfect titles. There the act did require that the im- 
perfect titles and perfect titles alike should be presented for the adju- 
dication of the courts, and after the period fixed in the statute had 
elapsed the Supreme Court made the decision that the power of Con- 
gress was supreme over the matter. But there has been no such ar- 
rangement proposed in this bill with reference to perfect grants. 

Mr. President, I will read the eighth section of the treaty with Mex- 
ico upon which this present matter rests as showing the difference be 
tween it and the Florida treaty which I read awhile ago, the treaty of 
1819. Article 9 of the treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo, says: 

In the said territories property of every kind,now belonging te Mexican 
not established there,shall be inviolably respected. The present owners, the 
heirs of these,and all Mexicans who may hereafter acquire said property by 
contract,shall enjoy with respect to it guaranties equally ample as if the sam 
belonged to citizens of the United States. 

If a person had a perfect title under the Mexican Government or one 
derived from the Spanish Government, then the title is perfect and 
valid now; it needs no aid from the United States; it needs no aid from 
Congress; it needs no more aid than the title to the land which I own 
derived from the patents of the United States. ‘The titles which were 
good, perfect, and complete under the Mexican law at the time of the 
cession are good, complete, and perfect now, and if there is anything 
in the decision of the Supreme Court in the case which I read, those 
people require no aid whatever from the Government with reference 
to their titles. 

Mr. President, if there are defects in this bill, the bili can be amended 
I do not think that the defect which the Senator from Colorado [ Mr 
Wexcott | has dwelt so much upon, and which I have referred to now, 
amounts to anything. I do not think that any changeis required wit! 
reference to that matter. The bill has been worked upon industriously 
in the committee-room. It had its origin, as I am told, many years 
ago, and in its early history it was wrought upon by some of the ablest 
lawyers who ever came to the Senate. The bill was before the com- 
mittee during the last Congress, and again during the present Con- 
gress. Every section, every sentence was industriously examined and 
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perfected with all the ability and industry that the committee could 
give twit. 

We did not have in the committee-room the counsels of the Senator 
from Colorado. It is to be regretted that we did not have the benefit 
ol his experience and his knowledge and his acquaintance with the 
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Would the Senator object to a clause being added as follows? 


Nor any claims for lands which are complete and perfect, although they : 
not have been confirmed by Congress, 


Would such an amendment not be in entire accord with the Se: 


country where the lands included in the grants are situated, and with | ator’s present interpretation of the bill as it stands? 


the inhabitants. It was a surprise to me when I first heard that he 
had any objections to the bill. It was reported on the 28th of April. 
He had apparently acquiesced in all that was done in the committee- 
room. He has filed no adverse report, he has filed no other bill in- 
cluding his views, coming from him asa minority of the committee. 
and it was with surprise that I first heard that the objections existed 
which he has brought to the attention of the Senate. 

I do not think, as I said before, that the objection just treated of is 
a valid one. If there are others the billcan beamended. The limita- 
tion as to time, as suggested by Senators who occupied the floor yes- 
terday, can be very readily changed. As wassaid by the Senator from 
North Carolina, it was tentative, and we can easily extend the dura- 
tion of the court so as to give all parties who have claims which need 
the aid and attention of the court all the time that justice and right 
require. ; 

But, Mr, President, I do not think that the bill is subject to the se- 
vere criticisms which have been made with reference toit. I do not 
think it is anjast, unfair, and indefensible. I claim that it affords re- 
lief and assistance that are very much needed, according to the re- 
marks which have been made by Senators living in that section of the 
country. It gives ample relief to all small holders who own not over 
160 acres. In section 16 it is provided: 

That in township surveys hereafter to be made in the Territories of New 
Mexico and Arizona, Wyoming and Utah, and the States of Colorado and 
Nevada, if it shall be made to appear to the satisfaction of the deputy surveyor 
making such survey that any p°rson has, through himself, his ancestors, or 
grantors, been in the continuous adverse actual bona fide possession, residing 
thereon as his home, of any tract of land of not exceeding 160 acres in such town- 
ship, fortwenty years next preceding the time of making such survey, the deputy 
surveyor shall recognize and establish the lines of such possession and make the 
subdivision of the adjoining lands in accordance therewith, 

And in section 17 a similar provision is made in cases where the town- 
ships have been surveyed, That section provides— 

That in the case of townships heretofore surveyed in the Territories of New 
Mexico and Arizona, Wyoming and Utah, and the States of Colorado and 
Nevada all persons who, or whose ancestors or grantors, became citizens of the 
United States by reason of the treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo, and who have 
been in the actual continuous adverse possession and residents of tracts of not 
to exceed 160 acres each for twenty years next preceding such survey, shall be 
entitled, apes making proof of such facts to the satisfaction of the register and 
receiver of the proper land district, and of the Commissioner of the General Land 
Office upon such investigation as is provided for in section 16 of this act, to enter, 
without payment of purchase money, fees, or commiasions, such legal subdivis- 
ions, nol exceeding 160 acres, as shall include their said possessions. 

So, Mr. President, settlers on all these small bodies of land, not ex- 
ceeding 160 acres in extent, occupying them under arrangements simi- 
lar to our homestead laws, whether they originally had paper titles or 
whether they had not, those who have simply been in possession for 
twenty years er more, are protected without fee or expense or cost. The 
Government goes there and measures their land and sets it off for them, 
and where land has already been surveyed a similar provision is made. 
So, ample provision is made for all these poor people and these owners 
of small bodies of land who are actually living upon them. 

Then, every holder of an imperfect title has his day in court, whether 
he has a large body of land or a small body; if he has got a concession 
or grant or survey or writing of any kind, no matter how imperfect, 
if it is such a title or such a showing as under the laws of Mexico, or 
under similar laws of thiscountry, would entitle a citizen of this coun- 
try to relief, he has his day in court and an opportunity for relief. 

Then there is the fair and legitimate inference from the language of 
the bill that the holders of periect titles, no matter how large, shall be 
recognized as the actual owners of the land included in theirgrants. They 
are not required to come into court. They are not required to present 
any documents or claims. They receive actual relief without any ne- 
cessity of coming before the court at all. They are treated just as the 
United States Supreme Court has treated others in a like situation 
under the Florida law, as needing no help from the Government, no 
help from the legislative or thejudicial departments of the Government. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Will the Senator permit me to ask him aquestion? 

Mr. PASCO. Certainly. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. The Senator’s statement, supported by citations 
which hedeemsauthority, is to the effect that perfected claims are not to 
be included in this act at all, whether they have been confirmed or not; 
that claims which are perfect and notconfirmed are not intended to be 
included in this act. It is to those of us who think we know at least 
that district entirely immaterial or practically immaterial whether or 
not the bill excludes claims thatare perfect and not patented, or whether 
it provides that parties having claims which are perfect but not con- 
firmed may come before this tribunal and have them passed upon bya 
court or otherwise. Would the Senator as a member of the committee 
object to an amendment—I simply ask this so that I may know the 
opinion of the Senator—on page 17, where the fourth subdivision says: 


Fourth, No claim shall be allowed for any land the right to which has 
— been lawfully acted upon and decided by Congress, or under ite au- 
thority. 








Mr. PASCO. My objection to inserting anything with reference to 
those who have perfect titles is that it would seem to be casting a cloud 
upon titles which are already ample and full and which need no as- 
sistance trom the Government. I would not feel that any benefit wou! 
be afforded me if the Legislature of the State of Florida or the United 
States Congress should pass a law allowing me to go into court to set- 
tle a title to land that I own and hold without dispute in my own Stat: 
and it seems to me that when a person has a perfect title, one that 
so recognized by the Government, one that is so recognized by the Su- 
preme Court, it is an injury rather than an advantage to him to throw 
open the doors of the courts and require him to come in and prove t 
be certain and correct and sufficient what has always been regarded as 
certain and sufficient and correct. The very act of opening the doo: 
of the court in such a case would have a tendency to weaken and im 
pair and cloud the title of the holder. That is the objection which | 
have to any legislation of that kind. 

Mr. MORGAN. If it will not interrupt the Senator from Florida— 

Mr. PASCO. Certainly not. 

Mr. MORGAN. My difficulty has been, I will say to the Senator, 
in this case mainlv that there is no definition either in the treaty orin 
this bill of what is a perfect and what is an imperfect title under the 
Mexican law. Can the Senator describe what is a perfect title under 
the Mexican law and give an illustration of it, and also what is an im 
perfect title and give an illustration, so that we may know what the 
committee means when these phrases are used? I wish to call the at- 
tention of the Senator to a fact in regard toit. I think it is not the 
custom of the Mexican Government to issue patent. I do not mean the 
general Government. I am speaking now of the state governments. 

Mr. SPOONER. In any case? 

Mr. MORGAN. The juridical possession under a grant in Mexico is 
a legal investiture of title and possession by operation of law, whether 
it is attended with actual occupancy or not. That juridical possession 
alter it is made out by an alcalde is revurned for record in the land of- 
fice of the state at the capital of the state in which the land is situate 
where the grant comes from the state, and that record constitutes his 
title, not that a separate patent issued setting forth all of these facts. 
If I am correctly informed about it, that is the procedure by which a 
title is derived from vhe state governments of Mexico. 

Now, will the Senator say that the record of the state government, 
where the title emanated from such a government, must show every 
fact that is necessary to a complete investiture under the Mexican law? 
Would that be a perfect title within the meaning of this bill? Then, 
if that is a perfect title, what is itthat is an imperfect title? Is it the 
one that is merely defective in the fact that all the records have not 
been completed which would make up a perfect title, or is it one in 
which a part of the record has been completed and where the party 
having the grant bas made what we would call an equitable compliance, 
a substantial compliance with the terms of the grant and its future 
conditions upon which the grant is to become complete as a juridical 
grant? 

Mr. PASCO. Mr. President, it would be very presumptuous in me 
to attempt to give a full auswer to such a question as that when asked 
by the Senator from Alabama, who we all know has so much learning 
in the law and who has had so much experience in matters of this 
kind, 

The question of perfection is at last a question for the courts. The 
general idea of a perfect title is a title to land which hs been separated 
by an act of the former government from the public domain and which 
the party is in possession of under a grant from the former government. 
That is the general idea of a perfect title. But it is at last a question 
in each case to be determined by the courts. 

But with these perfect titles derived trom the former government 
a party can go into court, he can defend himself, and he can protec‘ 
himself; and if the title is perfect and the possession has been held 
under it, he needs no help from the Government in accordance wit) 
these decisions. 

The imperfect titles, as a general rule, are those grants or conces- 
sions which are conditional, whose terms have no been complied with— 
the Senator enumerated a number of them the other day—where a man 
receives a body of land from the Government upon the promise that he 
would put a colony upon it, that he would feed a certain number 0! 
sheep or cattle upon it, that he would build « millor something of that 
kind. Those are givenin the books and in the decisions of the Suprem: 
Court of the United States as illustrations of imperfect titles. 

Parties whoare in possession, such as are provided for in the sections 
which I jast read (16 and 17), who have been allowed to enter upon 
lands as settlers under a general policy of the Government similar to 
our homestead laws, are holders of another class of imperfect titles 
which are referred to in some of the decisions of the Supreme Court o! 
the United States; those persons are dependent upon the farther favor 
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eee 
end assistance and help of the Government before they can have their 
rfected. 

NT SPOONER. Does the Senator understand that under this bill | 
this court is to have any jurisdiction whatever of an imperfect title as 
he defines it? ed 

Mr. PASCO. That isits very purpose. _ 

Mr.SPOONER. As I recollect the provisions of the bill, this court | 
shall take jurisdiction only of those titles which upon principles of | 
public law or in order to perfect the obligations of a treaty the party 
is entitled to perfect. 

Mr. PASCO. Theseare the three classes that are enumerated in sec- 
tion 6: those ‘‘ which at the date of the passage of this act have not 








' 
} 
' 
| 
| 
been confirmed by act of Congress;’’ those which have not been ‘‘ other- | 
wise finally decided upon by lawful authority;’’ and those ‘* which | 
have not become complete and perfect.’’ They are in a similar situa- | 
tion to those who file declarations of homesteads in our own General 
Land Office and comply with the terms of the homestead laws. Such | 
titles are incomplete, inchoate, imperfect. Under the provisions of the 

treaty and under the provisions of this act such holders would be en- 
titled to go and perfect their claims and receive their final patents or 
proofs of title from the Government. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. President—— 

Mr. RANSOM. Will the Senator from Texas allow me’? 

Mr. REAGAN. I merely wish to make one observation. What, no 
doubt, raised the question in the mind of the Senator from Wisconsin 
[Mr. Spooner] is the fact that the law takes for granted that we un- | 
derstand that the titles to be acted upon are those that had their in- | 
cipiency under the Mexican or Spanish Government, and which had 
not been perfected. That, I do not think, is specifically described in 
the bill, but the bill evidently takes it for granted that we do so un- 
derstand. It is those tities which have had their incipiency under the 
Spanish or Mexican Government and which were not perfected under 
those Governments. | 

Mr. PASCO. Does not the Senator think that the third description | 
covers those ‘‘ which have not become complete and perfect,’’ and then | 
the first paragraph of section 13, which says: | 

First. No claim shall be allowed that sha!! not appear to be upon a title law- 
fully and regularly derived from the Government of Spain or Mexico, and one 
that at the date of the acquisition of the territory by the United States the | 
claimant would have had a lawfal right to make perfect had the territory not | 
been acquired by the United States, and that the United States are bound, upon 
the principles of public law, or by the provisions of the treaty of cession, to re- | 
spect and permit to become complete and perfect. 

Mr. REAGAN. 

Mr. RANSOM. 
ment ? } 

Mr. PASCO. With pleasure. , 

Mr. RANSOM. I ask the attention of the Senator from Alabama. 

Mr. MORGAN. Iam listening to the Senator. 

Mr. RANSOM. The Senator from Alabama asks the Senator from 
Florida for his definition of an imperfect and of a perfect title. That 
is a question which very naturally and properly occurs to every Sen- 
ator in the discussion of this bill, and if [am not mistaken I can re- | 
lieve the mind of the Senator from Alabama, lawyer as he is, of all | 
doubt upon that question—I mean of all doubt so far as the practical 
operation and effect of this bill are concerned. 

As I stated yesterday, the jurisdiction clause in the bill before the | 
Senate is substantially and almost literally the jurisdiction clause in 
the law of Congress creating what is known as the Louisiana Commis- | 
sion. 

Mr. MORGAN. The act of March, 1805? 

Mr. RANSOM. [am not certain as to the date, but I think it is 


The bill is more fall than I thought it was. 
Will my friend from Florida yield to me fora mo- 





March 30, 1805. I think it was afterwards amended, perhaps in 1818, 
but they are substantially the same, and I took the liberty yesterday 
evening, when the Senator from Alabama was addressing the Senate, 
of calling his attention to that clause as offered here by the late Sen- 
ator from Florida, Mr. Jones. 

_ Instead of undertaking myself to give a definition of an imperfect 
title or a definition of a perfect title, I will say to the Senator from 
Alabama that since 1805, assuming that to be the date of the act 
creating the commission in Louisiana, the Supreme Court of the United 
States and the courts of the different States made up out of the Loni- 
siana purchase have repeatedly, time after time, declared what was a 
perfect title and what was not a perfect title, and I think it is safer for 
us now to stand by the adjudications and the definite judgments of the 
toe Court of the United States delivered in numberless cases than 
it is in this bill or in an act of to undertake to define a perfect 
or an imperfect title, an incipient title—that seems to be the term that | 
has caught the fancy of the Supreme Court, if I may say so, and Judge 
Miller, always with great significance, uses that term—I think it is 
much safer to take their adjudication of this question than to under- 
take to put it more fully in this bill. 

The Senator, no doubt more familiar with many of these cases than 
I am, will find that sometimes it has been avery nice question for the 
Supreme Court to decide whether the title from the Spanish or the 
French Government required further action {rom this Government, or 
whether it was perfect in itself. I prefer myself—if my friend from 
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| fect grant, if the concession was found to be made, if the limits « 


| entitled to have their grants completed or consummated. 
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Florida will allow me to hold the floor for one second further—to say 
that I think it safer for Congress to stand upon those adjudications ol 
the last eighty-odd years than it is to put in new terms in this bill, at- 
tempting to give a significance of definition toa legal expression which 
has had illustration after illustration trom the courts of the States and 


| from the Supreme Court of the United States. 


Mr. PASCO. Now, Mr. President, with reference to this 

Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator allow me a moment ? 

Mr. PASCO. Certaialy. 

Mr. SPOONER. I ask the attention of the Senator from North Ca 
I have listened attentively to his observations, and he will re- 


| member that when this bill first came tor debate betore the Senate | 


asked the Senator, as chairman of the committee having the matter in 
charge, to state succinctly the distinction, as he understood it, between 
a perfect and an imperfect title, stating to him at the time that as toa 
perfect title, as I understood it, I could not understand why Congres 
should impose auy limitation upon a recovery. 

That is to say, if a man had perfected bis title by performing th: 

conditions ofa grant of 100,000 acres, and the court found it to be a pe: 
f the 
grant were established and the conditions found to have been definite 
and to have been performed, upon what principle of justice does the 
committee ask the Senate to impose a limitation upon the amount of 
the recovery? The Senator informed me and informed the Senate, in 
reply to my interrogatory, that under this bill this statutory court, as 
Ichoose to term it, was not to have jurisdiction of perfected titles; thi.t 
it was intended to confer upon this tribunal only jurisdiction ot those 
inchoate, incomplete, or, to use the appropriate phrase used by the Sen- 
ator from North Carolina, those equitable titles as to which—and if 
the Senator’s statement of the law and the facts be correct, then his 
answer to me was complete—the condition not having been performed, 
the grant not being complete, it was at the option of the Government 
to enter for a condition broken and put an end to the entire grant, o1 
as a matter of grace to allow so much of the grant as it chose. 

Now, what I should like to ask the Senator is this: I understand 
the law to be as to a conditional grant, that the grant proceeding trom 
the sovereign, it is for the legislative department of the Government 
to determine where the condition had not been performed whether it 
will enter for condition broken or will waive the condition. Is it in 
tended by this bill to delegate to this tribunal to determine whether 
the condition not worked out shall be waived or enforced? In the 
case of a grant upon condition, the condition not having been performed 
is it for the court to say or for Congress to say whether the party shal! 
be permitted to perform the condition or not? 

Mr. RANSOM. Mr. President, I presume of course I was not very 
clear, and it is not the fault of the Senator from Wisccnsin, but it is my 
fault that he did not understand me. I may have used during the de- 
bate the word ‘‘grace,’’ but I was not using it in reference to the court. 
Under this bill there is no grace to be exercised by this court. This 
court will have a well defined duty to perform, and that duty will be 
to determine upon the facts, conditions, and circumstances of the case 
whetker according to the law ot Mexico and Spain these claimants are 
It is not 
left inthe sky. Their duty will be well defined and bounded. They 
will have to say, as positively as it is possible for the law to speak, 
whether the circumstances of each partigular case invest the claimant 


| with the right to have his title consummated. 


Mr. President, all that I meant to say to the Senator from Wisconsin 


| and the Senator from Florida and the Senator from Alabama was that 


having had since 1805—for I am satisfied the Senator from Alabama has 
the date accurately—a long line of judicial decisions upon this very ques 
tion, repeated over and over again under all the different circumstances 
under which these titles have grown up, I thought it was better for Con 
gress to stand by and abide by well defined ternis which have been un 
derstood and adjudicated by the courts than to attempt to add to the: 
by new words or new phrases which might embracegomething that ought 
not te be embraced or might exclude something that ought not to be ex 
cluded, that it would be safer for us to stand in this bill by the jurisdi: 
tion clause of the commission act affecting the Louisiana purchass 

Mr. PASCO. Mr. President, with reference to this question of pet 
fect and imperfect grants, I call the attention of the Senate to a ’e- 
scription of the different classes of grants as given by Mr. Gilpin, who 
was Attorney-General of the United States at the time, in the case of 
the United States rs. Wiggins, found on the three hundred and fortieth 
page of the fourteenth volume of Peters’s Reports. It isin his brief as 
counsel in the case representing the Government. He says 


Grants of land in Florida by the Spanish authorities, so far as they have come 
before this court, appear to have been of three classes 

First. Absolute grants, in consideration of services already performed, whicl: 
were made by the governors, in special cases, efther by virtue of a special 
power recognized by the lawsof the Indies (2 White's New Recopilacion, 38, 40 
52), or by the authority given in particular decrees, coming directly or indirectly 
from the sovereign, as in the case of the grants conferred upon Salus, Paulin 
and Percheman, in reward for their services (2 White’s New Rec , 280). The 
very nature of these grants forbids a limitation on the quantity, or on the con 
sideration that might move them. They are recognized by this court in the 
cases of the United States rs. Percheman (7 Peters, 97) and United States vs. 
Clark (8 Peters, 45°). 
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Second, 
This is an example of the imper‘ect grants— 


Second. Grantsin consideration of services to be performed, and deemed spe- 
cielly important for the improvement of the province. These do not seem to 
have grown out of any law or royal order, but were not infrequent for some 
years before the cession of Florida. They were established by usage, and rec- 
ognized as lawful. (2 White’s New Recopilacion, 296, 289,290.) The services ap- 
pear to have been of three kinds: The erection of saw-mills, factories, or me- 
chanical works; the introduction and rearing of large numbers of cattie; and 
the establishment in particular places of large bodies of settlers. The titles to 
these were, in some instances, absolute on their face, and conveye a present 
grant from their date, though coupled with conditions for the subsequent per- 
formance of the specified services; or they were mere concessions or incipient 
grants, securing a future absolute title, on the performance of the conditions, 

Then he goes on to speak of the cases in which they are recognized, 
and says further on: 

Third, But the great class of cases was that of gratuitous grante, in moder- 
ate quantities, for purposes of actual occupation and cultivation. To this class 
is applicable the general system ot Spanish land law which existed in Florida 
and Louisiana; and the regulations embraced under it are as clear and distinct 
as those of the land laws of the United States. It is true, the grants were gra- 
tuitous, but the performance of the conditions annexed by the law was a con- 
sideration as explicit as the payment required by our laws. 

Those, Mr. President, are instances of different kinds of grants. The 
first is the absolute title, the perfectgrant. It needs no help from the 
Legislature. It is a weapon of attack or of defense that can be used 
in the courts as a meansot obtaining possession when the holder is un- 
lawiully ousted orasa means of resistance if his rights are assailed. The 
holder of such perlect and valid grantand title, as I have said before, 
needs no he)p trom us, and no helpis provided for him by the terms of 
this bill. 

The purpose of the bill is not to try titles, not to decide whether 
they are valid or not, but it is to complete them, to perfect them. 
They had their origin in the days of the Spanish or Mexican occupa- 
tion, and when they are incomplete and insufficient and not capable of 
being used as weapons of attack and defense in the courts, then the 
holder can come in under the terms of this statute and complete his title 
and obtain the patent of the United States if he satisfies the court that 
he has a just and meritorious claim. 

Then, to repeat briefly what I said before, this bill protects small 
holders to the extent of 160 acres of land. It gives the holders of in- 
complete titles their day in court. It virtually says to the holder of 
the complete title that he needs no assistance from a court, and that 
Congress will not interfere at all with his rights or claims. The only 
persons who do not obtain complete relief are those who hold grants ex- 
ceeding 11 leagues in extent, and it is claimed by Senators who have 
argued against the bill that such holders should also be provided for. 

The Senator from Colorado has not made out a very strong case in 
behalf of claimants of this class who live in the Territory of New Mex- 
ico. He says that the land there is so poor that it can hardly support 
the cattle which grazeuponit. He saysit is even beyond the reach of 
the water of irrigation to bring it up to a state of cultivation; but this 
land is presumably of some value, and by the earnestness with which 
these claims have been pressed there is no doubt that much of it is very 
valuable. But whatever rights these parties haveshould be protected 
whether the land is valuable or not. 

The question is to what extent they should be protected at the present 
time. ‘They need no protection if their grants are perfect. If they 
are not perfect they have their day in court in this bill to the extent 
of ll leagues. If they establish theirclaims they will be perfected to 
that extent and patents will bé given tothem. Itis only to the extent 
in excess of 11 leagues that they do not get protection under this bill. 
They are not barred. The bill simply provides no remedy for them 
beyond the 11 leagues. It does not prevent Congress, after getting at 
the merits of these cases as they will be disclosed in the records when 
they are presented to the courts, from giving them relief hereafter to a 
further extent, which very likely will depend upon the merits of their 
several claims. But certainly, as has been well said by other Senators 
who have discussed this bill, these people get a very large benefit and 
advantage when they have their claims confirmed to the extent of 11 
leagues. ° 

It is a dangerous quantity of land to be given to any one person. 
It is against the policy of the Government that lands in very large 
bodies should be vested in individuals. Eleven leagues is nearly 
50,000 acres of land, Some of these claims run up into the millions 
ofacres. They are large enough for duchies or baronies. They are 
larger than some of the States of this Union, and it is wise for Con- 
gress to pause at the present time before giving the court unlimited 
authority to confirm all of these grants, no matter how large they 
may be. 

It is wise to wait until these people have presented their cases, un- 
til they have made up their records, until their equities are known, 
and then it will be within the power of Congress at a later day, if it 
sees fit, to give further relief. As I said before, they are not barred 
beyond that extent. This bill simply gives them no remedy, but it 
should not be condemned for that reason. The bill is generous enough 
towards these holders. We are for the present doing enough for them, 
and it isnot wise that we should at the present time give unlimited au- 
thority to the courts in respect to these large and enormous and dan- 
gerous claims. 
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Many of them are no doubt fraudulent. There is a great tempt 
tion to commit forgery when there is so much at stake. Itis y 
known that in the history of claims of this class frands have been. 
mitted, and itis no ‘‘ infant industry,’’ either; for the manufactu: 
fraudulent grants will be found by any one who studies this clas 
cases to have originated a great many years ago in the history o! 
country; the older the grant the more difficult itis to find ont whet 
or not it is good and honest and valid. 

Mr. PLATT. May I ask the Senator a question? 

Mr. PASCO. Certainly. 

Mr. PLATT. Suppose it should turn out in an investigation b: 
the court that the claimant was just as much entitled to 100,000 a 
as to 48,000, or 11 leagues, how is the court to determine where 
grant is to be located? Is there anything in the bill which author 
the court to determine where his 48,000 acres or 11 leagues are t 
located ? 

Mr. PASCO. There is nothing further in the bill except the g 
eral powers of a court of equity which are given to this court. | 
bill is silent as to the mode of procedure in such a case. 

But, as I said before, if these parties prove to the satisfaction of | 
court by their records that they are entitled to further relief, there 
nothing to prevent Congress at any fature day from giving it to the 
It is the history of legislation of this class that there have been ext 
sions of the power and authority and time in every case where suc) 
additional legislation has appeared to be necessary. But, as I said ly 
fore, if holders of these large grants exceeding 11 leagues in exten 
shall prove to the satisfaction of the court by their record that they are 
entitled to relief, there is nothing to prevent Congress at any future da) 
from extending it to them to the entire amount of their claims. 

Mr. President, in view of all the benefits that there are in this bil! 
although it may not give ample relief to the satisfaction of everybody 
so far as all classes of claims are concerned, it seems to be eminent); 
proper that it should pass. 

It is stated by all those who know the history of the States and Te: 
ritories in which these lands lie that some legislation is necessary, an! 
here is a bill providing for a court, which gives jurisdiction in ever) 
class of claims except those holding these large grants, and there i 
nothing, as I said before, to prevent these parties from getting furthe 
relief hereafter. Having made this provision in harmony with the 
legislation which has been attempted in previous Congresses in years 
gone by, having brought the matter so near to a state of completion, 
I trust that the bill will pass, and that theamendment which has been 
offered and which is particularly under discussion will be rejected. 


SNROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MCPHERSON 
its Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the House had signed th 
following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed by the Vice 
President: 

A bill (S. 5) for the relief of Bessie S. Gilmore; 

A bill (S. 2781) to forfeit certain lands heretofore granted for the pu: 
pose of aiding in the construction of railroads, and for other purposes 

A bill (S. 3257) granting a pension to Mary Crook, widow of Georg: 
Crook, late a major-general in the United States Army; 

A bill (8. 3711) granting a pension to Ellen M. McClellan; 

A bill (S. 4233) granting a pension to Jessie Benton Frémont; 

A bill (8. 4375) to provide an American register for the steam-ship 
G. W. Jones of New York; 

A bill (H. R. 2174) to remove charge of desertion from Ellery ©. Fo! 


ger; 

A bill (H. R. 8247) to authorize entry of the public lands by incorpo 
rated cities and towns for cemetery and park purposes; and 

A bill (H. R. 8943) to provide for the establishing of a port of deli. 
ery at Peoria, Il. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. 11928) defining certain duties of the Sergeant-at-Arm: 
of the House of Representatives, and for other purposes, was read twi< 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Appropriations, 

The bill (H. R. 608) making an appropriation for construction 0! 
new buildings and the enlargement of the military post at Plattsburgh 
N. Y., was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 0: 
Military Affairs. 

The bill (H. R. 11154) to repeal part of section 6 of an act entitle: 
**An act to divide the State of Iowa into two judicial districts,’’ ap 
proved July 20, 1882, was read twice by its title, and referred to th: 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

The joint resolution (H. Res, 214) extending the ‘‘ Act fixing the rate 
of interest to be charged on arrearages of general and special taxe- 
now due the District of Columbia, if paid within a time specified,’’ to 
October 31, 1890, was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 


OKLAHOMA TOWN SITES. 


The bill (H. R. 11627) toauthorize the issuance of subpoonas for the 
attendance of witnesses before town-site trustees in Oklahoma was read 
twice by its title. 
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Mr. PLATT. 1 wish for the present that that bill may lie on the, 
table. I should like to have printed in the Recorp, so that it may be | 
seen by Senators to-morrow, & short letter from the Department of the 
Interior to the Speaker of the House of Representatives and a letter | 
from the Assistant Attorney-General and a letter from the Secretary of 
the Interior to the chairman of the Committee on Territories of the | 
House of Representatives, transmitting a letter from the governor of 
Oklahoma. They are very short,and I should like to have them printed | 
in the RECORD. 1 ; oe ' 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. They will be printed in the Recon», if | 
there be no objection. | 

| 
i 
| 
} 
| 








The letters referred to are as follows: 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, Washinglo 


Sin: The act to provide for town-site entries of land in what is known as 
“ Oklahoma,” and for other purposes, approv ed May 14, 1890, failsto confer any 
power upon the boards of trustees to issue subpeenas for the attendance of wit- | 
nesses before said boards or to provide any penalty for refusal of any witness 

»y such subpoena. 
0 een that it is essential to the success of the labors of the respective | 
boards thatsuch power should be conferred, I beg leave to lay before the House 
of Representatives the opinion of the Assistant Attorney-General assigned to 
this Department upon the subject,and the form of a bill authorizing the issu- | 
ance of subpeenas in such cases,and request that early action may be taken 
eon. 

= Most respectfully, 

JOHN W. NOBLE, Se 


, July 28, 1890 


The SPEAKER OF THE House OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, Washinglon, July 25, 1890. 

Sim: Aletter dated July 18,1890, from Winfield F. Smith,of Guthric,Oklahoma, 
and addressed to you,calis attention to the necessity of conferring authority upon 
the boards of town-site trustees in said Territory to issue subpcenas for the at- 
tendance of witnesses in cases that may come beforethem. This letter you re 
ferred to me with the request that you should be advised as to whether under 
the Oklahoma town-site laws or other United States statutes the said town-site 
trustees have the power to compel the attendance of witnesses, and if no such 
authority now exists to prepare a bill will give such power to said boards. 

In response to your reference I have the honor to report that under the law 
as it now stands the boards of town-site trusteesare without authority to com- 
pel the attendance of witnesses, and that I have in accordance with your re- 
quest prepared the draught of a bill, submitted herewith, which is intended to 
confer upon said boards the os authority to secure the presence and testi- 
mony of witnesses in proceedings that may be pending betore them in their 
official capacity as trustees. 

Respectfully, 


GEO, 1. SHIELDS, 
Assistant Attorney-General. 
To the Srcrrrary or THE INTERIOR. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, Washington, Augusi 25, L890. 


Dear Sie: I beg leave to place before you a portion of a letter just received 
by me from the governor of Oklahoma, as follows: 

““While I know you desire to doall you can for the best interests of your De- 
partment, { truet you will not think it out of place for me to remind you of the 
great importance it is to the citizens in this Territory that your recommenda- 
tion that compulsory process may be issued by the various town-site boards for 
witnesses becomes a law; otherwise it is going to be impossible, in many cases, 
to arrive at any equitable conclusion. 

“A casein point: I heard a very respectable man say to-day that he could 
tell exactly when a certain party arrived in Guthrie, but he was not going to 
appear before the board and make an enemy of him ina matter he had no 
personal interest in; that there was no compulsion, and he could better be out 
of the city. There are numerous similar instances to my knowledge. 


Yours, truly, 
JOHN W. NOBLE, Secretary. 

Hon. Isaac S, STRUBLE, 

Chairman of the Commilice on Territories, House of Representatives. 

Mr. PLATT. Let the bill be printed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be printed and lie on the 
table. 

MISSOURI RIVER BRIDGE IN BOONE COUNTY, MISSOURI. 

Mr. VEST. I am about leaving the city and I should like to secure 
the passage of a bridge bill. That is about the only matter that de- 
tains me here. I ask unanimous consent to call up Order of Business 
2098, Senate bill 4395. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 

to consider the bill (S. 4395) to authorize the construction 
of a bridge across the Missouri River at some accessible point in Boone 
County, Missouri. 

4 bill was reported from the Committee on Commerce with amend- 
men 

The first amendment was, in section 1, line 3, after the word ‘‘Spring- 
field,” to strike out ‘‘ Railway ’’ and insert ‘‘ Railroad;’’ so as to read: 

That the Chicago, Hannibal and ld Railroad Co r incor- 
poration organized under the laws o ee oete of Illineis, ite ae cee 
cessors, is hereby authorized to construct and maintain a bridge across the 


Missouri cae eee pois as —e, be hereafter selected by said corporation 


_ the mg Rocheport, in the county of Boone, in the 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 2, line 9, after the word ‘* loca- 
tion,’’ to strike out *‘the y of’ and insert ‘‘ the high and 
low water lines upon;’’ in line 10, after the word ‘‘river,’’ to strike 
out ‘‘the shore lines at high and low water’’ and insert “‘ the direction 
and strength of the current at all stages of the water, with the sound- 

showing the bed of the stream, and;’’ and in line 14, 
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} Of any ot 


| shall the other spans be | 


after the w “ bridges,’’ to insert ‘‘such map to be sufficiently in | year 1800. 


LQAT9 


detail to enable the Secretary of War to jud 
said bridge;’’ 
Sec. 2. That said bridge shal I land 
with the security and couy ‘ . 1 of s . o! 
necessary to carry into effs the rig es reby anted 
order to secure that object the sa < ) oration shall submitto the 
Secretary of War, for his exam i and a cle i and drawing « 
the bridge and a map of the | e of lm ve and 
1 mile below the proposed locat the 1a 
of the river, the direx 


SO as tO Make t 


tion and atr gth the sll stawes of the wate 


her bridge or bridwe su t l letail to « 
the Secretary of War to judge « j { d bridge, and s! 
furnish such other information as may be é i fora 
understanding j 
are approved by the Secretary « vi 

d to 

The next amendment ,in the proviso to s n 2, in line 23, be 
fore the word *‘feet,’’ to strike ont ‘‘filtv’’ and insert 
line 25, afterthe words ‘‘shall the,’’ to strike out ‘‘channel 
insert “‘spans;’’ in line 26, after the word ‘‘leng 
I 3s than 300 feet 
the word ‘‘river,’’ to insert ‘‘and 


shall maintain, at its own expense, fro: 


of th 


The amendment was agr 
was 





span’’ and 
to strike out “no 
’ and in line 30 
said company or corporation 


th,’ 
in length; 
aiter 


1 sunset to sunrise, such lights or 


other signals on said bridge as the Light-House Board shall prescribe 
so as to make the proviso read: 

Provided, That the said bridge shall be made with unbroken and continu 
spans, and shall have three or more channel-spans, and shall not be of less ele 


vation atany point than 55 feet above high-water mark, as understood at th« 
point of location, to the lowest part of the superstructure; nor shall the spans of 
said bridge be less than 400 feet in length, and the piers of said bridge shall be 
parallel with the current of said river, and the main span shall be over the main 
channel of the river, and said company or corporation shall maintain at its ow: 
expense, from sunset to sunrise, such lights or other signals on said bridge as 
the Light-House Board shall prescribe 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 5, line 2, after the word ‘‘ way, 
to insert ‘‘across said bridge and approaches,’’ and in line 3, after the 
words ‘‘telegraph lines,’’ to strike out ‘‘ across said bridge;’’ so as to 
make the section read: 

Sec. 5. That the United States shal! have the right of way across said bridg 
and approaches for such postal and telegraph lines as the Government ma) 
construct or control 

The amendment was agreed to 

The next amendment was, insection 7, line 4, before the word ‘‘ act 


to strike out ‘‘said’’ and insert ‘‘this;’’ so as to make the section 
read: 
Sec. 7. That this act shall be void if tual constructfon of the bridge here 


authorized be not commenced within one year and completed within three 
years from the date of the approval of this act. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

UNITED STATES LAND COURT. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera 
tion of the bill (S. 1042) to establish a United States land court, and 
to provide for the settlement of private land claims in certain States 
and Territories. 

Mr. MORGAN. 


amended, and the amend- 


Mr. President, I have been very anxious indeed 
to support this bill. I have tried every way I could to reconcile my 
self to it. Iam unable to do so after listening to the arguments of gen- 
tlemen who have addressed the Senate upon it so frequently and so 
ably. I think that perhaps there is no more imperative duty resting 
upon the Senate at this session of Congress than to pass some bill in 
regard to this very vexed question. It ought to be provided for. We 
have been nearly fifty years at it, and we have not got a law yet in 
regard to the particular territory we are speaking of which amounts to 
anything. 

I notice that the general framework of this bill is upon the analo 
gies, tosay the least, of the statute of 1805 to carry into effect the land 
grants in Louisiana made under the French and Spanish occupancy of 
that country before the year 1800. There was a particular fact of his 
tory in that connection which ought to be kept in mind. After the 
treaty of purchase of Louisiana was made, and also later in the Florida 

| arrangement of 1818, I think, it was ascertained that there were a 
great many grants that had been antedated and that pending the n« 

gotiation the treaty related back to a certain time when the jurisdic- 

tion was changed from one Government to the other, and that question 
was pending. The Spanish Government had issued grants to various 
people which were considered in fraud of the treaty rights of the United 

States, and both this act of 1805 and the act reterred to by the Senato1 

from Florida had reference to the frauds which might be practiced un 

der that abuse of treaty rights, and were leveled against that. 

There were two classes of claimants in Lovisiana, those who had an 
incomplete title, a titlethat had been by grant made honestly by the 
French or Spanish Government anterior to the year 1800, but had not 
been completed as to all its conditions, and then there were titles ac- 
quired by occupancy or by possession of American citizens after the 
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A commission was organized consisting of three persons under the 
fourth section of the act of 1805 to adjudicate these questions of title, 
and that commission had certain specific powers which are not found 
in this proposed act in regard to the adjudication of what were termed 
incomplete titles, The first section of the act of 1805 provides— 


That any person or persons, and the legal representatives of any person or 
persons, who on the Ist day of October, in the year 1800, were resident within 
the territories ceded by the French Republic to the United States by the treaty 
of the 30th of April, 1803, and who had prior to the said Ist day of October, 
1300) 





You see the treaty was in 1803, and this act of Congress goes back to 
the year 1800, three years anterior, so as to cut off fraudulent trans- 
actions pending the negotiation of the treaty— 
who had prior to the said Ist day of October, 1800, obtained from the French or 
Spanish Governments respectively during the time either of the said Govern- 
ments had the actual possession of said territories any duly registered warrant 
or order of survey for lands lying within the said territories to which the In- 
dian title had been extinguished, and which were on that day actually inha»- 
ited and cultivated by such person or persons, or for his or their use, shall be 
confirmed in their claims to such lands in the same manner as if their titles had 
been completed. 


Phere is a statute which draws a plain distinction between a title 
that is incomplete and one that is complete by statutory enactment and 
definition, Now, here is the proviso: 


Provided, however, That no such incomplete title shall be confirmed unless 
the person in whose name such warrant or order of survey had been granted 
was at the time of its date either head of a family or above the age of twenty- 
one years, nor unless the conditions and terms on which the completion of the 
grant might depend shall have been fulfilled. 


That is a plain statute; you would suppose there would be no trouble 
about interpreting that law, and the decisions which have been quoted 
here so frequently are based upon that plain provision of the act of 
1805, showing clearly the distinction between titles that are incom- 
plete and titles that are complete, the distinction itself being described 
and mentioned and stated with exactness in the body of the statute. 

The next section relates to grants to actual settlers of land occupied 
by them with the permission of the proper Spanish officer and in con- 
formity with Spanish usages, etc., and those grants are to be confirmed 
upon a different basis. They were possessory titles merely, titles by 
mere occupancy, and not under any special grant. 

The fourth section provides for a registration of incomp!ete grants 
and also of completed grants, and it provides that if an uncompleted 
grantis not registered in the office of a certain recorder within a certain 
time the grant is to be forfeited. There is a proviso to the fourth sec- 
tion which I shall read: 


Provided, however, That where lands are claimed by virtue ofa complete French 
or Spanish grant as aforesaid it shall not be necessary for the claimant to have 
any other evidence of his claim recorded, except the original grant or patent, 
together with the warrant or order of survey, and the plat— 


That is all he had to do to make the record complete— 


but all the other conveyances or deeds shall be deposited with the register or 
recorder, to be by them laid before the commissioners hereinafter directed to 
be appointed, when they shall take the claim into consideration. And if such 
person shall neglect to deliver such notice in writing of his claim, together with 
a plat as aforesaid, or cause to be recorded such written evidence of the same, 
all his right, so far as the same is derived from the two first sections of this act, 
shall become void and forever thereafter be barred; nor shall any incomplete 
grant, war: ant, order of survey, deed of conveyance, or other written evidence 
which shall not be recorded as above directed ever after be considered or ad- 
mitted as evidence inany court of the United States against any grant derived 
irom the United States. 


Section 5 provides for the appointment of two commissioners and one 
of the judges there, who shall constitute a commission for the decision 
of these land titles. 

Now, it is perfectly obvious that decisions predicated upon a statute 
like that can not be held to determine what is meant by, or the length, 
depth, height, width, or breadth of, a measure like this. They areen- 
tirely different. 

Before proceeding to try toillustrate that difference more completely, 
[ wish to call attention to a decision of the Secretary of the Interior 
made in the Myra Clark Gaines case. I will read an extract from his 
decision : 

The Secretary of the Treasury, 30th March, 1505, referring to the act of 1805, in 
his instructions to J. W. Gurley, esq., in transmitting him his commission as reg- 
ister of the land office of the eastern district of Orleans, which included all that 
part of the territory cast of the Mississippi, with all the ishes lying on the 
west bank and bordering on the same, and including the Fourche, remarked as 
follows: 

“For the present I will call your attention only toone pout ofthelaw. Itisen- 
acted by the fourth section that persons claiming lands by virtue of } French 
or Spanish grants made before the Ist of October, 1800, may file a notice of their 
claim with the register; but that persons claiming either under the first two 
sections of the act or under incomplete titles shall do it under penalty of their 
claim being forever barred. 

“You will easily perceive that the distinction is drawn from the different nature 
of the claims; that the first species is considered as already established and not 
wanting any confirmation from the Government of the United States; but it is 
necessary that the people should be also made to understand it; that they should 
know that it is not intended to disturb their rights founded on legal ts, and 
that the object of that first pa h is merely to enable them to have their 
grants recorded in an American office, if they shall think it expedient, and to 
prevent the possibility of the United States selling through mistake lands which 
have already been legally granted. 

* Itis true thes peseenp claiming lands under complete grants dated after the 
Ist of October, 1800, are included in the same class with persons who claim un- 
der incomplete titles, and that there may exist some cases in which such grants 
are not confirmed by the first two sections of the act of 1805,” 
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Whoever will go to the General Land Office here and search ii 
have had occasion to do—for as.a member of a committee of this 
it was my duty todo it—will find there a large number of grants cl. 
under the treaty of 1803 in favor of citizens of Louisiana that 
yet undecided. No provision of law has been made for their dex 
The grants stand as claims against the United States Govern: 
That is the way they are treated in the Department upon the i 
as claims against the United States Government; and there are 
dreds of them that have never yet been adjudicated by the Int 
Department, and no court has had jurisdiction to dispose of the: 

Many of those are valid grants under the act of 1805, and, not 
standing the provision that is made for commissioners to decide ) 
the validity of those grants, they still remain undecided. Why; 

It is because they were not of the particular description mentioned j; 
the act of 1805. They did not have all of the incidents and qua 
that are defined and specified in that act. Hence those commission 
did not have jurisdiction to decide them. 

Mr. President, there has not been a uniformity of rulings that 
the grants which were valid under the treaty of 1803 stand upon t! 4 
own merits and are considered valid and are treated as valid by the | 7 
courts, for it must be remembered that in that case, as in this case ; 
the grants thus claimed are not urged against private individuals lia}); 
to be sued, but they are urged against the United States Governmen: 

Take the treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo. What was the situatio 
the territory we acquired under that treaty and under the Gadsi: i 
treaty the very moment of the proclamation of the ratification of tlio: 
treaties? It was that the United States Government owned in its ow . 
right under those treaties every foot of land acquired by them that w:. 
not covered by a valid Spanish or Mexican grant, either complete : 
incomplete. The United States Government has always acted uj. 
that idea, and the Secretary of the Interior has not hesitated to sen 
out and have surveyed any portion of that domain which did not hav: : 
resting upon it a grant that he himself was disposed to recognize as |) | 
ing valid, and he has disposed in this way to that extent of variou: 
claims originating under the Mexican law, I say without rhyme or 1ea- 4 
son, I say without an adjudication, I say by a summary proceeding. 

is true he has not injured the title to any extent, because he had no 
power to do it; but the possessory right and all that relates to survey: 
and possession and the right of fencing and the like, including the riy!:: | 
of pasturage upon those lands, he has decided upon the theory, whi . 
is a correct one, that all the lands that were not covered by complete! | 
land grants derived under the Mexican Government at the moment 
time when those treaties were proclaimed went to the United States an 
became their property, and whoever claims one of these grants claim: 

it under the laws of Mexico, through the treaty, against the Unite: 
States. Thatis his claim, for if the United States Government conce:|¢s 
his right that establishes his title. Then the question between him ani 
somebody else who may be upon that land is a question of local lay 
But the title, the muniment, that which in the judgment of the law 
upon the face of the papers is a complete and perfect title, is establis!: 

or not established by the assent of the Government of the United Stat 

in the first instance. 

Now, here is a man with either a grant from the State of Sonora 0 : 
a grant from the general federal Government of Mexico made upo: : 
conditions-subsequent. He takes all the legal steps that are neces- | 
sary to give him the first possessory right to these lands. First le | 
makes his application under whatever law it is, whether it is an « 
presario grant, whether it is a grant for herding cattle and sheep, : 
whether it is a grant for agriculture, for the colonization of people | 
upon the land, or for any other purpose. He makes his application, | 
and he says, ‘‘I want whatever land the laws of this State or thi: 
Government allow me in a certain territory up here to be granted to 
me upon condition that I do this particular thing, colonize it wit! 
people, herd it with cattle or sheep, or some other thing.’’ 

The party to whom he makes the application issues to him upon t!s 
application a warrantof survey. He takes that with his surveyor :\0' 
the witnesses and he goes and marks off the boundaries of the |.n 
that he wants to enter, confining himself as near as may be, but ins. | 
awkward, rude way usually, to the amount of land that the Gover. 
ment says he may have under such a grant. He sits down, after hiav- 
ing made his survey, with his witnesses and he makes up the des.’ 

he makes up the survey. He takes that to the proper land office: 
to the alcaide, and they make their report. They swear toit. {he a 
alcalde or the proper officer thereupon certifies that this man is ~ d 
titled to juridical possession of thatland. The conditions-subseq\1°1 

are to be performed in the future. 

Now, I will suppose that all these things bad been done a mo::'! 

six weeks, or two months before the treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo 
signed and proclaimed. We took that Mexican citizen and that te: 

tory with his preliminary proceedings all regular and right, and, i! ‘) 
Government had not been compélled to surrender that land to tir 
United States at theend of a war, he was going on in good faith tocom)'' 


with all the conditions-subsequent. If it wasan empresario grant | 
was going to have his 
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e there; if it was a cattle grant he was | 
ing to have his cattle and sheep there; he was going to live upon 1° ° f 
have his agent live upon it until sach time as he would be enti!’ | 
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SNe rn eee ! 
upon farther proof of a full compliance to a certificate that all these | 
conditions had been complied with. ee 

But the Mexican Government was very loose about requiring the 
certification of the performance of these subsequent conditions. In 
nine cases out of ten in regard to all of these grants you may search 
the records of those States and of the federal Government and you 
will not find one case in ten, perhaps not one in a hundred, where the 
final certification of the man’s full compliance with all the conditions- 
subsequent bas heen made; and it really is notan essential of the title. 

Here is a man who six weeks betlore the treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo 
went through all this formula with due and legal regularity and took 
his land, was admitted to juridical possession. He was there and we | 
found him there, our citizen, when that treaty was made, and 1t was | 
our land except so far as it was affected by his rights under the Mexi- | 
can law. TheGovernmentof the United States did not have the policy 
of having herds of cattle upon these great pasture grounds; it did not 
have the policy of having a colonization of people upon these places; 
it did not have the policy of giving to these respective colonists a cer- 
tain amount of Jand because they went there, and of giving by way ot 
premium to the empresario a certain amount of other land lying out- 
side of the colony or adjacent to it as a ‘ee or reward for having there 
these colonists upon that land. We had no such policy as that. Our | 
policy was quite different. 

Now, what is the law in regard to a condition of affairs like that? 
The Government of the United States finding itself in possession of 
the jurisdiction and sovereignty over this land, not having a policy in 
conformity with that of Mexico, it has been said here frequently de- 
feats the condition-subsequent and makes the grant periect. Yet when 
you go back to the Mexican law and read through it you can not find 
the evidence upon the record of a perfect grant; you have got to conie 
down through the treaty; you have got to discuss and apply the policy 
of the United States Government; you have got to determine that that 
policy has relieved the party from compliance with the condition-sub- 
sequent, and therefore has made the grant perfect. All these things 
are to be ascertained; and yet that is not a complete title under the 
Mexican law. That is described here as being an incomplete title, if 
anything is described as an incomplete title. It is not a complete 
title. 

Here we come in and try to provide for it. We want to make a law 
providing tor this condition of affairs and relieving these people 
from these embarrassments, and to relieve hundreds of thousands of 
others who never had a scrap of paper in the world to show that they 
were entitled to one foot of land, and yet they and their ancestors have 
been living on it for one hundred and fifty years. We have got to do 
something to relieve these people. We can not take them as citizens 
of the United States and rob them,of whatever rights they would be 
entitled to under the Mexican laws. We have got to find out what 
those laws are, what the equities are between the Government and the 
citizen, and we must make some provision to discharge our obligation 
and protect that ownership and not turn these poor people out. 

We have a proposed statute here which says that this statutory court 
shall have jurisdiction of certain cases. What are they? Incoiaplete 
titles, and no other, for if a title is complete, according to the language 
of this bill, the court has no jurisdiction. It is a question of power on 
the part of the court. Now, let us see whether that is treating the 
citizens out there with justice or not. A man has been in possession 
of a Spanish grant for a number of years. He has looked back upon 
the records, and he has seen that at the time the treaty of Guadalupe 
Hidalgo was proclaimed his title was complete in all the legal prelim- 
inaries, but incomplete as to the conditions-subsequent, and the Govern- 
ment of the United States had discharged the necessity of his making 
it complete in that particular. He must come into a court and show 
such a case as that he has not got a complete title; that is, a valid title, 
valid in law, for if his title is admitted in law it is complete enough, 
whether the forms have been complied with or not. A complete title 
means a valid title. 

Mr. HOAR. Where does the statute say it must be complete ? 

Mr. MORGAN. I am talking about this bill. 

Mr. HOAR. I do not find that in the bill. I have looked for it. 
I did not know but that the Senator might know where it was. 

Mr. MORGAN. I could show it to the Senator ina minute if I had 
the bill before me. 

Mr. HOAR. Here is the bill. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. 
quire? 

Mr. HOAR. Iask where there is anything in the bill that speaks 
of complete or incomplete titles. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Section 6, page 7. 

Mr. HOAR. Just look at section 6 and see. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. That is all that does touch it except at the bottom 
of page 17, the fourth subdivision. ‘Those are the only two clauses that 
describe the grants to be passed upon. 

Mr. HOAR. I understood the Senator to say there was a good deal 
of distinction. It is the confirmation of a grant, concession, or war- 
rant. Itspeaks of nothing else. 

Mr. MORGAN, Thatisall that this bill proposestodo. This bill deals 


XXJI——656 








Here is section 6. 
In regard to what provision does the Senator in- 
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with nothing in the world but naked title between the Government 
and individuals. It floes not settle private rights between individuals. 
They are not settled. This isa bill to settle the question of title be- 
tween the United States and claimants, as I have frequently said, and 
it authorizes a suit by the United States, which means a suit of the 
United States Government, to determine this question. The jurisdic- 
tion of the court is confined in this way 

Sec. 6, That it shali and may be lawful for any person or persons or corpora- 
tion, or their legal representatives, claiming lands within the limits of the ter 
ritory derived by the United States from the Kepublic of Mexicoand now em- 
braced within the Territories of New Mexico, Wyoming, Arizona, or Utah, or 
within the State of Nevada or Colorado, by virtue of any such Spanish or Mex 
ican grant, concession, Warrant, or survey 

‘Of survey,’’ that ought to be, not ‘‘ warrant, or survey ’’— 


Any such Spanish or Mexican grant. concession, warrant, or survey as thy 
United States are bound to recognize and contirin by virtue of the treaties of 


cession of said country by Mexico to the United States which at the date of the 
massage of this xnct have not been contirmed by act of Congress, or otherwise 
finally decided upon by lawful authority, and which have not become complete 


and perfect, 

In every such case @ petition in writing will confer jurisdiction upon 
the court. 

Mr. HOAR. Willthe Senator allow me tointerrupt him? I should 
like to have his judgment upon one point. If the Senator will take 
section 6, which he has just been reading, the provision of the section 
is that it shall be ‘‘lawiul for any person claiming lands,’’ not claim 
ing « title or anything of that kind, ‘‘ by virtue of any such Spanish 
or Mexican yrant, concession, or warrant,’’ which has not been con 
firmed, which Congress is bound to confirm by treaty. There is noth- 
ing in the bill which requires in words the court to deal with titles in- 
choate or complete or otherwise. In substance it is that if the United 
States is under obligation to pass certain laws making a grant, what- 
ever creates that obligation, then the court is to do so, it is to contirm 
Now, the point of this distinction, if there be anything in it, which I 
wish to call to the attention of the learned and able lawyer who is now 
addressing the Senate, the Senator from Alabama, is how can we im- 
pose on the Supreme Court of the United States as a final arbiter the 
duty of inquiring whether Congress ought to legislate on the subject? 
We can impose upon them the duty ot rendering judgment on the title. 

Mr. MORGAN. The Senator trom Massachusetts has not read the 
section in the light in which I understand it at all. 

Mr. HOAR. That is what [I want to hear. I want to see whether 
| that is the true light or not. 

Mr. MORGAN. The language of the section is 

Concession, warrant, or survey as the United States are bound to recognize 
and contirm by virtue of the treaties of cession of said country by Mexico to the 
| United States— 

That does not say ‘‘ by Congress ’’— 
which at the date of the passage of this act have not been confirmed by act of 

Congress or otherwise finally decided upon by lawful authority. 
| Mr. HOAR. In other words, my inquiry is this: The United States 
have engaged with Mexico to make certain legislative grants in the 
future. 

Mr. MORGAN. No; not that. 

Mr. HOAR. That is all this confirmation applies to. 

Mr. MORGAN. No; it is to confirm grants that have been hereto- 
| fore made by Mexico. 

Mr. HOAR. That is the same thing. 
Mr. MORGAN. No. 

Mr. HOAR. Ifa man has got a complete title, I heard the Senato: 
| just say, then the court has nothing to do with it. If a man has not 
got a complete title what he lacks is a legislative grant, which we agree 
to make. Now we refer him tothe court toestablish whether we ought 
under the circumstances of law and equity to grant this Jand, the title 
of which is now otherwise in us. How can that be made a judicial 
question ? is my inquiry. 

Mr. MORGAN. It is made a judicial question by this bill. 
| Mr. HOAR. I understand that, but by the Constitution of the 
United States? 

Mr. STEWART. Will the Senator let me answer ” 

Mr. MORGAN. No, I will answer. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CuLLom in the chair). 
| ator from Alabama has the floor. 

Mr. STEWART. I was going to refer the Senator to a decision. 
Mr. MORGAN. As [understand the driit of the idea and question 
of the Senator from Massachusetts, it is that our duty in this particular 
is a legislative duty, and that by this bill probably we are transferring 
this legislative authority to this commission; but ai/ter all that amounts 
= and no more; that it is the consent of the Government 








It isan act of legislation. 
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of the United States and the perfectness of the title that has been 
conferred by that completed or incomplete act originated before the 
treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo. 

Now, I am looking at this as if it were a court, for evidently it is. 
It is hound to be a court. Otherwise you cc uld not get an appeal from 
this court to the Supreme Court of the United States. You can not 
take an appeal from any legislative tribunal. But if this is intended 
to be a court—and there is where I think the difficulty is—it is intended 
to be a court of very limited jurisdiction, with another unfortunate 
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circumstance about it, and that is that it shall expire in four years, 
when everybody who has listened to this debate must understand that 
it will take ten or filteen years to finally dispose of all these cases. 
There is no doubt about that, I think. But, it is intended to bea 
court, 

Mr. STEWART. Will the Senator from Alabama allow me to in- 
terrupt him a moment? I cannot refer to the exact decision, but this 
very question was brought up in a California case, because all those 
cases, or a large number of them, went through the courts, and they 
held that the court constituted a special tribunal in the nature of a 
committee, and that Congress had power to carry out its treaty obli- 
gations in that manner, and refer the cases to the Supreme Court or 
to any court to carry out the treaty obligations. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr, President, I do not dispute that the Congress of 
the United States has a right to organize a commission to dispose of 
these matters if it chooses to do so. 

It did authorize the surveyors-general to make surveys and really 
to confirm titles, and we can authorize this court, or so-called court, 
to do it if we choose. But that does not meet the proposition as to 
what we ought todo. How far ought we to spread the jurisdiction? 
That is the question in this case. Ought we to limitit to cases where 
the title is incomplete or ought we tosay to this court, ‘‘Take the whole 
subject, take any man’s case who comes, decide it for him or decide it 
against him, but Jet your decision be final of his rights,’’ and then com- 
pel every man to go there and bar him out by a short statute of lim- 
itations if he does not go? This last is my view about what this bill 
ought to be, and my objection to it is just this: 

I go into the court, and being compelled to take the risk myself of 
deciding without the assistance of the court what my title is, whether 
it is complete and perfect, being compelled by this bill to take the whole 
risk of that question, | make up my mind and I go into court, and I 
say to the court, ‘‘ Here isa title that upon the advice of counsel [ think 
is incomplete. It is valid, it is honest, and I have been in possession 
of it tor many years with very little intrusion. Sometimesa man would 
come upon me and worry me, but I want this matter settled. The 
adverse claimant to me, so far as the question of simple, naked, pure, 
title is concerned, is the Government of the United States. I do not 
regard these people around me who may be intrnders. Congress has 
not undertaken to deal with my rights and the rights of some other 
individual citizens around me. Congress has undertaken to decide be- 
tween me and the Government of the United States, whether I have got 
what would be called a good titleor an incompleteone. Iam advised 
by counsel that my title isin some respects incomplete in legal tormal- 
ity, in the legal requisites, but I have got this equity, I have got that 
equity, and that other equity, and any one of them is quite sufficient 
to give me in equity a title as against the Government of the United 
States. But still my title is incomplete; my lawyers so advise me.’’ 
The court looks over my papers and says, *‘ We must first ascertain 
whether that title is complete or incomplete before we have any juris- 
diction. In looking at your papers we find that your lawyer is mis- 
taken and that you have got acomplete title; we turn you out of court. 
You have got no right toa remedy here, because you have a good title. 
We can not decide anything for you. We have no jurisdiction. Our 
jurisdiction is made to depend upon the incompleteness of your title, 
and when we find it is complete we have no power. You must go to 
some other court or some other tribunal; we turn you out and you 
must take the chances.’’ 

Those judges’ opinion may bea very good one or it may be a very bad 
one, for many a decision has been made on a bad opinion which stands 
notwithstanding it is a bad opinion and a bad decision; it stands be- 
cause of the authority and right of the judiciary to settlequestivas, to 
make a finality of litigation. 

Now, that is an unfortunate situation, and I can not see the justice 
of requiring that settler first to determine in his own mind that he 
must admit he has no legal title, that he has no actual title that binds 
the Government of the United States before he goes in, and when he 
gets in there the court says, ‘‘We reject the jurisdiction because we 
find that you have a good title.”’ 

That will not do. That is not proper legislation. The court that 
deals with these questions ought to have the right to decide upon every 
phase of the title, and in deciding to make a final adjudication, and 
let that be an end of it. That is all l want tosee introduced into this 
bill. I want the terms of these judges to be for a longer period; at least 
I want the powers of the court to exist for more than four years; I do 
not think that isenough. However, we might remedy against that 
some time later on, if it shall be found that the court is not going to 
complete its business, as everybody must see it can not, within that 
period of time. 

Here is a multitude of questions. A more vexed and entangled sit- 
uation was never presented to the contemplation of a legislator than 
the condition growing out of Mexican land grants in these great sweeps 
of territory. There is not any problem connected with the Govern- 
ment of the United States that is so intricate, that is so filled with mis- 
fortune, if we make a blunder here, to people who are not able to help 
themselves. I believe when we are legislating we ought to have an 
especial care of those people who can not help themselves. You pass 
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this law here and it will be two years or three years before a ¢: 
many of those people will ever find out itis on the statute-book. P, 
ple living in those little Mexican villages about on the Rio Grande a 
other places far remote will be a long time in finding out what p 
vision has been made for them, and where to go for relief, and what to 
do. They should have a court there that can give relief to any ma 
who has a good claim based upon prescription, as we recognize the d 
trine of prescription, or upon any statutes of the United States of lin 
tation, or based upon any equities growing out of the Mexican la: 
grant system. If he has got a good claim let us furnish him acourt ' 
settle it. 

The objection against this, the only one that I can understand, is th: 
perchance some fraud may get the sanction of this tribunal. After «|! 
the provision we make for appeal, for a new trial, really in the § 
preme Court here, if the judges see proper so to order it upon the fac‘ 
after all the laborious provisions we make in this bill for the sake o: 
preserving the just rights of everybody, the Congress of the United 
States is to be alarmed out of its propriety upon the idea and the on! 
idea that the judges we are to appoint are to become the mere tools 0! 
intriguing men to administer fraud and corruption instead of justic: 
I do not believe that; I do not fear it. 

I should be more afraid even of this Senate than I should of thos 
judges, because the Senate has not got theopportunity of understanding 
the facts, and there is no human being whocan drawaline of distinction 
and discrimination between these different classes of cases out ther 
and fail to inflict some hardship and some injustice. It is a case ove 
which the powers of the courts of equity ought to rest and prevail, 
and the judges ought to be permitted in every different case to take 
the recognized powers of courts of eyuity and apply them to the decis 
ion of the rights of the parties. 

So I can not vote for the bill in the strict and narrow form in which 
it is presented. It seems to be a bill merely to prune off and lop of 
every possible opportunity for the commission of fraud, and yet you 
measure the fraud by 11 leagues. You can commitjust as big a fraud 
inside of 11 leagues as you can inside of a thousand. The 11-leagu: 
grants are just as apt to be fraudulent as the 30-league grants or 
whatever they may be. It is not the size of the grant at all; that has 
not anything to do with it; and for us to undertake to cut down 
the power of the court to administer relief to a certain important area 
of land amounts te nothing so far as meeting fraud is concerned. 
That is not the way todoit. The way to do it is through the powers 
of a court of equity. It is to do it through the all-prevailing sense of 
justice that we recognize as belonging to our judicial system and the 
great right of appeal tothe Supreme Court of the United States. That 
is enough. When a man gets that, he gets all we can give him, and 
he ought to be satisfied, even though he is defeated in his claim. 

For that reason, Mr. President, I can not support this bill as it is, 
and I am very sorry I can not do it, for I should like to concur with 
this committee. It is a great committee, but I think it has gone ove: 
this question and has studied it and bas trimmed around it and has 
been confronted with such clamors about frauds in land grants that it 
has been driven to an expedient that is unwise, an expedient of legis- 
lation to destroy fraud when you can not destroy it in that way. The 
thing you have got to do is to prune it out through the powers of a 
court of equity, and after you have done that then you will have some 
idea that you are doing about right. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. FRYE. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of 
executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consider- 
ation of executive business. After seven minutes spent in executive ses 
sion the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o’clock and 42 minutes p. m. 
the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Saturday, September 27, 1890, 
at 12 o’clock m. 





NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate the 26th day of September, 1890. 

ENVOYS EXTRAORDINARY AND MINISTERS PLENIPOTENTIARY. 

E. Burd Grubb, of New Jersey, to be envoy extraordinary and min- 
ister plenipotentiary of the United States to Spain, vice Thomas W 
Palmer, resigned. : 

Edwin H. Conger, of Iowa, to be envoy extraordinary and ministe 
plenipotentiary of the United States to Brazil, vice Robert Adams, jr 
resigned. 

TERRITORIAL JUDGE OF PROBATE. 

Lewis B, Kinney, of Utah Territory, to be judge of probate in Seviec: 
County, in the Territory of Utah. His term expired September 2° 
1890. 

UNITED STATES ATTORNEY. 

Fremont Wood, of Idaho, to be attorney of the United States for th 

district of Idaho, as provided by act approved July 3, 1890. 
REGISTER OF THE LAND OFFICE. 

Oscar Palmer, of Grayling, Mich., to be register of the land office at 

Grayling, Mich., vice James K. Wright, to be removed. 
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RECEIVER OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 

S. Perry Youngs, of Stanton, Mich., to be receiver of public moneys 

at Grayling, Mich., vice E. Nelson Fitch, to be removed. 
INDIAN AGENT. 

Isaac A. Beers, of Arcata, Cal., to be agent for the Indians of the 

Hoopa Valley agency in California, to fill an original vacancy. 
POSTMASTERS, 

Prelate D. Barker, to be postmaster at Mobile, in the county of 
Mobile and State of Alabama, in the place of Leslie E. Brooks, whose 
commission expired June 18, 1890. 

Samuel Mullen, to be postmaster at Bessemer, in the county of Jeffer- 
son and State of Alabama, in the place of Thomas J. Bayly, deceased. 

John R. Palmer, to be postmaster at Westport, in the county of Fair- 
field and State of Connecticut, in the place of George F. Thorpe, 1 

oved. 

" Adam D. Rike, to be postmaster at Thomasville, in the county o! 
Thomas and State of Georgia, in the place of Joseph P. Smith, re- 
moved, 

Albert C. Hotchkiss, to be postmaster at Adel, in the county of Dallas 
and State of Iowa, the appointment of a postmaster for the said office 
having, by law, become vested in the President on and after October 1, 
1890. 

Valentine S. Nelson, to be postmaster at Lyons, in the county of Clin 
ton and State of Iowa, in the place of Milton H. Westbrook, whose com- 
mission expired June 16, 1890. 

Alonzo B. Pearsall, to be postmaster at McGregor, in the county of 
Clayton and State of Iowa, in the place of John H. Audrick, removed. 

Sidney L. Winter, to be postmaster at Woodbine, in the county of Har- 
rison and State of Iowa, the appointment of a postmaster for the said 
office having, by law, become vested in the President on and after Oc- 
tober 1, 1890. 

Louis L. Campbell, to be postmaster at Northampton, in the county 
of Hampshire and State of Massachusetts, in the place of Arthur Watson, 
whose commission expired August 2, 1890. 

George P. Huckeby, to be postmaster at Rich Hill, in the county of 


| 
Bates and State of Missouri, in the place of William T. Marsh, re- 


moved. 

Mathen D. Fly, to be postmaster at Water Valley, in the county of 
Yalobusha and State of Mississippi, in the place of M. D. L. Martin, re- 
moved, the nomination of Little J. Scurlock, which was sent to the 
Senate May 22, 1890, having been withdrawn. 

William 8. Hamilton, to be postmaster at Greenville, in the county 
of Washington and State of Mississippi, in the place of Eben R. Worth- 
am, removed. 

Jacob M. Harman, to be postmaster at Shelton, in the county of 
Buffalo and State of Nebraska, the appointment of a postmaster for the 
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John S. Snook, to be postmaster at Caldwell, in the county of Bu 
leson and State of Texas: the apr tment of a postmaster for the said 
office having, by law, become \ 1 in the President on and after O 
tober 1, 1890. 

Roger W. Hulburd, to be post: at Hyde Park, in the county of 


Lamoille and State of Vermont 
said office having, by law, be 
October 1, 1890. 

Charles A. Kirkham, to be postmaster ai 
Eau Ciaire and State of Wisconsin, in tl 
resigned. 

Perry C. Wilder, to be postmaster at Evansville, in the county of Rock 
and State of Wisconsin, in the place of Charles F. P. Pullen, resigned. 


naster for the 


» President on and after 


ment of a post 


vusta, in the county of 


. . ’ ’ l > 
if Frank L. Clarke, 


PROMOTIONS IN THE AR) 


First Regiment of Cavali 
Second Lieut. James B. Aleshire, to be first lieutenant, September 20, 


1890, rice Miller, appointed assistant quartermaster 
Set d Regiment of Infa fry. 
First Lieut. Sidney E. Clark, to be captain, September 25, 1890, vice 
Egbert, deceased. 
Second Lieut. Virgil J. Brumback, to be 
25, 1890, vice Clark, promoted. 


first lieutenant, September 


First Re yiment of Cavalry 
Additional Second Lieut. James Madison Andrews, jr., of the Fifth 
Cavalry, to be second lieutenant, September 20, 1890, vice Aleshire, 


promoted. 


WITHDRAWALS 
ithd awn b J the Pi é side nt Septe mbe 7 26, 1890 
Little J. Scurlock, to be postmaster at Water Valley, in the State of 
Mississippi. 
Neal F. Campbell, to be postmaster at Bastrop, in the State of Texas 


Executive nominations % 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
FRIDAY, September 26, 1890. 


The House met at 12 o'clock m. 
D. D. 


The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


Prayer by Rey. J. H. CUTHBERT 


ENROLLED BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTION SIGNED. 


that the committee had examined and found truly enrolled bills and a 


said office having, by law, become vested in the President on and after | joint resolution of the following titles; when the Speaker signed the 


October 1, 1890. 

Benjamin A. Lee, to be postmaster at Keyport, in the county of Mon- 
mouth and State of New Jersey, in the place of Edmund McKinney, 
whose commission expired August 2, 1890. 

Charles B. Woolley, to be postmaster at Long Branch City, in the 
county of Monmouth and State of New Jersey, in the place of William 
R. Joline, whese commission expired June 21, 1890. 

Alexander M. Whitcomb, to be postmaster at Albuquerque, in the 
county of Bernalillo and Territory of New Mexico, in the place of 
Hallum G. Williamson, resigned. 

Stephen T. Andrews, tobe postmaster at Franklinville, in the county 
of Cattaraugus and State of New York, in the place of Christopher 
Whitney, whose commission expired August 3, 1890. 

Silas C. Burdick, to be postmaster at Alfred Centre, in the county of 
Allegany and State of New York, in the place of Terrence M. Davis, 
resigned. 

Henry P. Horton, to be postmaster at Philmont, in the county of 
Columbia and State of New York; the appointment of a postmaster 
for the said office having, by law, become vested in the President on 
and after October 1, 1890, 

Solon H. Johuson, to be postmaster at Clayton, in the county of Jef- 


same: 

A bill (8. 179) granting a pension to Ellen Courtney 

A bill (S. 577) granting a pension to Laura J. Ives; 

A bill (S. 626) granting a pension to Mary E. Williams; 

A bill (8S. 754) granting a pension to James Malin; 

A bill (S. 768) granting a pension to Frederick H. Macke; 

A bill (8. 1059) granting an increase of pension to William W. Bliss; 

A bill (S. 1154) to increase the pension of James Johnston; 

A bill (S. 1237) granting a pension to Mary F. Crimmins, widow of 
Patrick Crimmins; 

A bill (S. 1456) correcting the military history of David A. Park- 
hurst; 

A bill (S. 1468) granting a pension to Betsey Mower; 

A bill (S. 1480) granting a pension to Wick Morgan 

A bill (S. 1552) granting a pension to Lewis Selden 

A bill (S. 1640) granting a pension to Helen A. Beebe; 

A bill (8. 1696) for the relief of Asher W. Foster; 

A bill (S. 1705) granting a pension to Ira Manley 

A bill (8. 1706) granting a pension to John Morgan 

A bill (S. 1712) granting a pension to Cynthia A. Gudgell; 

A bill (8. 2086) tocorrect the military record of John Hinsmann, late 


ferson and State of New York, in the place of Seeber McCarn, whose | of Company G, Eleventh Regiment Kentucky Cavalry; 


commission expired July 26, 1890. 

Frank H. Button, to be postmaster at Corry, in the county of Erie 
and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of Maxwell Cameron, resigned. 

Albert M. Row, to be postmaster at Clearfield, in the county of Clear- 
field and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of A. Bowman Weaver, 
removed. 

Mrs. Frances J. M. Sperry, to be naster at Georgetown, in the 
county of Georgetown and State of South Carolina, in the place of S. 
Mortimer Ward, whose commission expired August 2, 1890. 

Helen A. Conger, to be at Waco, in the county of Mc- 
Lennan and State of Texas, in the place of Edward D. Conger, de- 
ceased. 

George F. Hannay, to be postmaster at Bastrop, in the county of 
Bastrop and State of Texas, in the place of Charles R. Haynie, re- 
moved, the nomination of Neal F. Campbell, which was sent to the 
Senate June 5, 1890, having been withdrawn. 





A bill (S. 2216) granting a pension to Mrs. Anna 8. Taylor; 

A bill (8S. 2238) grantinga pension to Elizabeth Rumsey, army nurse 

A bill (S. 2560) to increase the pension of Nelson Monroe; 

A bill (S. 2597) to remove the charge of desertion from the militar, 
record of William 8S. Bennett; 

A bill (S. 2750) to remove the charge of desertion against Almon F. 
Tobey; 

A bill (8S. 3183) granting a pension to Amanda M. Smyth; 

A bill (8S. 3191) for the relief of Albert Shell; 

A bill (S. 3332) granting an increase of pension to Margaret FE. Pierce 

A bill (S. 3342) granting a pension to Andrew Hopper; 

A bill (S. 3414) granting a pension to James Melvin; 

A bill (S. 3448) granting a pension to Clura H. Melntire; 

A bill (S. 3538) granting a pension to John W. Bennett; 

A bill (S. 3560) granting an honorable discharge to Almon Wetmore; 

A bill (8S. 3756) for the relief of William Elmendorf; 
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A bill (S. 3816) granting a pension to Margaret D. Marchand; 
A bill (S. 3948) granting a pension to Morris Leavy; 
A bill (S. 3988) granting a pension to Joseph 3B. Sellers; 
A bill (S. 4209) granting a pension to Henry W. Haley; 
A bill (S. 4243) granting an increase of pension toGurden L. Wight; 
A bill (S, 4254) granting a pension to Eliza Wallace; 
Joint resoletion (8. 128) to correct an error in the act entitled “‘An 
act making appropriations for sundry civil expenses of the Government 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1891, and for other purposes,’’ ap- 
proved August 30, 1890; 

A bill (H. R. 571) extending the limit of cost for public building at 
Hoboken, N. J., to meet requirements of site; 

A bill (H. R. 3857) to provide for the disposal of a portion of the 
United States military reservation at Baton Rouye, La.: and 

A bill (H. R. 7983) amending an act of Congress passed July 12, 1882, 
relative to fire limit of site of post-office and Federal building, Brook- 
lyn, N. Y. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 

Mr. THOMAS, I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. This being pri- 
vate-bill day, I wish to know whether a motion can not be made to 
take up private bills on the Speaker’s table and afterward to consider 
Senate bills on the Calendar which are not objected to. 

The SPEAKER. The motion can not be made except by unani- 
mous consent 


WORLD'S FAIR. 


Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts. I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the resolution which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That a subcommittee, of which the chairman shall be one, be ap- 
pointed by the chairman of the Select Committee on the World's Fair, to in- 
quire into the progress of the details for the holding of the proposed exhibition, 
and to examine into the amount of space «llotted to the various Government 
displays and other matters pertaining to the displays of the United States at 
the said exhibition, and all other matters in connection with said exhibition 
which may appear to the said subcommittee advisable to report to the House, 
and to submit the result of said inquiry and examination to this Congress at 
the beginning of the second session thereof; and the expense of said inquiry 
and examination be paid out of the contingent fund of the House, ond the 
chairman be authorized to draw for same on the Sergeant-at-Arms in sums not 
to exceed $500, 

The SPEAKER. 
this resolution ? 

Mr. HOPKINS. I do not see any necessity for the adoption of any 
such resolution. We already have a national commission that is look- 
ing after this matter. 

The SPEAKER. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. FRANK. I hope the gentleman will withdraw his objection. 

Mr. HOPKINS subsequently withdrew his objection. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois withdraws his ob- 
jection. Is there further objection ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I ask that the resolution be again read. 

The resolution was again read. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? The Chair hears none. 
question is on the adoption of the resolution. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, ot New Jersey. According to the terms of the 
resolution, as I understand it, while the amount drawn is not to ex- 
ceed the sum of $500 at any one time, yet the number of times when 
such sums may be drawn is unlimited. I think there ought to be 
some limit to the possible expenditure. 

Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts. It is impossible for us to tell 
what the amount of the expenditures will be, It can not however be 
a very large sum. It the gentleman desires to put an amendment on 
we shall not object; but under any circumstances this is merely a busi- 
ness committee and can notipcur any expense beyond what is essential 
for the purpose contemplated. The demand for it comes not only trom 
our committee, but from the chairman of the board having in charge the 
exhibit of the United States; we think it important that we should in- 
quire into the multiplication of officers and other expenditures pro- 
gressing at this time. Wedo not object to any limitation; but the 
committee claims, as I have said, that this is purely a business com- 
mittee and that there will be no unnecessary expenditure. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Canthe gentleman form an idea how much it will 
probably require? 

Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts. It is impossible to determine. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amendments, 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Let the amendments be read, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend by inserting after the word “ subcommittee,” in line 1, the words “ of 
five; so that it will read “‘a subcommittee of five,” etc. 

Also in the line preceding the last line strike out the words “ Sergeant-at- 
Arms” and insert ‘ Clerk of the House.” 

The amendments were adopted. 

The resolution as amended was adopted. 

Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts, moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the resolution was adopted; and also moved tnat the motion to 
reconsider be laid on the table. 

The Jatter motion was agreed to. 


Is there objection to the present consideration of 


Does the gentleman object ? 


The 
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ARREARS OF SPECIAL AND GENERAL TAXES, DISTRICT OF COLUM 


‘ 
SEPTEMBER 2'}. 

Mr. ENLOE. Let us have the regular order. 

Mr. GROUT. Mr. Speaker, on behalf of the District Committe. | 
ask unanimous consent for the consideration of a joint resolution (|{ 

Res. 214) extending the ‘‘ Act fixing the rate of interest to be charge: (y 
arrearages of general and special taxes now due the District of Colum. 
bia, if paid within a time specified,’’ to October 31, 1890. 

Mr. ENLOE. Is that under consideration? ' 

The SPEAKER, The Chair will state that this is a matter of » ' 
lic importance for the District of Columbia. j 

Mr. ENLOE. But is it under consideration at the present time ’ 

The SPEAKER. It is not at present, but is necessary legislat 
for the District. 

The joint resolution will be read, after which the Chair will ask {, 
objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, etc., That the provisions of the act approved May 6, 1890, L« 
“An act fixing the rate of interest to be charged on arrearages of genera! ani 
special taxes now due the District of Columbia, if paid within a time specified 
be, and they are hereby, re-enacted and extended to the 3lst day of Octobe; 
1890. 

The *PEAKER. 
the joint resolution ? 
Mr. McCOMAS, 

consent. 

Mr. GROUT. The act referred to, approved May 6 last, provided 
that arrears of taxes paid before July 31 should have 6 per cent. inter- 
est only charged upon them and that the penalty and the 2 per cent 
provided by another law should be remitted. Betore this act, makin, 
provision for the settlement of these arrears by the payment of 6 pe. 
cent. per annum penalty got through the two Houses it was so late 
that only a very small proportion of the amount in arrears was paid, 
something less than $100,000. There is between $300,000 or $400. 000 
in arrears, if my memory serves me right. I speak from recollection 
of a statement and understanding I had at the time. 

This joint resolution proposes to extend the time to October 31, and 
the committee believe that a very large proportion of the balance sti!! 
in arrears will be paid, with 6 per cent. interest, if the opportunity is 
given under suitable legislation. 

Mr. McCOMAS. I have no objection. 

There being no objection, the joint resolution was ordered to be eu - 
grossed and read a third time; and being engrossed, it was according! y 
read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. GROUT moved to reconsider the vote by which the joint reso- 
lution was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider he 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

INTERNATIONAL EXPOSITION, MELBOUBNE. 


Mr. FLOWER. I ask unanimous consent for the consideration of 
the resolution I send to the desk. 

Mr. STIVERS. Mr. Speaker, I rise to submit a privileged report. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will recognize the gentleman for that 


Is there objection to the present consideration o/ 


I would like to have a statement before giving 


urpose, 
r Mr. STIVERS. 1 am directed by the Committee on Printing to re- 
port back a resolution referred to the committee, and recommend its 
adoption. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution will be read. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the Sec: 
tary of State be, and he is hereby, authorized to have the reports of the United 
States con: missioners to the Centennial International Exhibition at Melbourne, 
1888, or such of them as may be acce by him for publication, printed an: 
bound at the Congressional Printing Office; and that in addition to the usua! 
number there shall be 600 extra copies for the use of the Senate, 1,200 for the 
use of the House of Representatives, and 1,200 for the use of the Department 0! 
Scate. 


The resolution was considered, and adopted. 
STEAM-BOAT INSPECTION SERVICE. 

Mr. FLOWER. Now, Mr. Speaker, Iask unanimous consent for tie 
pres nt consideration of the resolution I send tothe desk. This, I wi!! 
state, relates to the steam-boat i ion service. 

The SPEAKER. - The resolution will be read, after which the Ch. 
will ask tor objection. 

Mr. MORKILL. Let it be read for information. 

The resolution was read at length. (See page 10522.) 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration © 
the resolution ? 

Mr. CANNON. 
comes, 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I object. 

Mr. FLOWER. Then, a parliamentary question: Will the resolu- 
tion go to the Committee on Commerce? 

The SPEAKER. It would go properly to the Committee on Mer- 
chant Marine and Fisheries. 

Mr. FLOWER. I askits reference there. 

The SPEAKER. That can be done under the rule. 

Mr. FLOWER. Then I ask the reference under the rule. 


I would like to know from what committee t)is 
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CHARGES AGAINST THE POSTMASTER OF THE HOUSE. 

Mr. ENLOE. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of privilege. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee rises to a question 
of privilege. The House will be in order. ; 

Mr. ENLOE. Mr. Speaker, I offer the following, which I send to 
the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as a ee ot 

, it i ‘ roft ouse of Representatives has 
oT nereee it of hin employen ab $100 per month, 8 Mr, Bradley, who waste in 
the Government Printing Oitice, and that the said Bradley pays 29% of the $100 
to the son of Mr. Wheat, who does not work in the House post-office: Therefore, 

Be it resolved, That the Committee on Accounts be, and they are, directed to 
investigate the said charge. 

[Cries of “Vote!” “*Vote !””] 

Mr. ENLOE. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the adoption of the resolution. 

Cries of + Vote ! 7 4 Vote ! 9) 

Mr. ENLOE. Mr. Speaker, I have something to say concerning 
that resolution. 

The SPEAKER. 
has a right to. 

Mr. ENLOE. Yes, I would like to do so, because yesterday when 
I had the opportunity, as I thought, by dealing fairly with gentlemen 
on the other side, to bave control of my resolution, I was taken off the 
floor in a way that I thought was rather unusual in this body. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to say to the gentleman from 
Tennessee that the course pursued is not unusualin this body, but, on 
the contrary, the regular course of procedure. 

Mr. ENLOE. I will say that while it might have been regular ina 
parliamentary sense—and I do not mean to reflect on the Chair in that 
particular—I say that, in order to give gentlemen on the other side an 
opportunity to be heard in a matter in which I thought they were in- 
terested, I attempted to act fairly in the matter of reserving my time, 
thinking that on this side we would be heard later; but a gentleman 
on the other.side got the floor to offer an amendment to the resolution, 
and was accorded the privilege of moving the previous question, and 
cutting off any opportunity to debate the matter on this side by the 
mover of the resolution or anybody else. Now I only wanted to deal 
fairly in the matter. This is another matter that needs investigation, 
as well as the one that was up yesterday. 

I want to say, in reference to the desire of the gentleman to go back 
and investigate preceding administrations of the House Post-Office, 
that I had no desire to prevent the investigation of any Postmaster, 
either of the Forty-ninth, Fiftieth, or any other Congress, but I wanted 
that resolution to vest discretion in the committee to extend that in 
vestigatiou as far as might be deemed necessary to ascertain where this 
practice originated, if it did originate prior to the incumbency of the 
present Postmaster. 

I want to say, furthermore, that, so far as I am informed, the amend- 
ment which was adopted yesterday to the resolution restricted the in- 
vestigation simply to the former Postmaster. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman should confine himself to the reso- 
lution now under consideration. 

Mr. ENLOE. This resolution refers to the present Postmaster. I 
do not know but what the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Hopkins} may 
want to go further back in regard tothisalso. I donot know but what 
he will want to inquire whether Mr. Dalton had a son also, who was 
paid in the same way. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the gentleman from Tennessee 
should confine himself to the question of the resolation now presented. 

Mr. ENLOE. I have no objection to discussing the present resolu- 
tion. I want it adopted, and I want the matter investigated, not be- 
cause I want to delay the investigation, but, on the contrary, I think 
the committee ought to make an investigation and report to the pres- 
ent session of Congress if it is possible to do so. 

Mr. tipeaker, I yield a portion of my time to the gentleman from 
Georgia [Mr. BLount], and I will reserve the remainder of my time 
and re erve the floor. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Speaker,I shall not occupy the time of the House 
at any great length. I think this resolution offered by the gentleman 
from Tenne-see this morning illustrates the impropriety of connecting 
with the investigation ordered yesterday of the Postmaster of the Hoase 
the investigation of the Postmaster of two preceding Congresses. The 
Postmaster of this House, the present incumbent, is charged with the 
duties pertaining to that office. On yesterday there was an allegation 
that, by virtue of authority to make a contract ‘or carrying the House 
mail, he assumed the right to make a coutract with a person who would 
agree to pay him $150 a month for making that contract. With so 
vital an allegation as that beiore the House, with this man now in office, 
the majority side of the House embarrassed the committee with the in- 
vestigation of the affairs of the Postmaster of two former Congresses. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the gentleman from Georgia 
[Mr. Blount] should confine himself to the present resolution. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Sometimes it appears that the Chair sees that gentle- 
men on this side of the House are out of order much more quickly than 
when the other side are violating the rules of the House for partisan 





If the gentleman wishes to address the House he 
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But in some instances gentlemen are much more 


The SPEAKER. 
clearly out of order. 
Mr. BLOUNT. 

Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to call the attention of the gentle- 
man from Georgia to the resolution —— 

Mr. BLOUNT. Yes, | understand. 

The SPEAKER. And to ask that he will confine the discussion to 
that. This is a question of privilege, and the Chair will have to leave 
it to the gentleman from Georgia. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Speaker, I will Jeave it to the Speaker of this 
House, and end it there, as to whether or not there shall be more re- 
straint of this side in matters of this sort than there has been time and 
again on the other side of the House. It was only the other day when 
the matter of a question of privilege was pending, while a vote of censure, 
a vote to expunge trom the Recorp the speech of Mr. KENNEDY was 
pending, he was permitted to go on for twenty minutes in the presence 
ot the House reaffirming the speech that the House was then condemn- 
ing. 

The SPEAKER, 


That depends on whose vision is employed, Mr 


Did the gentleman from Georgia object? 

Mr. ENLOE. Did the Speaker object? 

Mr. BLOUNT. Lam coming to theresolution. The Speaker, I un- 
derstand, has a very plain duty in this matter of objection as well as 
members. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair did not hear anything in the remarks 
of the gentleman from Ohio which he thought called for his inter- 
ference. He was allowed by the House to make an explanation 

Mr. BLOUNT. And it was a reiteration of the offense. 

Mr. STRUBLE. No one in this House made objection to it, eithe: 
before or during its delivery. 

Mr. BLOUNT. No; nor in the delivery of the first speech; no, no, 
nor the Speaker either. It was a beautiful type of the dignity of the 
House. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. ‘‘The Speaker’’ was not here. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia does not mean to in- 
corporate in his remarks a statement that the present occupant of the 
chair was here when that speech was made? 

Mr. BLOUNT. I did not say ‘‘ the present occupant of the chair.”’ 

The SPEAKER. You said ‘‘ the Speaker.”’ 

A MEMBER. It was theSpeaker pro tempore. 

Mr. BLOUNT. - The present occupant of the chair was not here. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to have that correction made at 
least. 

Mr. BLOUNT. ‘‘ The gentleman from Georgia’’ will certainly not 
do the Chair nor anybody else any injustice in anything; but, Mr. 
Speaker, I will come back to this resolution. I am willing to ac- 
quiesce in the ruling of the Chair; and | do hope that with this man 
who is now in office, who one day, it appears, is making a contract 
illegal in the eyes of the commonest, plainest man of this country, 
criminal, indecent, intolerable, and that on the next day appears in 
an allegation (and I understand it comes from a source likely to be 
followed with proof) that he has on the rolls of the House of Kepresent- 
atives a man who is at work at the Government Printing Office, pre- 
tending to pay him $100 per month, when in fact $95 of the money is 
going to his son, the Committee on Accounts will act promptly in this 
matter in relation to this employ¢. Ido not want anybody else to 
escape. 

Mr. ENLOE. Mr. Speaker, I do not see my colleague [ Mr. Houk] 
in his seat, or he might probably have an opportunity to offer the 
amendment which he tried to offer yesterday to suspend this Postmas- 
ter during the progress of th s investigation. He was denied that op- 
portunity yesterday; and I think if he were here this morning I might 
allow him an opportunity to offer such an amendment. 

I want to say, furthermore, Mr. Speaker, on this subject, that there 
has been a great deal of criticism, in which I have shared, perhaps, 
more liberally than any member on this side of the House, for conduct 
here, which was supposed to be in violation of parliamentary rules. I 
suppose that I have had the credit of being knocked down oftener by 
the Speaker in matters of this sort than anybody else; and I am glad, 
indeed, to be abe to get up again every morning to receive a fresh 
knockdown. [Lanughter. ] 

I want to say right now that when I am treated fairly and have jus- 
tice there is no man ip this body who is more disposed to deal fairly 
with others than I; but when a question was up the other day involv- 
ing a question of privilege, the resolution in reference to the speech of 
the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. KENNEDY] was taken ont of my hands 
by the action of the majority, reierred to acommittee and brought back 
in @ shape that, so far as I am concerned, looked to me asif we were 
engaged in the sublimest farce that has been witnessed in this House 
since its inaugaration—and we have had many farces—and the chiet 
actor in that farce was permitted to repeat everything that he had said 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman is mistaken. He repeated noth- 
ing at all contained in the speech alluded to. 

Mr. ENLOE. That is very true. 

The SPEAKER. Then, if that is true, the gentleman ought not to 
state to the contrary. 
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Mr. ENLOE. He was permitted to reaffirm everything he had said 
here in his former speech. That isa matter which does not especially 
concern me if the House is willing that these things shall be done; but 
when I undertook to discuss a matter of privilege—— 

TheSPEAKER. Lf the gentleman desires to complain of infractions 
of the rules he ought to do it ina manner conforming with the rules of 
the House; and the Chair would suggest to the gentleman that the 
resolution under consideration is the matter that should be considered. 

Mr. ENLOE. I understand that; but I have seen the Chair allow 
gentlemen, in debating questions of privilege, to take very wide range 
in the discussioa of those matters—— 

The SPEAKER. What gentlemen ? 

Mr. ENLOE. A number of gentlemen, without interrupting the 
gentlemen, both on that side of the House and on this. On a question 
of privilege one morning I noticed that the Speaker, if he wants me to 
speci'y, allowed the gentleman from Arkansas to speak for one hour 
on a question of privilege, and during that one hour 

The SPEAKER. What gentleman from Arkansas? 

Mr. ENLOE, Mr. Rocrers. The gentleman took the whole range 
of the Speaker’s rulings. 

Mr. KERR, of lowa. Was not his speech in the main an attack on 
the Speaker ? 

Mr. ENLOE. 
he got tired. 

The SPEAKER. It is very true that the gentleman alluded to and 
other gentlemen have made attacks upon the Chair which ought not | 
to have been permitted 

Mr.ENLOE. That is very trae. 

The SPEAKER. That is trae. 





And the Chair sat and received it very gracefully till 


Mr. ENLOE. But I want to say, Mr. Speaker, that when we are | 





settling these little affairs 
The SPEAKER. The Chair will state to the gentleman that the 
que 
aflaixs. 
Mr. ENLOE. Very well; I will address myself te the resolution. 
[t comes with no sort of propriety from the occupant of the chair—I 


will not say the present occupant, for obvious reasons, but for any oc- 
cupaut of the chair—to indulge in wit, sarcasm, and ridicule at the | 
expense of members on the floor when they have no opportunity to 
reply. 


lhe SPEAKER. TheChair calls the gentleman toorder. The gen- 
tleman will address himself to the question under consideration. 

Mr. ENLOE. That is the adoption of the resolution, Mr. Speaker, 
and I think that it is a pertinent resolution and ought to be adopted. 
[ think it is one that the dignity of this House requires should be 
adopted, and that this committee should be urged .n every way possi- 
ble to go forward and make this investigation; and if it is mecessary, in 
order to have an investigation of the matter, that we shall go back and 
investigate every preceding Congress, then let us have an investigating 
committee that will sit perpetually and investigate everything. 

Mr. HILL. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. ENLOE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HILL. I would like to inquire if the resolution which the gen- 
tieman intreduced yesterday does not cover this same matter. 

Mr. ENLOE. That isa point that might possibly bea subject of con- 
troversy in the committee, and we do not want any controversy about 
it. I thought that possibly the resolution introduced yesterday might 
cover this, bnt there are gentlemen who have doubts about it, and, as 
T have said, we do not want any doubt about the right of the commit- 
tee to inquire into any matter of this sort. 

Mr. HILL. What is your ewn opinion upon that point? 

Mr. ENLOE. My opinion, so far as I am individually concerned, is 
that the resolution of yesterday would cover the matter, but the mem- 
bers of the committee must be satisfied about that, and there must be no 
room leit for doubt, For that reason I have offered this resolution, 
and I call now for the previous question upon it. 

Mr. CASWELL. I desire to say just one word. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. ENLor] has 
moved the previous question. 

Mr. CASWELL. Mr. Speaker, can I be allowed a word? 

The SPEAKER. Only by the House voting down the previous ques- 
tion. 

The question was taken on the motion of Mr. ENLOE, and the pre- 
vious question was ordered. 

The resolution was adopted. 

Mr. ENLOE moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
was adopted; and also meved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Several members addressed the Chair. 
The SPEAKER, The Chair desires to recognize first certain gentle- 


men who wish to present public business. ‘Lhe gentleman from Jowa 


[Mr. StRUBL&] is recognized, 
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SEPTEMBER 26, 


TOWN SITES IN OKLAHOMA. 

Mr. STRUBLE. Mr. Speaker, I have been directed by the Com. 
mittee on Territories to ask unanimous consent for the present consi - 
eration of the bill which I send to the desk. I wish to say to the 
House that I have letters from the Secretary of the Interior, one ai- 
dressed to the Speaker and one to myself, setting forth the importance 
of the passage of this bill. 

The bill (H. R. 11627) to authorize the issuance of subpoenas for { 
atténdance of witnesses before town-site trustees in Oklahoma was re. 
as follows: 


Be it enacted, elc,, That in proceedings before town-site trustees appoint 
under the act entitled “An act to provide for town-site entries of lands in w) 
is known as Oklahoma, and for other purposes,”” approved May 14, 1890. a 
board of such trustees shall have authority to issue subpoenas tor the atte; 
ance of witnesses before said board at such time and place as may be des 
nated therein: Provided, That such witnesses shall be entitled to the same {i 
as witnesses before the district courts of the Territory of Oklahoma, and t! 
the party applying for the issuance of a subpcena shall be required to depos 
asum sufficient to pay said fees, 

Sec. 2. That in any case where a witness fails or refuses to obey a subpa 
issued as herein provided, or where a witness in a proceeding before any su 
board refuses to answer legal and proper questions, the said board is authorize: 
to certify the facts with respect to the failure or refusal of the witness to appea 
or refusal to testify to the nearest district court of the Territory of Oklahom» 
and such certification shall confer upon said court the jurisdiction to hear an.) 
determine said matter, with the power to punish as in cases of contempt in sa 
court. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration « 
this bill ? 

There was no objection. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and bein, 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
| Mr, STROUBLE moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill wa 
| passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on th: 
| table. 
| The latter motion was agreed to. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Several members on both sides of the House addressed the Chair. 
Mr. COGSWELL was recognized. 

| Mr. TRACEY. Itseems to me that this side of the House ought 
get some recognition now. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to say a word upon that sul 
| 
} 
} 


ject and asks the attention of the House. There are a great man 
matters of public business which naturally come from the majority 
side of the House, so that it sometimes seems as if more members wer¢ 
being recognized on one side than upon the other, but the Chair does no: 
consider that recognitions of gentlemen for the presentation of pub)i 
matters are in the nature of individual recognitions or should be so 
counted. The Chair has tried his best to equalize recognitions be- 
tween the two sides, and the fact that there is a larger number o! 
members en the majority side seeking recognition seems to show tha 
he has to a great extent succeeded. The Chair is glad to say this, b« 
cause there may have been some misunderstanding on the subject 
Mr. ENLOE. Mr. 8 


er, I make application now for the firs 
vacancy on this side. 


Laughter. ] 
THOMAS NILES. 


Mr. COGSWELL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 


present consideration of the bill which I send to the desk, being a bi! 
(8. 181) for the relief of the estate of Thomas Niles, deceased. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, eic., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereb, 
authorized and directed to pay to the personal representatives of Thomas Nilc- 
deceased, late of Gloucester, Maas., out of any sanele the Treasury not other 
wise appropriated, the sum of $6,050, in full compensation for Swanage to the 
land of the said Thomas Niles, d , near Gloucester, Mass., by the erection 
of a permanent fort thereon by the United States in 1868, for che lense of the 
harbor of Gloucester. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 0: 
this bill? 

Mr. ENLOE. Mr. Speaker, I would like to inquire what commitic 
this comes from. 

Mr. COGSWELL. It comes from the Committee on War Claims. 

Mr. ENLOE. Let us have the report read. 

Mr. COGSWELL. The report is somewhat lengthy, and I think 
can make a statement of the case which will take less time than th 
reading of the report. 

The SPEAKER. The reading of the report is demanded. Th 
Clerk will read. 

The report (by Mr. SIMONDs) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on War Claims, to whom was referred the bill (S. 181) for 1! 

| relief of the estate of Thomas Niies, deceased, have considered the same, a: 


ene report: 
hat this ciaim was presented to the Fifty-firet Congress, and a report w» 
made in regard to it by the Committee on Claims on the 30th of January, is’ 
As the examination by your committee has led them substantially to the sau 
results with those smaned at by the Committee on Claims of the Senate, th: 
do not think it ane ae recapitulate the facts, but refer te that report, a: 
herewith annex a copy information. 

Your committee recommend that the bill referred to them do pass. 


(Senate Report No 203, Fifty-first Congress, first session. ] 
The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (s, 181) for the rei: 
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of the estate of Thomas Niles, deceased, have considered the same, and respect- 
(ally "hops the favorable report of the Committee on War Claims of the House 
of Representatives, made in the Forty-third Congress, and adopted by the Com- 
mittee on Claims of the Senate in the Fiftieth Congress. 

We annex the report, which we adopt, and recommend the passage of the bill. 


[House Report No. 435, Forty-third Congress, first session. | 


The Committee on War Claims, to whom was referred the petition ot the heirs 
of Thomas Niles, deceased, late of Gloucester, Mass., having considered the 
a ie apprehensions were entertained in 1863 that our eastern coast 
might be visited and injured by rebel privateers an examination was made (at 
request of governors and other citizens of coast States) of the shores, localities 
selected, and projects made for temporary field-works for the protection of a 
number of the exposed towns and harbors. Gloucester was one of the towns 
embraced in this seheme of protection, and a position for a battery was selected 
at Eastern Poimt, which proved to be Mr. Niles’s land. ’ zs 

The property was entered upon by authority of the Secretary of War, as was 
done ina number of other instances, and a work was constructed upon it to | 
defend the town from injury. 

After the close of the war negotiations were entered into with a number of 
the proprietors of these sites for the purchase of their land for defensive pur- 
poses. Generally the prices asked by the owners were so large that no agree- | 
ment to buy was coneluded,and the undertakings failed. This was the case | 
with Mr. Niles. April 15, 1868,the Chief of Engineers reported upon a refer- 
ence of a letter of Mr. Niles to the Secretary of War asking “ immediate re- | 
mova! of the fortifications erected on his land and payment for the damage ;”’ 
that all that was perishable of the work [fort] was going to decay; the guns, 
ammunition, and other property were in the care of an ordnance sergeant and | 
a soldier or two, and recommended that all the armament and public property 
be withdrawn and the position abandoned; that no rent or damages had been 
paid in such cases from the appropriations under control of the Chief of Engi- 
neers; and also, as claims of this kind were proper subjects for the examina 
tion and determination of the Claims Commission or a like tribunal, that Mr. 
Niles be left to pursue his remedy in that way. 

July 6, 1868, the Secretary of War directed that a board of officers be appointed | 
to examine into the justice of the claim of Mr. Niles for the occupation of his | 
land and the construction of works thereon. 

General Foster, of the Corps of Engineers, General Pelouze, assistant adju- 
tant-general, and General De Russy,of the Third Artillery, were appointed a 
board to ascertain and report particularly the cost of putting the grounds as 
near as possible in the same condition as when the Government took posses- | 
sion; the damage still occasioned to the land and the injury and loss of per- | 
sonal property so far asthe Government was responsible therefor; and a rea- 
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| of this ¢ apitol ) 


| damages done to real estate on my side of the line—I mean : 


sonable rent during the period of occupation. | 


The board reported the use and occupation of said land as 


as possible in the same condition as when the Government took possession at 
$5,050. For the damage done'!o the land and personal property, so far as the 
Government was responsible therefor (as corn crops destroyed, vegetables, gvass 
land, stone, etc.), the board proposed that the United States give to Mr. Niles the 
temporary buildings erected for the use of the garrison near the fort, estimated 
worth $6,200,as ample compensation for that class of personal claims. Th« 
board also believed $8,237.50 a reasonable rent for the property during the pe- 
riod of oceupation. 

The report of the board was approved by the Secretary of War, accepted by 
Mr. Niles, and the Chief of Engineers directed to make payment; but the Chief 
of Engineers, in view of a decision of the Second Comptroller that claims for 
damages should be referred to Congress, asked specific instructions September 
4,1868. In reply, the Secretary of War, upon the recommendation of the Claims 
Commission, approved the payment of but $8,237.50, for rent, and, for other, 
items (restoration and damages to personal property, etc.), that the claimant 
be referred to Congress. Payment for rent was accordingly made by General J 
G. Foster, Corps of Engineers, in the second quarter of 1868, and the Chief of 
Engineers, by direction of the Secretary of War, instructed General Benham 
February 6, 1869, to notify Mr. Niles that possession by the United States wou!ld 
terminate on sale of buildings, ete.; and April 15, 1869, General Benham noti- 
fied Mr. Niles according!y, the sale of the buildings having been effected. 

It appears from the evidence in this case that the land of Mr. Niles was highly 
valued forthe purpose of erecting seaside cottages and residences, and that 
had he been allowed the use of the land during the period it was occupied by the 
py a he would have received at least four times the amount awarded by 
the board, 

Your committee are of the opinion the amount so awarded ($6 050) is no more 
than a fair compensation, if it is even that,and consider the action of a board 
com of able army officers of long military experience, specially appointed 
for the purpose,as conclusive upon this point; and, regarding the claimant as 
not only legally but also equitably entitled to relief in consequence of the dam- 
age he sustained by the action of the Government, report the accompany- 
ing bill, and recommend its passage. 


Mr. KILGORE. Mr. Speaker, I can not understand from the read- 


constitutinga valid | 
claim against the United States, and the cost of putting the grounds as nearly } : 
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Mr. KILGORE. How long did the Government occupy the 
erty ? 

Mr. COGSWELL. five years, I think 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I would like toinquire how long the G 
ment occupied this property and how much was occupied. 

Mr. COGSWELL. The occupation extended over about 

Mr. RICHARDSON. How many acres were there? 

Mr. COGSWELL. I cannot give the exact acreage: it 
than 3 or 4 acres; but on that shore, where there is probably the most 
valuable property of that characterin the country, lots sell tor a higher 
figure, I presume, than on Mas ut avenues in this 
city. This man lost his re and the useof his property, or three 
fourths of it. This bill proposes, in accoraal commenda 
tion of the military board, to give him enough to put that land in tl 
condition in which it was when the dug it up 


prop 


\ bout 


five years. 


was not more 


achusetts or Connecti 





e with tl 


Government took it, 


built its fort there, and then after five years abandons 
Mr. RICHARDSON. I do not intend to object to the consideration 
of this measure; but, as 1 understand, the amount carried by the bill 


| is intended as compensation to the owner of this property for the da 


Now, I wan 


wes done to his real estate by the buildin 
to ask the gentleman whether he 
precedents which have bi 

cases growing out of like occupation of propert omeof it within sight 
during the war? 

Mr. COGSWELL. ras I understand, the precedent set by t 
Government is that it does not pay its debts w! 
and if this is a departure from that policy | thank God. [| Laughter. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I would like toask the gentleman this furth 
tion: If a like measure should be pre 


g of this fort. 
thinks this is a departure from the 


*n set by the Government in hundreds of 





So fi 


} 1 YN 
Len if Can ave 


ruth of the 
line—will the gentleman stand by me and help to make compensation 
to loyal men for similar damages suffered during the : 

Mr. COGSWELL. Every time 


ques sented for the payment o 


Mr. RICHARDSON All right 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the consideration of this bill 
s on ordering the bill to a third 


The Chair hears none. The question 
eading. 
The bill was ordered to a third reading: and it was a 


the third time. 


‘ordin sly read 
The SPEAKER. 7 he ques on Is yn the passave ol the bill, 

Mr. ENLOE. Mr. Lam not willing that this bill should 
pass without stating my objection to it 

The SPEAKER to addres 

Mr. ENLOE. I would like to say just a word or two. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has that right. The 
on the passage of the bill. 

Mr. ENLOE. I did not want to object to the consideration of this 
bill; but it looks to me, Mr. Speaker, as if this were, as suggested by 
my colleague [Mr. RICHARDSON }, a departure from the general policy 
of the Government. In addition to that | can not understand how it 
is that when this man has received $10,000 for the occupation of his 
land—— 

Mr. COGSWELL. Eight thousand dollars. 

Mr. ENLOE. Well, $8,000, $2,000 an acre, assuming that there 
were 4 acres, the utmost amount which the gentleman c} 
been occupied. 
for land 

A Memrer. In Tennessee. 

Mr. ENLOE. Yes, it is a pretty good price for land in my country 
and possibly anywhere around Washington. Two thousand dollars 
per acre ought to have bought that land. And now alter this amount 
has been paid as rent, to come back here and propose to pay this man 
$1,000 or $1,500 per acre additional, besides giving him back his land 


now 
Speaker, 
the House? 


Does the gentleman desire 


question 1s 


ilms to have 
[wo thousand dollars an acre isa pretty good price 





ing of the report the exact statusof this case, but if Leaught it aright | does not look to me like a fair proposition. 


the owner of this property has already received near‘y $10,000 in rent, 
and this is a proposition to pay him an extra amount by way of dam- 
ages growing out-of the construction of this fort. I would like to in- 
quire of the gentleman in charge of the bill whom this property be- 
longs to now. 


Mr. COGSWELL. It belongs to the same family thatowned it when 


Mr. COGSWELL. I suppose this land is worth anywhere from $30, 
000 to $50,000 an acre, if a man is fortunate enough to own such land. 

Mr. ENLOE. The misfortune is that there are some of us in this 
country who have not many acres—— 

Mr. COGSWELL. Iam one of those. 

Mr. ENLOE. And I want to protect those who have no acres; 


J do 


the Government took possession of it, and this appropriation is to en- | not want the Government with my consent to give a man as damages 
able them to put the land in the same condition in which it was | more than his land is worth. 


found by the Government. Here was a valuable property for build- 
ing, the most valuable seaside property in this country, held at even 
a higher figure than property at Newport. The Government came along, 
took the property, erected its fort, and then abandoned it; and this bill 


Mr. COGSWELL. Oh, this is not a case of that kind. 

Mr. ENLOE. I am not in favor of this bill and do not want it to 
pass, and I protest against it. 

The question being taken, the bill was passed 


there being—ayes 


is to appropriate money enough to put that property back in as good | 110, noes 17. 


condition as it was when the Government took it. 
Mr, KILGORE, Did the Government pay this man rent ? 


Mr. COGSWELL moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 


Mr. COGSWELL. The Government paid rent, but it paid nothing | table. 


for the damages to which the military board found he was entitled. 
They paid nothing for that because they said their appropriation would 
not enable them to do so, and that he would have to go to Congress, 
and they further said that the amount paid for rent was not one-quarter 
of what the property would have brought for other purposes. 


The latter motion was agreed to 
REFUND OF DUTIES ON IMPORTED ARMS. 
Mr. TRACEY. I ask unanimous consent that the Committee of the 
Whole House be discharged trom the turther consideration of the bi! 
which I send to the desk and that it be now put on its passage 
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The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (FH. R.597) to refund duties paid by the State of New York on arms im- 
ported in 1863, 

Whoreas an act entitled *‘ Anact to remit duties on arms imported by States,” 
approved July LO, 1861, and the act supplementary thereto, approved July 2, 
in61, have expired by limitation: Thereiore 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to refund, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise ap- 
proprieted, the duties paid by the State of New York on arms imported in 1463, 
amounting tothe sum of $42,796.87, which sum includes the premium paid inthe 
purchase cf gold forthe payment of said duties: Provided, That the Secretary of 
the Treasury shall be satisfied that tue said arms were purchased in good faith 
for the use of the troops of the State of New York organized to aid in suppress- 
ing the then existing insurrection against the United States. 


Mr. HOLMAN. I think the report should be read. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the report (by Mr, Stone, of Ken- 
tucky), which is as follows: 

The Committee on War Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H.R. 597) to 
refund duties paid by the State of New York on arms imported in 1863, report 
as follows 

That this claim was presented to the Forty-ninth Congress, and a report was 
made in regard to it by the Committee on War Claims, on the 23d of March, 
1885. As the examination by your committee has led them to the same results 
with those arrived at by the committee of 1886, they do not think it necessary 
to recapitulate the facte, but refer to that report, and herewith annex a copy 
for intormation, 

Your committee therefore recommend that the bill referred to them do pass. 

|Ifouse Report No, 1297, Forty-ninth Congress, first session. ] 

The Committee on War Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 5011) to 
refund duties paid by the State of New York on arms imported in 1863, having 
examined the same and accompanying papers, submit the following report : 

This claim is for duties paid by the state of New York on arms imported tn 
1868 and used in arming troops that were mustered into the service of the United 
States. 

The foreign cost of the arms has been repaid by the United States, but the cost 
of importation has never been refunded. The application made by the State 
that it might be released from paying the duties was denied, for the reason that 
the act to remit duties onarms imported by States, approved July 10, 1861, and 
the act supplementary thereto, approved July 25, 1861, had expired by limita- 
tion 

It isevident that, the foreign cost of the arms having been repaid by the United 
States, that part of their cost that the State was compelled to pay to the United 
States should also be refunded. 

it seems to your committee that the duties paid were quite as much a part of 
the cost, charges, aud expenses to the State in arming the troops as the original 
cost of the arms. 

The duties were paid in gold, and ata time when the premium on gold was 
very high, which, of course, increased largely the expense of the State. 

Your committee therefore recommend that said State of New York be reim- 
bursed the amount of said duties paid on arms purchased by said State in 1863, 
and thus used in arming troops which were mustered into the service of the 
Federal Government, and that said bill do pass, 

Mr. HOLMAN (interrupting the reading). I do not ask for the fur- 
ther reading of the report, but I suggest to the gentleman from New 
York [ Mr. TRACEY ] that we are trenching upon very dangerous ground 
in providing for the payment of premium in a case like this. If the 
amount in the bill be reduced so as to correspond with the sum actu- 
ally paid, I have no objection. 

Mr. TRACEY. If the gentleman insists on that point, I have pre- 
pared an amendment 

Mr. HOLMAN. The Government has never been in the habit of 
paying premiums in cases of this kind. 

Mr. TRACEY. I willoffer,then,an amendment reducing the amount 
by $10,000. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out all after “of,” in line 7,down to and including the word “ pro- 
vided,” in line 10, and insert * $30,940.36." 

Mr. HOLMAN. That would be the amount without the premium? 

Mr. TRACEY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. This amendment strikes out the pre- 
mium ? 

Mr. TRACEY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I wish to inquire what committee has re- 
ported this bill ? 

Mr. TRACEY. The Committee on War Claims. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Did the committee investigate this matter 
themselves or simply adopt the former report? 

Mr. TRACEY. They had all the facts before them. The gentle- 
man from Kentacky [Mr. Ston&] has madea report of this character in 
several Congresses. 

Mr, STONE, of Kentucky. The Committee on War Claims has in- 
vestigated this matter in three different Congresses and found the 
amount stated in the bill to be correct. 

The SPEAKER. _Is there objection ? 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I object. 

Mr. TRACEY. If the gentleman from Kansas will give me his at- 
tention a moment, I think he will withdraw his objection. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. STEPHENSON, Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill I send to the desk, 

Mr. ENLOE. Let us have the regular order. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Ip view of the demand for the regular order, I 
move to dispense with private business for the purpose of getting to 
business on the Speaker's table, which is loaded down with bills. 
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Mr. THOMAS. This, Mr. Speaker, is private-bill day, and we hay 
not had very many such days. I will ask, if the motion of the gent|; 
man from Pennsylvania shall prevail, would it prevent a motion alte 
wards to go to the Private Calendar? 

The SPEAKER. As the Chair understands the gentleman tro: 
Pennsylvania, he desires to reach certain bills on the Speaker’s tab! 
after which the Private Calendar could be taken up. 

Mr. THOMAS. So that after the business on the Speaker’s table is 
disposed of it will be in order to move to proceed with the Private Ca 

| endar? 

The SPEAKER. It will. 

Mr. BINGHAM. My desire is to dispense with private business for 
the present. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair so understands, The gentleman from 
Pennsylvania has some public bills, and the Chair thinks after the 
are read the House will agree to consider them. 

Mr. BREWER. Before that, Mr. Speaker, I hope the bill called u, 
by my colleague will be considered. 

The SPEAKER. But the regular order is demanded. 

Mr. ENLOE. I think we bad better bave the regular order. The: 
are a number of bills that will not be considered in any other wa; 
and perhaps there will bea little more justice done than in the reco: 
nitions that are going on at present. 

Mr. BREWER. I ask the gentleman to withhold his demand fo 
the present. 

Mr. ENLOE. I am willing to have business on the Speaker’s tab), 
disposed of. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman calls for the regular order. The 
Chair understands that the gentleman does not object to the considera- 
tion of the bills on the Speaker’s table to which the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania refers? The gentleman from Pennsy!vania moves that 
private business be dispensed with for the present, and he states that 
it is his purpose to bring up two public bills. 

Mr. ENLOE. What two bills? 

The SPEAKER. Two bills on the Speaker’s table relating to the 
postal service. 

Mr. ENLOE. Iam willing that private business shall be dispense: 
with for that purpose. 

The SPEAKEK. In the absence of objection, the Private Calenda 
will be dispensed with for the consideration of the two bills—— 

Mr. ENLOE. No; not specially for the two bills, but only for th« 
bills on the Speaker’s table, without limit. I make the request in 
that shape. Otherwise I shall not agree to it. 

Mr. PETERS. I understand the gentleman desires to include al! 
the business on the Speaker’s table. I also wish to have that done. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection that bills on the Speaker’s table 
be taken up as on public-bill day ? 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


STATUE OF LAFAYETTE. 


The SPEAKER. Before proceeding with business on the Speaker’s 
table the Chair desires to lay before the House the joint resolution o/ 
the Senate to enable the commission having charge of the location 
and erection of the statue to the memory of General Lafayette to exe- 
cute the purpose expressed in the concurrent resolution of August 28 
The Clerk will read the joint resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, eic., That to enable the commission created by the act entitled ‘‘A:, 
act making appropriations for sundry civil expenses of the Government for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1886, and for other purposes,” approved March 3 
1885, to execute the purpose expressed in the concurrent resolution adopted by 
thetwo Houses of Congress on the 24th day of August, 1890,qnd to complete a new 
site for the said statue, the sum of $5,000 or so much thereot as may be necessary i+ 
hereby appropriated out of — money in the Treasury not otherwise appro 
priated, to be expended under the direction of the aforesaid commission. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration o! 
the joint resolution? 

There being no objection, the joint resolution was considered and or 
dered to a third reading; and being read the third time, was passed. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania, moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the joint resolution was passed; and also moved that the motion 
to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


LIGHT-STATION AND FOG-SIGNAL, BRADDOCK’S POINT, NEW YORK. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the amendments of the Sen 
ate to the bill (H. R. 573) for the establishment of a light-station and 
fog-signal in the vicinity of Braddock’s Point, Lake Ontario, New York 

The Senate amendments were read, as follows: 

In line 3, after the words “ light-station,”’ insert ‘at Braddock’s Point;” av 
insert section 2, as follows: 

“Sec. 2. That there be placed and provided at the’'Charlotte light station, Lake 


Ontario, New York. a fog-whistie, at a cost not exceeding $4,300." 
Also amend the title to conform. 


Mr. BAKER. I move that the House concur in the Senate amend- 
ments. 
The motion was agreed to. 
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JAMES T. HUGHES. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the amendments of the 
Senate to the bill (H. R. 1268) to periect the military record of James 
T. Hughes. 

The Senate amendments were read at length. : ; 

The SPEAKER. The qaestion is on concurring in the amend- 
ments of the Senate. : 

The amendments were concurred in. 

JOHN MILROY. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the amendments of the 
Senate to the bill (H. R. 1358) to remove ths charge of desertion against 
John Milroy, and authorizing his bonorable discharge. 

The amendments were read at length. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Mr. Speaker, | move that the House concur in 
the Senate amendments to this bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

D. H. MITCHELL. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the amendment of the 
Senate to the bill (H. R. 4367) for the relief of D. H. Mitchell. 

The amendments ot the Senate were read at length. 

Mr. MORRILL. Imovethat the House concur in the Senate amend- 
ments. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I would like to know the effect of concur- 
rence. 

Mr. MORRILL. The amendment of the Senate simply corrects a 
mistake in the figures made by the House. It adds $9.95 to the amount 
of the claim. There was an error in the computation and the Senate 
corrected that error. 

The motion of Mr. MORRILL was agreed to. 

ARCHIBALD HUNLEY. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the amendments of the 
Senate to the bill (H. R. 5067) for the relief of Archibald Hunley. 

The amendments were read at length. 

Mr.CUTCHEON. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House non-concur 
in the Senate amendments and agree to the conference asked. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER announced the appointment of Mr. OsBoRNE, Mr. 
LANSING, and Mr. LANHAM as conierees on the part of the House. 


MARIA L, CARAHER. 
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Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I desire to know how much 
money this bill appropriates. 

The SPEAKER. The House bill appropriates $7,000. 

Mr. KERR, ot lowa. How much is added to it, if anything, by the 
Senate amendment? 

The SPEAKER. 





Nothing is added to the amount of the appropria- 

| tion in the Heuse bill. 

; Mr. CUTCHEON, I think we had better non-concur and ask for a 
conference. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. It seems to me, after giving as 
good attention as | could to the reading of the amendment, that the 
Senate bill provides for the macadamizing of a portion of the streets of 
Alexandria. 

| TheSPEAKER. Upon that point the Chair has no information. 
| The question is on concurring with the Senate amendment. 
| Mr. CUTCHEON. Isa conference asked in this case? 

The CLERK. No, sir. 

Mr. CANNON, I wish toaskaquestion. If the Senate changes the 
| purpose of an appropriation so as to make it an appropriation for the 
| purpose of macadamizing the streets of a city, under the guise of con- 
| structing a road to a military cemetery, is not that such a change and 
| such an appropriation as would require first consideration in Committee 
| of the Whole? 
| TheSPEAKER. TheChairat present cansee no reason why it should 
| be. ‘The amount appropriated is not in any way changed. 

Mr. FARQUHAR, Let us have non-concurrence and ask for a con- 
ference. 

Mr. CANNON. It seems to me if you appropriate the money of the 
United States to the construction of a macadamized road in an incor- 
porated city of 10,000 inhabitants it is such an appropriation as makes 
a charge upon the Treasury, and if it was presented in the House tor the 

| first time it would require its consideration in Committee of the Whole. 
Mr. CUTCHEON. Mr. Speaker, I move non-concurrence with the 
Senate amendments. 


; Mr. CANNON. Let ussee about that. 
| Committee of the Whole? 

| The SPEAKER. The Chair can see no reason why itshould. The 
| Chair is unable to see how it would be possible for the Senate to amend 
| a House bill that made an appropriation without making it obnoxious 
| to the reasoning presented by the gentleman from Illinois, 


| Mr. CANNON, . The Chair holds that it would have to be first con- 


Should not this go to the 


‘The SPEAKER also laid before the House the amendment of the | sidered in the Committee of the Whole ? 


Senate to the bill (H. R. 8210) granting an increase of pension to Maria | 


L. Caraher. 
The Senate amendment was read at length. 
Mr. MORRILL. I move to concur in the Senate amendment. 
The motion was agreed to. 


PRIVATES AND NON-COMMISSIONED OFFICERS, UNITED STATES ARMY. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the amendment of the Sen- 
ate to the bill (H. R. 8394) to amend chapter 67, volume 23, of the | 


Statutes at Large of the United States. 
The Senate amendment was read, as follows: 


or.” 


Mr. CUTCHEON. 
that the House concur in the Senate amendment. 


Mr. HOLMAN. Belore that motion is submitted I wish the bill to 


be read so that we can see the relation of the amendment to the bill. 
The bill was read at length. 


Mr. CUTCHEON. The only change in the House bill is to insert the 
words ‘‘or Navy,’’ so as to provide that if a mun served in the Navy he 
gets the same benefit as if his service had been in the Army or Marine 


Corps. 
The Senate amendment was concurred in. 


GEORGE MURRAY. 


Tn line 18 of the printed bill, before the words “‘ Marine Corps,” insert ‘‘ Navy 


2 was 
I am directed by the Military Committee to move Mr. CUTCHEON. 
i 


| TheSPEAKER,. That it would not. 
|} Mr. CANNON. I want to make myself understood. If the House 
| makes an appropriation for one object and the Senate amends the bill 
in such a way as to divert the money to another object, and if by that 
| it escapes the point of order, it seems to me the rule means nothing, 
if that can be done. 
Mr. TRACEY. The rule is for the House, not for the Senate. 
TheSPEAKER. The presumption is that the appropriation is for 
| the same purpose. 
| Mr. CANNON, 
The SPEAKER, 


Ah, but here is the presumption combated. 

The Chair does nog think so. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Put it in conference, 

I move to non-concur in the Senate amendments, 
and that a conference be asked with the Senate. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Speaker appointed the following 

conferees on the part of the House: Mr. WILLIAMs of Ohio, Mr. Krx- 

| SEY, and Mr, LANHAM. 

PUBLIC LANDS. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (H. R. 10639) to 
| amend section 2, actot May 30, 1862. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


IN THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STares, September 19, 1890, 
Reso'ved, That the bill from the House of Representatives (H. R. 10639) to 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (H. R. 10083) for | amend section 2, act of May 30, 1862, pass with the following amendment: 


the relief of George Murray, with Senate amendments. 
The Senate amendments were read at length and concurred in. 


ROAD TO NATIONAL MILITARY CEMETERY NEAR ALEXANDRIA, VA 


‘with Senate amendments. 
The Clerk read as tollows: 


In THE SENATE OF THE UstreD STArTeEs, September 19, 1890, 


_, Resolved, That the bill from the House of Representatives (H. R. 7666) entitled 
An act making an appropriation to construct a road and approaches from the 
city of Alexandria, Va., to the national military cemetery near that city” pass 


with the following amendments: 


Line 4, strike out all after “gravel,” down to and including “ appropriation,’ 


line 10, and insert: 


“ For macadam road and approaches from the national military cemetery near 
the city of Alexandria, Va., via Wilkes street to the intersection of cnid at reet 
with Alfred street, in said city: Provided, That a right of way be granted tothe 
United States _ city of Alexandria of at lea-t 50 feet in width, or the full 

ilkes street, to Payne street, and thence 30 feet in width from 
saat Deiat to the national cemetery, passing between the two private ceme- 


legal width of 


_ The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (H. R. 7666) mak- 
ing an appropriation to construct a road and approaches from the city 
o! Alexandria, Va., to the national military cemetery near that city, 


line 2, after the words * Congress assembled,” insert the words ‘* That section 
2399 of the Revised Statutes of the United State« be amend+d so as to read.”’ 

Line 3, strike out * That the”’ and insert “ Section 2399. The" 

Amend the title so as to read: 

“An act to amend section 2399 of the Revised Statutes of the United States on 
the subject of contracts for land surveys.” 


Mr. HOLMAN. 
planation of that. 


| 
| 
Mr. Speaker, I think there ought to be some ex- 
| The reading of the amendments throws no light 
upon it. Let us have the bill read. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman desires the text of the House bill 
read. The Clerk will report it. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Bett enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of Amer 
tea in Congress assembled, That the printed manual of surveying instructions for 
the survey of the public lands of the United States, and private land claims, pre- 
pared at the General Land Office. and bearing date December 2, 1889, the in 
structions of the Commissioner of the General Land Office, and the special! in 
structions of the surveyor-general, when not in conflict with said printed 
manual, or the instructions of said Commissioner, shall be taken and deemed 
to be a part of every contract for surveying the public lands of the United 
States, and private land claims. 


TheSPEAKER, The Clerk will now report the Senate amendments, 
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The Clerk read as follows: 


In line 2, after the words “Congress assembled,” insert the words “‘ That 
section 2397 of the Revised Statutes of the United States be amended so as to 
read In line 6 strike out the word “that” and insert the words “ Section 


2397." and amend the title so as to read: “ An act to amend section 2397 of the 


Revised Statutes of the United States.”’ 

Mr. KERR, of lowa. It seems to me that unless the Committee on 
Public Lands know the effect of the amendment there ought to be at 
least a conference, so that we might know something about the effect. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Iowa move to non-con- 
cur and appoint a committee of conference? 

Mr. KERR, of lowa. I do. 
the motion was agreed to. 
© the House non-concurred in the Senate amendment, and the com- 
mittee of conference was ordered. 


4 


DANIEL W. SELLECK. 
The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (H. R. 2106) to 
remove the charge of desertion against Daniel W. Selleck with a Sen- 


ate amendment. 
The amendment of the Senate was read, as follows: 


Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert the following: 
“That the Secretary of War is hereby anthorized and directed to remove the 


charge of desertion from the military record of Daniel W. Selleck, as a private 
ot Company B, of the Ninth Regiment of Indiana Volunteers, and substitute 
therefor, ‘discharged from the military service on the 26th day of February, 
1964, by reason of being under the age of eighteen years, and of having enlisted 
ind 1e-enlisted without the knowledge or consent of his parents ;’ and further, 
to issue to said Selleck a discharge as of date February 26, 1864, by reason of be- 
ing under the age of eighteen years and having enlisted withoutthe knowledge 
or consent of his parents.’ 

Mr, WILLIAMS, of Ohio. I move to concur in the Senate amend- 
ment. 

The motion was agreed to. 


EULOGIES ON THE LATE HON. JAMES LAIRD, 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the joint resolution (H. 
Res. 152) providing for the printing of eulogies delivered in Congress 
upon the late James Laird, with Senate amendments. 

The amendments of the Senate were read, as follows: 


In line 3 strike out the word ‘*six”’’ and insert the word “ten.’’ In line 3, 
after the words ‘‘ two thousand,” insert the words “ five hundred;” and in line 
4 strike out the words “four thousand” and insert the words “seven thousand 
five hundred.’ 


Mr, RICHARDSON, 
on Printing in his seat. 
amendments. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope the original text will be read, so as to show 
the effect of the amendments. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I can state for the information of the gentle- 
man that the joint resolution as it passed the House provided for the 
printing of 6,000 copies. It is increased to 10,000, and I will state 
that that is 2,000 less than the usual number printed. The resolution 
for the printing of 6,000 was passed at the request of the gentleman 
who succeeded Mr. Laird; and it is right and proper to concur in the 
Senate amendments. : 

The amendments of the Senate were concurred in. 

J. Ih CRIN AND OTHERS. 

TheSPEAK ER also laid betore the House the bill (H. R. 2990) for the 
relief of J. L. Cain and others, with a Senate amendment. 

The amendment of the Senate was read, as follows: 

Strike out all after the enacting clanse and insert: 

“That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized and di- 
rected to pay, outof any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, 
the respective sums of money as hereinafter provided to the respective persons 
named herein, or to their heirs or legal representatives, to wit, for cotton taken 
by order of General A. E. Burii8ide to strengthen the fortifications at Knoxville, 
Tenn., November 17 and 18, 1863,to wit, J. L. Cain, 6 bales, less his p rtion 
of the loss of the 95 bales, 24 bales, equals 3§ bales, at 75. cents per pound,$1,461.25; 
Hugh G. Kyle, administratorof A. A Kyle,d , 7bales, less his proportion 
of the 9 bales lost, 2} bales, equals 4§ bales, at 75 cents per pound, $1,711.25; 
Alexander Kennedy, 10 bales, less his proportion of the loss of the 95 bales, 3} 
bales, equals 6§ bales, at 75 cents per pound, $2,463.25; W. C. Hazen, surviving 
partner of G. M. Hazen, deceased, 34 bales, less his ion of the loss of the 
% bales, 11§ bales, equals 22) bales, at 75 cents per pound, $8,308.25. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I ask for the reading of the original text, so as to 
learn what the effect of the amendment will be. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I make the point of order on that bill that it should 
be considered in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. The effect of the Senate amendment is 
to reduce the amount provided by the House bill making the appro- 
priation to pay these gentlemen. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Is there any new item of appropriation in the Sen- 
ate amendment? 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. There is no new item. This simply 
reduces the amount, and 1 move to nep-concur in the Senate amend- 
ment and agree to the conference asked. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I would ask the Chair if the rule does not require 
that this bill should be considered in Committee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER. It doesnot, The Chair understands there was an 
appropriation made by the House bill. That appropriation bas been 
amended by the Senate bill; but it is not a new item Sao 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. There is no new item in bill. 


I do not see the chairman of the Committee 
Therefore, I move to concur in the Senate 
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The SPEAKER. If there were a new item in the bill it would have 
to be considered in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. I move to non-concur in the Senai, 
amendment and agree to the conference asked. 

The motion was agreed to. 

MES. MARY B, CUSHING. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (H.R. 1177; 
granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Mary H. Cushing, with a %« 
ate amendment. 

The Senate amendment was read, as follows: 

In line 2 strike out the letter “‘H”’ and insert in lieu thereof the letter 

The Senate amendment was concurred in. 

JUNCTION CITY AND FORT RILEY STREET RAILWAY COMPAN) 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bi!l (S. 2648) grantin, 
right of way to the Junction City and Fort Riley Street Railway Co 
pany into and upon the Fort Riley military reservation in the Stat: 
Kansas, and for other purposes, with House amendment disagreed 
by the Senate, on which a conference was asked. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I move that the House insist upon its amend 
ment, and agree to the conference asked for by the Senate. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER subsequently announced as conferees Mr. WI! 
rAms, of Ohio, Mr. Kinsey, and Mr. LANHAM. 


y 


EXAMINATION OF CERTAIN OFFICERS OF THE ARMY. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (5.3716) to 
provide for the examination of certain officers of the Army and to reg 
ulate promotions therein, with amendments of the House disagreed 1. 
by the Senate, on which a conference was asked. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Mr. Speaker, Iam directed by the Committe 
on Military Affairs to ask the House to insist upon its amendments a: 
to agree to the conference asked, and therefore make that motion. 
The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER subsequently announced as conferees on the part « 
the House Mr. CurcHEON, Mr. OsBoRNE, and Mr. WHEELER, of Al 
bama. 


TO REPEAL CERTAIN SECTIONS OF THE BEVISED STATUTES. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 3996) to r 
peal sections 3952 and 3953 of the Revised Statutes of the United State- 
The bill was read, as follows: 

Be ét enacted, etc,, That sections 3952 and 3953 of the Revised Statutes of th 
United States be, and the same are hereby, repealed. 
Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Speaker, the Senate bill just read is identic 
with House bill 9794. If the House desires the reading of a brief r 
port, without reading the long letter of the Postmaster-General, I thin 
gentlemen will be thoroughly informed. If, however, a brief stat: 
ment is required, I will make it. 
Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. What are the sections repealed ? 
Mr. CASWELL. Let us have a brief statement. 
Mr. BINGHAM. Sections 3952 and 3953 are the sections to be r 
led. 
Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. 
stance of the sections? 
Mr. BINGHAM. Section 3952 of the Revised Statutes requires iu 
the bidding for star routes, which occurs once in every four years, t)) 
country being divided into four sections, that the bidders shall | 
held responsible for their bids until the route is occupied by eith: 
the successful bidder or those who are indicated by the Departmen: 


Will the gentleman state the su!) 


and until it is being successfully operated. That has been found 
be provocative of failure and largely against the interests of the loc:! 
bidders. As an illustration, the bids are opened in February o: 
March and the lowest bidder is duly notified that his bid is accepte:! 
The other bidders, ten, twelve, or twenty in number, knowing th: 
the lowest bid has been accepted, sell out their stock, abandon all i: 
tention of doing mail work, and go into other occupation. The lowe 
bidder fails to do the work. Then, under the present statute, the nex‘ 
lowest bidder takes it up, and the original bidder is held responsi! |« 
only for the difference between his bid and the next bid. If this i: 
repealed, the general statute will require the successful bidder and hi 
security, when the route is relet, to pay the difference between the r: 
letting and his rate. The Department is of opinion that this will |)< 
productive of a better service, and the experience has been an exper - 
ence of failure instead of success, 

The next section refers to the deposit of a 5 per cent. check or draft 
against bids on routes over $5,000. If the bidder fails he pays the difl«: 
ence between his bid and the bid next to his, in addition to the forfeitu: 
of the check. That has not worked successfully, for the reason th.‘ 
in the country sections, local bidders, while they can get satisfactor) 
sureties for the faithful pertormance of the service, are sometimes uv 
able to get friends to put up the 5 per cent. on bidsover $5,000. The: 
are sometimes tenor fifteen biddersona route. Thislaw holds up in tlic 
Post-Office Department for four, five, or six months, this body of check: 
to the great inconvenience of every unsuccessful bidder. The officers 
of the Department assert unqualifiedly that the repeal of these two 
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ns will be in the interest ofa better service and in the interest of 


sectio / a 
tition among local bidcers at the termini of the routes. 


compe 
Mr. . : oe : ; 
what the gentleman from Pennsylvania has said, and in illustration of 


how the presentlaw works. A constituent of mine was one of the bid- 
ders forastar-routeservice. He was notified that the lowest bidder was 
the successful one and that his own bid was not accepted. After re 
ceiving that notification he disposed of his stock, his horses and wagons, 
and all the stock that he had prepared for the carrying of the mail, 


and engaged in other business; and now he is notified that the lowest | 


bidder has failed to carry out his contract and that he is required to 
take up the work. If this requirement is enforced it will involve a 
sacrifice on his part of several thousand dollars. 

Mr. SAYERS. Is not that a general rule of the Department ? 

Mr. PERKINS. It is the law, and this bill proposes to change t! 
law in that particular, which certainly ought to be done. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly 1« 
the third time, and passed. 

Mr. BINGHAM moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill wa 
passed ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the House bill 
was laid on the table. 


ad 


H. R. 9794) of like purport 


SNOWDON MASON. 


The SPEAKER also laid betore the House a bill (S. 1195 
lief of Snowdon & Mason. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted by the Senale and House of Representatives of the 
Amerwca in Congress assembled, That the claims of Snowdon & Mason for further 
compensation for the construction of the iron-clad monitors Manayunk and 


lor Line re- 


Umpqua may be submitted by said claimants, within six months after the pas- | 


sage of this act, to the Court of Claims, under and in compliance with the rules 
and regulations of said court; and said courtshall have jurisdiction to hearand 
determine and render judgment upon the same: Provided, however, That the in- 
vestigation of said claim shall be made upon the following basis: The said 


court shail ascertain the additional cost which was necessarily incurred by the | 


contractors for building the iron-clad monitors Manayunk and Umpqua, in 


completion of the same, by reason of any changes or alterations in the plans | 


and specifications required, and delays in the prosecution of the work: Pro- 
vided, That such additional cost in completing the same, and such changes or 
alterations in the plans and specifications required, and delays in the prosecu- 
tion of the work, were occasioned by the Government of the United States; 
but no allowance for any advance in the price of labor or material shal! be con- 
sidered unless such advance occurred during the prolonged term for complet 
ing the work rendered necessary by delay resuiting from the action of the Gov- 
ernment aforesaid, and then only when such advance could not have been 
avoided by the exercise of ordinary prudence and diligence on the part of the 
contractors: And provided further, That the compensation fixed by the con- 
tractors and the Government for specific alterations in advance of such alter- 
ations shall be conclusive as to the compensation to be made therefor: Provided, 
That such alterations, when made, complied with the specifications of the same 
as furnished by the Government aforesaid: Amd provided further, That all mon- 
eys paid to said contractors by the Government over and above the original 
contract price for building said vessels shall be deducted from any amounts 
allowed by said court by reason of the matters hereinbefore stated: And pro- 
vided further, That if any such changes caused less work and expenses to the 
contractors than the original plan and specifications a corresponding deduc- 
tion shall be made from the contract price, and the amount thereof be deducted 
from any allowance which may be made by said court to said claimants, 


mn SPEAKER. The question is upon ordering the bill to a third 
ing. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, is not that bill subject to considera- 
tion in Committee of the Whole? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks not. 

Mr. HOLMAN. It provides for an appropriation. 

The SPEAKER. It does not. 

Mr. HOLMAN. It contemplates an appropriation. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks not. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The last clause of the bill certainly contemplates 
that something shall be paid, because it provides that the sum hereto- 
fore paid shall be deducted. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands this to be the same as the 
bill heretofore passed upon by the Chair and by the House. 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Speaker, this is the same kind of a bill that the 
Committee on War Claims have reported and that is now on the Cal- 
endar. It is exactly similar to the McKay bill. It involves no appro- 
priation whatever. It submits the case to the court under all the safe- 
guards that it is possible to provide. The fact is, as the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. Horan] will probably recollect, that in the build- 
ing of these monitors the Government stopped the work repeatedly, 
thereby causing great delay and great expense to the contractors. 
They tore down and retore down and rebuilt those vessels. It was 
pretty much like making a contract for the building of an ordinary 
house, and then compelling the contractor to tear it down and build 
this Capitol. Apartfrom the delay, the expense was greatly increased. 
There was a great rise in material. Iron rose from $65 to $200 a ton, 
and wages from $2.50 to $5 or $6 per day. All these elements enter 
into the question of damages. These parties have been seriously dam- 
aged by the action of the United States. The Selfridge board had this 
case submitted to them, and they allowed this claim. 

Mr. HOLMAN, Then this is a claim that has been already acted 


upon 4 the re board ? 
Mr. THOMAS. This is one of the claims that a proper board has 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE., 


PERKINS. Mr. Speaker, just a word by way of supplement to | 


United Siates of | 


10491 


acted upon, and that board found that the Government was indebted 
| to these parties. 

Mr. HOLMAN. And that 

Mr. THOMAS. No, it never was 
never has been paid or allowed. h 
| ganized by the Senate, and it inquired i 

Mr. HOLMAN. That Sel! 

Mr. THOMAS. Well 
to pay anything. 

Mr. HOLMAN. L 
Wiseonsin [Mr. THomAs] refers, the « 
all that was provided for in the contracts in thes« 

Mr. THOMAS. ‘The gentleman from Indi 

ubmits the question fairly and sq . 
Government ought to pay these parties the damage actually suf 
| reason of its own changes of plan, damages which the Selfridge board, 

a tribunal organized by the Secretary of Warunder a resolution of the 

Senate, decided ought to be paid. That board was organized by the 
| Secretary cf War and was « posed of some of the very | 
the United Stat Chey, after careful examination, allowed this 
| claim; but the Senate and the Committee on War Claims of the House 

believed it due to the the United i3tates that instead of 

appropriating the amount allowed by the Selfridge board this case 

should go into court and the parties be required to prove their claim 
, by competent evidence under the safeguards provided in this bill, which 
| are the same as those that have been provided in the McKay bill and 
| similar bills. 

Mr. HOLMAN. How did it |! 
the Marchand board ? 

Mr. THOMAS. Well, it was not presented to that board, I believe 
because it was recognized that the board would not t 
any of these cases. The Marchand board construed the 
they were organized so as not to admit any of 
Selfridge board examined the facts in the case, 
the gentleman by their report, allowed all tha 

Mr. HOLMAN. It will readily hb 
| a great disadvantage in 
five or thirty years. 

Mr. THOMAS. The Government ought never to b 
| the Court of Claims to adjudicate a claim which has been 
| and sanctioned by regular naval boards after careful in 
The advantage on the side of the Government is th 
posed, instead of appropriating the amount allowed by t 
these parties be compelled to prove their damages het! 

Mr. HOLMAN. Certainly the Government is pl: 
vantage in meeting such aclaim after twenty-five or tw 
when the witnesses may be dead. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa, I wish to ask whether this bil 
with a House bill that has been favorably reported ? 

Mr. THOMAS. It is, in every particular. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Then I suppose no point of order 
against it. 

The SPEAKER. 
reading. 

The question being taken, it was determined in the 
there being on a division (called for by Mr. HoLMA? 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, House bil! 
identical in its provisions with the Senate bill just passed 
on the table. 

There was no objection. 

MESSAGE FROM THE rE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
that the Senate insisted on its disagreement to the House amendment 
to the bill (H. R. 789) opening to settlement a portion of the Fort Ia: 
dall military reservation in South Dakota, agreed to the request for 1 
conference on the disagreeing votes thereon, and had appointed Mr 
PLumMB, Mr. PADDOocK, and Mr. Pasco conferees on th« 
Senate. 

The message also announced that the Senate | passed without 
amendment the bill (H. R. 8715) granting a pension to Rhoda Puck 

The message further announced that the Senate had passed with 
amendment the bill (H. R. 10265) to authorize the construction 
bridge across the Altamaha River, asked a conference with the Hou 
thereon, and had appointed Mr. Vesr, Mr. Sa DOLPH 
conferees on the part of the Senate. 

The message further announced that the Sena ad y 
amendment, in which concurrence was request 
granting leaves of absence to clerks an: 
class post-offices. 

The message further announced that the Senate agreed to the re 
ports of the committees of conference on the disagreeing votes the 
two Houses on the amendments of the House to bills of the follow 
ing titles : 
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an 


am 

al 
} 

til 


e trouble. It 
a board or- 


That is 
3 board was 
hese claims. 

Selfridge board was never recognized. 
ther ird that was authori 


d 


ich my friend from 


t 1 of the time, and so on, 


tenslo 
cases. 


’ 


’ 
uarely to the 


xe Te red b y 


vest officers 
| ol 


Government of 


4 +hj 


1appen tl did not go before 


ike corvnizan¢ eof 
law under which 
claims. But the 
and, as I can show to 

laimed in thi 


¢ 


t 


' 
Loest 


» (rovernment is a 


g the lain Liter twe 


oing before 


raid Lo 


+ 





Can be 


The question is on ordering the bill to a 


will he 


SEN A 


part the 





* 


JASSECO 


H, ht. 


ta rd e 


with 
LOOR 
¢s in firs 


or 


1 employ 


Hartran! 

















Peake. jad 


ce 


2. Sepsis 
ee 


A ag 


Po 


— 


: hee a 











































































" bill are concerned. The bill which I originally introduced in this 


10492 


A bill (S. 4) authorizing the establishment of a public park in the 
District of Columbia. 

The message further announced that the Senate had passed bills of 
the following titles; in which the concurrence of the House was re- 
quested: 

A bill (8. 573) granting an increase of pension to Mark F. Carter; 

A bill (S. 712) tor the relief of Stockbridge tribe of Indians in the 
State of Wisconsin ; 

A bill (8. 3270) for the relief of the administratrix of the estate of 
George W. Lawrence ; and 

A bill (S. 3397) for the purchase of George B. Matthews’s portrait 
of Jobn Paul Jones. 


MOBILE, JACKSON AND KANSAS CITY RAILROAD, 


The SPEAKER, as the next business on the Speaker’s table, laid 
before the House the bill (S. 3798) to authorize the Mobile, Jackson 
and Kansas City Railroad Company to cross certain rivers in the State 
of Missouri. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the bill. 

Mr. CLARKE, of Alabama (interrupting the reading). Mr. Speaker, 
this is a bridge bill in the ordinary torm, and I ask that the further 
reading be dispensed with. 

There being no objection, the reading was dispensed with. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and 
passed. 

The SPEAKER. In theabsence ofobjection, House bill No. 11062, 
identical in its provisions with the Senate bill just passed, will be laid 
on the table. 

There was no objection. 


LOUISVILLE AND PORTLAND CANAL BASIN. 


The SPEAKER, as the next business on the Speaker's table, laid 
before the House the bill (S. 3801) authorizing the use of the Louis- 
ville and Portland Canal basin on certain conditions, 

The bill was read, as tollows: 


Be it enacted, etc,, That the written contract by and between the city of Louis- 
ville, the Louisville and Portland Canal Company, and John P. Byrne, made in 
the year 1870, under which the firm of Byrne & Speed, of Louisville, Ky., con- 
structed a basin on the south side of the Louisville and Portiand Canal, above 
Fiiteenth street, and also erected buildings, with elevator machinery therein, 
on land then the property of the Louisville and Portiand Canal Company, now 
the property of the United States, is ratified and confirmed, subject, however, to 
the tollowing modifications and provisions, to wit: Byrne & Speed, theirassivn- 
ces and grantees, are hereafter to pay to the United States of America, for the 
use of the land, an annual rental of $250,to be paid semi-annually, through the 
officer in charge of the canal. 

They shall not erect any additional buildings of any kind, but may keep in 
repair those now standing, or may reconstruct them or any part thereof, in case 
of destruction by fire or from other cause. 

Sec. 2. That when,in the opinion of the Secretary of War, the use of said 
basin or buildings shall become prejudicial to the canal or its use, he shall de- 
tail a commission of not less than three nor more than five officers of the En- 
gineer Corps of the United States Army, with orders to assemole in Louisville, 
and to decide whether the use of thesaid basin or buildings is prejudicial to the 
canal or its use. 

Said commission shall cause notice to be given to Byrne & Speed, or their 
assigns, of the time and place of their sitting, and shall, after hearing any evi- 
dence offered by Byrne & Speed, or by the officer representing the Govern- 
ment, proceed to hear and determine the matter submitted to them, and if they 
find that the use of the said basin or buildings is prejudicial to the canal or its 
use, they will also assess and find the value of the excavation and masonry of 
the basin made and erected by Byrne & Speed in the construction of said 
basin, and upon the payment ar tender by the Secretary of War of the sum so 
fixed Byrne & Speed shall remove within six months their buildings from the 
canal property, discontinue the use of said basin, and relinquish all claims under 
the above-mentioned contract. 

A copy of the finding of the commission shall be furnished to Byrne & Speed, 
or their assigns, 

See, 3. That the ratification provided in this act shall not take effect unless 
within ninety days from its passage Byrne & Speed shall file with the Secreta 
of War their written acerptance of its provisions, and in the event Byrne 
Spee, or their assigns, shall at any time fai! for the «pace of six months to pay 
any installment of rent due under this act their right to occupy the property 
herein mentioned shall at once cease. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. I would like to hear some ex- 
planation of the bill. It seems to make a contract between the Gov- 
ernment and some private parties, 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. From what committee does it come? 

Mr. CARUTH. This bill has passed the Senate. A similar House 
bill has been considered by the Committee on Rivers and Harbors of 
the House and favorably reported. The passage of this measure is 
recommendea by the Chief Engineer of the United States Army and 
by the engineer in charge of the work at Louisville. There has been 
a dispute as to the title of this property, and this bill is designed to 
settle that dispute. The measure has the approval of all the Govern- 
ment officers having cognizance of the matter. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Let me call the gentleman’s at- 
tention to that part of the bill which provides that the measure shall 
not take effect until its provisions are accepted by certain parties. 

Mr. CARUTH. By Byrne & Speed. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Will not that acceptance operate 
to create a contract between them and the United States which Con- 
gress can not repeal? 

Mr. CARUTH. It will not, except so far as the provisions of this 
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House was sent to the War Department, That Department prepare: 
the present bill, and has submitted it for the approval of Congress. |; 
has also been favorably considered by the Committee on Livers ani 
Harbors. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Was the bill drawn by a wa: 
rior or a lawyer? [ Laughter. ] 

Mr. CARUTH. I do not know. 

The bill was ordered toa third reading, read the third time, and 

d. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, House bill No. 8549, iden- 
tical in its provisions with the Senate bill just passed, will be laid o 
the table. 

There was no objection. 


DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to announce that the gentleman 
from Kentucky [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE], who was appointed as one o/ 
the conferees on the deficiency appropriation bill, will be absent; and, 
without objection, the Chair will appoint in his place the gentleman 
from Georgia [Mr. CLEMENTS]. 

BOOK-MAKING AND POOL-SELLING IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 


The SPEAKER, as the next business on the Speaker's table, laid 
before the House the bill (S. 3830) to prohibit book-making of any 
kind and pool-selling in the District of Columbia for the purpose o/ 
gaming. 

The bill was read, as follows : 


Be it enacted, etc., Thatit shall be unlawful for any person or persons, orasso- 
ciation of persons, in the District of Columbia, to bet, gamble, or make books 
and pool on the result of any trotting race of running race of horses, or boat 
race, or race of any kind, or on any election, or contest of any kind. 

Sec. 2. That any person or persons, or association of persons, violating the 

rovisions of this act shall be fined not exceeding $500 nor less than $25, or be 
eortaoned not more than ninety nor less than thirty days, or both, at the dis- 
cretion of the court: Provided, That this act shall not interfere with the right 
of the Washington Jockey Club, duly organized under the laws of the District 
of Columbia, or any other regular organizations owning race tracks not less 
than | mile in length, and grounds of not less than 75 acres in extent, !o 
eated within the District of Coluinbia, to make books and sell pools at thei: 
semi-annual or special meetings. The right to make books and sell pools by 
such organizations shall be on their grounds, and only on the days of th: 
spring and fall meeting. 


The bill was ordered toathird reading, read the third time, and passed. 

The SPEAKER, If there be no objection, House bill No. 10355, 
identical in its provisions with the Senate bill just passed, will be laid 
on the table. 

There was no objection. 


EAGLE PASS WATER-SUPPLY COMPANY, ETC. 


The SPEAKER, as the next business on the Speaker’s table, laid 
before the House the bjll (S. 3852) to authorize the Eagle Pass Wate: 
Supply Company and the Compafiia Proveedora de Aguas de Ciudad 
Porfirio Diaz to connect their water-works communications across tlic 
Rio Grande River at Eagle Pass, Tex. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Beit enacted, etc., That the Eagle Pass Water-Supply Company, a corporati: 
organized and created under and by virtue of the laws of the State of Texa: 
and the Compafiia Proveedora de Aguas de Ciudad Porfirio Diaz, created und: 
and by virtue of the laws of the state of Coahuila, one of the states of the I: 
publie of Mexico, be, and are hereby, authorized and empowered to constru: | 
own, maintain, and operate their water connection by tubes, or otherw i+ 
across the Rio Grande River, betweefi the city of Eagie Pass, in the State o/ 
Texas, and the city of Porfirio Diaz, formerly known as Piedras Negras, in |! 
state of Coahuila, in the Republic of Mexico, as may be most convenient | 
said corporations: Provided, That said connection shall not interfere with t) 
free navigation of said river, and in case of any litigation arising from an o 
struction, or alleged obstruction, to the free navigation thereof, caused, or «| 
leged to be caused, by said counection of their water pipes or hydraulic co: 
nections, the case may be tried before the district court of the United States {.: 
the western distriet of Texas: And also, That Congress reserves t\ic 
right to withdraw the power and authority conferred by this act in case the fre: 
navigation of the river shall atany time be substantial: y or materially obstructed 
by said con sor pipes, or for any other reasons, and to direct the remoy :! 
of said pipes or connections, or necessary mo:litications thereof, at the cost an 
expense of the owners of said 7 or connections, and Congress may at a: 
time alter, repeal, or amend this act: And provided further, That the consent «! 
the Mexican state of Coahuila and of the proper authorities of the Republic of 
Moxiee shall have been obtained before the establishment of said pipes and co :\- 
nections. 


Mr. CRAIN. I ask the present consideration of this bill. 

The SPEAKER. It is not necessary. The bill is before the House. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Is this bill identical with a House bill which 
has been favorably reported? 

The SPEAKER. It is. 

Thre bill was ordered to athird reading, read the third time,and passe! 

TheSPEAKER, In the absence of objection, House bill No, 6965, 
identical in its provisions with the Senate bill just passed, will be laid 
on the table. 

There was no objection. 

BRIDGE ACROSS THE ILLINOIS RIVER, 

TheSPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 3895) toamend 
an act entitled ‘‘An act to establish a railway bridge across the I}linois 
River, extending trom a point within 5 miles of Columbiana, in Greene 
County, to a point within 5 miles of Farrowtown, in Calhoun County, 
in the State of Illinois,’’ approved March 3, 1883. 
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Mr. WIKE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the read- 
ingof this bill be dispensed with. It isin the ordinary form of a bridge 
Or. KERR, of Iowa. I make the point of order that no motion has 
been made or authorized in regard to the bill by any committee of the 


whe SPEAKER. The Chair understands that this bill was retained 
op the table at the request of the committee. : 

Mr. WIKE. And is identical with the House bill. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state further, that in no instance 
have bills been put on the table except where it was understood that 
such was the case. , 

In the ab-ence of objection, the reading of the bill will be dispensed 
with, and the question is on ordering the bill to be read a third time. 

There being vo objection, the bill was ordered to a third reading; 
and being read the third time, was passed. 

The bill H. R. 10270, of the same title, was ordered to be laid on 
the table. 

BRIDGE ACROSS THE ALABAMA RIVER. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 3952) to author- 
ize the construction of a bridge across the Alabama River, at or near 
Selma, Ala., by the Selma and Cahawba Valley Kailroad Company. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would inquire if this is also in the or- 
dinary form of bridge bills. 

Mr. HERBERT. It is. 

TheSPEAKER. In theabsence of objection, the reading of the bill 
will be dispensed with. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and being read the third 
time, was passed. 

Mr. HERBERT moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The House bill of the same title will be laid upon 
the table. 


CANAVERAL AND SOUTH FLORIDA RAILROAD COMPANY, 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 4011) to an- 
thorize the Canaveral and South Florida Railroad Company to con- 


struct and maintain a bridge across the Irdian River and one across } 


the Banana Kiver, both in the State of Florida, and to establish the 
same, in each case, as a post-road. 

Mr. DAVIDSON. Mr. Speaker, this is the ordinary form of bridge 
bill. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the reading will be dispensed 
with. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. : 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and being read the third 
time, was passed. 

The SPEAKER. The House bill of the corresponding title will be 
laid upon the table. 


SENECA NATION OF NEW YORK INDIANS, 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 4297) to au- 
thorize the Seneca Nation of New York Indians to lease lands within 


the Cattaraugus and Allegany reservations, and to confirm existing | 


leases. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That whenever the leases of land situate within the liniits 
of the villages mentioned in the act of Congress entitled ‘An act to authorize 
the Seneca Nation of New York Indians to lease lands within the Cattaraugus 
and Allegany reservations, and tocontirm existing leases,” approved February 
19, 1875, except leases to railroads, shall bythe terms of said act be renewable, 
the same shall be renewable for a term not exceeding ninety-nine years, in- 


stead of the term of twelve years, as therein provided, subject to all other terms 
and conditions of said act. 


Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I would like to know something 
about that bill before it is put on its 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think the bill ought to go to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. I make that motion. 

Mr. PERKINS. I willsay, Mr. Speaker, that the House committee 
considered a like bill and reported it favorably. The circumstances 
are better known and understood by the gentleman who represents the 
district [Mr. LarpLaw]; but he does not seem to be in his seat at 
present. The committee, however, gave this matter careiul consid- 
eration, 

Under the existing law these Indians are authorized to make leases 
of their lands for a shorter period of time than that provided for in the 
bill. There is a large growing town situated on the reservation, and 
they occupy grounds under leases that are authorized by existing law. 
But the limited period for which leases can be made restricts in a great 
measure, as they claim, the growth and development ot the city. They 
say that parties are not willing to invest the necessary money to estab- 
lish manatacturing activities aud enterprises of like character on the 
= with the limit that the leases are confined to under existing 
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Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. What is the limit? 

Mr. PERKINS. My recollection is twelve years. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. What is the increase proposed ? 

Mr. PERKINS. This increases it to ninety-nine years. 

The committee thought it to be in the interest of the Indians them- 
selves, as well as in the interest of the people who are living in the 
town, now growing rapidly, as well as for the interest of all parties 
concerned, to authorize these leases, 

I will say that this isa terminus or end of a division of the New York 
Central, or a branch of the New York Central road, and is a very im- 
portant railroad center. 

Mr. CHEADLE. Let me ask the gentleman a question. How are 

these leases to be readjusted, or is any provision made for that? 

Mr. PERKINS. My recollection is that there is no provision in the 

bill tor the readjustment of the leases. 

Mr. CHEADLE, There vught to be a readjustment periodically 

after a certain number of years, I think. 

Mr. PERKINS. No snch provision was in the House bill, and my 

recollection is that there is none in the Senate bill. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Thatcan be provided by contract. 

Mr. PERKINS. That can be provided by contract, as suggested by 

the gentleman from Ohio, and the committee did not deem it neces- 
| sary to insert such a provision. 
| Mr. HOLMAN. Has the gentleman any information as to the views 

of the Indians in regard to the leases for ninety-nine years, and also 
on the readjustment question ? 

Mr. PERKINS. The gentleman from Indiana made the same in 
quiry. The bill does not provide for it, but, as suggested by the gen- 
| tleman from Ohio, it can be provided for in the leases or contracts. 
| The committee thought it unnecessary to insert such a provision in 
the House bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. 
themselves, 

Mr. PERKINS. They area bright people, and had intelligent repre- 
sentatives before the committee. They seem to be living almost en- 
tirely, perhaps to their own misfortune, on the rents or annuities they 
receive from the lands, 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. 

Mr. PERKINS. 
habitants. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I make the point of order that there has been 
no motion made by the Committee on Indian A fiairs to sulstitute the 
Senate bill for the House bill. I think that is necessary as a guaranty 
| 
| 


But my inquiry was as to the views of the Indians 


What is the size of the town ? 
It has now some fifteen or eighteen thousand in- 





of safe legislation. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the gentleman should make the 
point prior to the discussion, and not afterwards. 
Mr. KERR, of lowa. I think there has never been any consent asked 
by the Chair up to this time. 
‘The SPEAKER. 
the request. 
Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Butif the gentleman from Kansas will say that 
this is identical with the House bill I will make no turther objection. 
Mr. PERKINS. It is the same; but the House committee has taken 
no action since the bill passed the Senate, and so [ have not been au- 
| thorized to ask this action on the part of the House. The House com- 
mittee, however, considered the bill carefully before reporting it. 
The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Iowa insist ? 
Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I withdraw my point of order. 
The SPEAKER. The point of order is withdrawn and the question 
is on the third reading of the bill. 
The bill was ordered to a third reading; and was accordingly read the 
third time, and passed. 
The House bill of similar import was ordered to lie on the table. 
BRIDGE ACROSS THE ARKANSAS RIVER AT DARDANELLE, ARK. 
The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 4334) to au- 
thorize the building of a bridge at Dardanelle, Ark., across the Ar- 
kansas River. 
Mr. PEEL. 


It is not necessary that the Chair should submit 


| 

j 

| 

Mr. Speaker, I understand that the House committee 
have reported a bill precisely similar to that; therefore I ask that the 
reading be dispensed with. 

Mr. BAKER. The committee have reported a similar bill, and have 
instructed me to ask that this bill be substituted for it and passed, as 
it is the same as the House bill. 

There being no objection, the first formal reading of the bill was dis 
pensed with. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 
The House bill of similar import was ordered to lic on the table. 
THE POR!LAND COMPANY. 
The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 473) for the 
relief of the Portland Company, of Portland, Me. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be tt enacted, ete., That jurisdiction is hereby conferred upon the Court of 
Claims to inquire into and determine how much the steam-machinery built for 
the United States vessels Agawam and Pontoosuc by the Portland Company, of 
Portland, Me., under its contracts with the Navy Department in August, 1862, 
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cost the said contractor over and above the contract price and allowances for 
extra work, for which payment bas been made, and to enter judgment in favor 
of s% Portland Company for the same: Provided, That the judgment shall not 
exce the sum allowed by the board convened in pursuance of a résolution of 
the ate of the United States, dated March 9, 1865, of which Thomas O. Selfridge 
‘ the president, the said allowance being set forth in Senate Executive Doc- 
ment No. 18, Thirty-ninth Congress, first session, and stated at $80,867.46. 
Sex. 2. That at the hearing or on the trial of any suit or suits so commenced 
ither party, plaintiff or defendant, shall have the right to use before the court 
any testimony or documents which may be relative to or competent upon the 
' ned between the parties, and that the proceedings, trial, decision, and 
jud, ment of the said court shail be bad in the same manner asin all other cases 
bef thesaid Court of Claims, and have the same effect; and that either party, 
plaintiff or defendant, may appeal from the decision or judgment of the said 
Court of Claims to the Supreme Court of the United States in the same manuer 
Ls ow provided for in other cases, 


bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 
rhe House bill of similar import was ordered to lie on the table. 


NEW YORK INDIAN LANDS IN KANSAS. 


lhe SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 497) to provide 
for the sale of certain New York Indian lands in Kansas. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be tt enacted, etc., Thatthose persons, being heads of families or single per- 
sons over twenty-one years of age, who have made settlement and improve- 
ment upon, and are bona fide claimants and occupants of, either in person or by 
tenant, the hinds in Kansas which were allotted to certain New York Indians, 
and for which certificates of allotment, dated the l4th day of September, 1560, 
for 38) acres of land each, were issued to thirty-two of said Indians, shall be, 
and hereby are, anthorized and permitted to enter and purchase at the proper 
land office, at any time within one year from the passage of this act, said lands 
so occupied by them, in tracts not exceeding 160 acres, according to the Gov- 
ernment surveys, at $2.50 per acre, paymentto be made in cash at time of pur- 
chase ; and the moneys arising from such sales shall be paid into the Treasury 
of the United States, in trust for and to be paid to said Indians, respectively, to 
whom said certificates were issued, or to their heirs, upon satisfactory proof of 
their identity to the Secretary of the Interior, at any time within five years 
from the passage of this act; and in case such proof is not made within the 
time specified, then the proceeds of such sale, or 80 much thereof as shall not 


have been paid under the provisions of this act, shall become a partof the pub 
lic moneys of the United States, 

Sec. 2, That any lands not entered by such settlers at the expiration of twelve 
months from the passage of this act shall be offered at public sale, in the usual 
menver, at not less than $3 per acre, notice of said sale to be given by public 
advertisement of not less than thirty days; and any tract or tractsnot then sold 
sha!l be thereafter subject to private entry at $3 per acre. 

Sec. 3. That all acts and parts of acts inconsistent herewith are hereby re- 
pe led, 


The SPEAKER. The question is on the third reading of the bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I move the reference of this bill to the Committee 
ov Indian Affairs. I do not think abill like that ought to pass, fixing 
so low a price upon land as $2.50 an acre. I donot think so small a 
price as that is just to the Indians. The land is undoubtedly wortha 
great deal more, 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker, I would like to suggest to the gentle- 
man from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN] that thesesettlers have been in pos- 
session of these lands for a quarter of a century, and have been trying 
from year to year to get this matter adjusted. There is nota particle 
of objection on the part of the Indians or their friends to the provisions 
of this bill. The matter has been reported by the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs of the House at least six times, and all who are familiar 
with the circumstances recognize not only the propriety but the neces- 
sity of this legislation 

Mr. HOLMAN. The bill has always been objected to upon the 
ground that it manifestly did the Indians an injustice. These lands, 
I suppose, are worth trom $10 to $20 an acre, and the proposition is to 
sell them for $2.50 an acre. 

Mr. PERKINS. But the adjoining land was sold to settlers, at the 
time the settlers occupied this land, tor $1.25 an acre. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Certainly; but that was Government land, and this 
land is the property of the Indians. 

Mr. PERKINS. There is a very grave question whether this is not 
Government land, and whether these certificates have any validity 
whatever, but the Committee on Indian Affairs, recognizing that these 
Indians had an equity, have at all times reported in favor of paying 
them what seems fair and right for the land. The gentleman from 
Arkansas [Mr. PEEL] will verify the statement that I have made. 
When he was chairman of the Committee on Indian Affairs a similar 
bill was reported favorably by the committee, and it has been reported 
repeatedly. 

Mr. PEEL. I desire to say to my friend from Indiana [Mr. Ho1- 
MAN ] that after a careful investigation of this case I came to the con- 
clusion that the Indians really had no title that they could enforce. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The Government has been recognizing their title 
for these thirty years. 

Mr. PEEL. They only have the right of occupancy. Under the 
certificates they could only occupy the land. The present surround- 
ings are of such a character that it is impossible for them to do that. 
‘Lherefore it is proper that whatever can be got for the lands should be 
paid over for the benefit of the Indians and their descendants. 

Mr. HOLMAN, At the same time the Indians onght to have the 
benefit of the full value of the lands. 

Mr. PEEL. I do not remember the exact price fixed in the former 


bill. 
Mr. HOLMAN. I think that no one will pretend to say that lands 
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in that part of Kansas, situated as they are situated, are only wo: 
$2.50 an acre. 

Mr. PEEL. We thought the price fixed then was very fair 
sidering the poor title the Indians have. 

Mr, HOLMAN. The Government is recognizing the title of th 
dians now, and has always recognized it. 

Mr. PERKINS. The amount fixed in the bill gives these Ind 
the value of these lands when the settlers located upon them, and 
most 5 per cent. interest perannum from that time until the present ti 

Mr. HOLMAN. That is to say, Government lands were then h 
at $1.25 an acre for the purpose of encouraging settlement, but th 
Indians stand on a different footing. This is their property, and t! 
have a right to have a fair price for it. 

Mr. LANSING. How came the settlers to occupy these lands in | 
first place? 

Mr. PERKINS. At one time the Secretary of the Interior iss: 
his proclamation declaring them to be public lands, and it was at tha 
time that the settlers located there. 

The SPEAKER, The question is on the motion of the gentlema: 
from Indiana [ Mr. HoLmMAn] to refer this bill to the Committee on | 
dian Affairs. 

The motion was rejected. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 

The House bill of similar import was ordered to lie on the table. 

WASHINGTON IRON-WORKS. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bili (S. 1187) for thi 

relief of the Washington Iron- Works. 


The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That jurisdiction is hereby conferred upon the Court 
Claims to inquire into and determine how much the steam machinery built { 
the United States vessel Lenapee by the Washington Iron-Works, und er its cx 
tract with the Navy Department, cost the said contractor over and above t! 
contract price and allowances for extra work, and to enter judgment in tav: 
of George M. Clapp, of tne Washington Iron-Works, for the same: Provid: 
That the judgment shalb not exceed the sum allowed by the board convened 
pursuance of a resolution of the Senate of the United States, dated March » 
1365, of which Thomas O. Selfridge wag the president, the said allowance being 
set forth in Senate Executive Document No. 18, Thirty-ninth Congress, firs 
session. 

Sec.2. That at the hearing or on the trial of any suit so commenced eith 
party, plaintiff or defendant, shall have the rizbt to use before the court a 
testimony or documents which may be relevant to and competent upon the i- 
sues joined between the parties, and that the proceedings, tria), decision, and 
judgment of the said court shall be had in the same manner as inal! other cases 
before the said Court of Claims, and have the same effect ; and that either part, 
plaintiff or defendant, may appeal from the decision or judgment of the sai 
Court of Claims to the Supreme Court of the United States in the same manne: 
as now provided for in other cases. 


Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Mr. Speaker, I think the Hous: 
ought to have some explanation of this bill. There seems to beacrop 
of them. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order that th 
bill should receive its consideration in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Speaker, this bill is identical with the Hous 
bill reported by the Committee on War Claims. There is no appropri- 
ation init. It is simply a bill to permit them to go to the Court « 
Claims, and provides that the claim shall be presented to the Court 0! 
Claims. 

The facts out of which this bill arises, Mr. Speaker, are the same as 
those of the Portland Company, or almost identical with them, that 
passed the Housea few minutes ago. These parties entered into a con- 
tract—I say entered—they were compelled to enter into a contract 
The Government said: ‘“‘If you do not take the contract we wil! 
take possession of your works and construct this engine ourselves.’ 
They were assured by the Chief Engineer, whose testimony I have 
here, that the weight of the engine should not exceed by 15 per cent. 
that of the Paul Jones. When the drawings and specifications were 
completed the engine was figured out as exceeding by 66 per cent. 
the weight of the engines of the Paul Jones. There was the usual 
delay in this as in aJl of those cases, the party being compelled to 
hold their machinery in their yards, and all their men during this 
time, when there was a great increase of wages. 

This case was submitted to the Selfridge board, a board which was 
organized by the Secretary of War, and they found that this was in 
every way fair, straight, and houest, and made the allowance of what 
these parties claim; and this bill provides that the court shall not allow 
an amount to exceed the amount then found to be due them. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. How much was that? 

Mr. THOMAS. That allowance was $29,164.24. This submits the 
facts in the case to the Court of Claims, the same as in the other cases 
that have been here. [Cries of *‘Vote!’’ “Vote! ’’] 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 

The bill (H. R. 5888) for the same purpose was ordered to be laid on 
the table. 

POSTMASTERS’ BONDS. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 4039) to amen: 
sections 3834, 3836, and 3837 of the Revised Statutes, and for other 
purposes, 
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The bill was read at length, for information. | Mr. HOLMAN. I hope the gentleman will explain the effect of 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope there will be some explanation of this bill. | this bill, especially as to the assistant postmasters provided for. 
Tt is a fairly good bill, but I hope there will be some explanation of| Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Speaker, | merely desire to state that this 
+» 1 did not hear the first part of the bill read. | Senate bill has never been acted upon by the House Committee on the 
The SPEAKER. It is a bill within the jurisdiction of the Com- | Post-Office and Post-Roads, and therefore the proper disposition of it 
mittee on the Post-Oflice and Post-Roads. would be to refer it to the committe: I am not authorized to speak 
- Mr. HOLMAN. But that committee is not authorized to report at | for the committee in regard to the provisions of the bill, because they 
any time. have not yet been acted upon by the committ: 

Mr. BLOUNT. Is that a House bill? | Mr. HOLMAN. Then the point of order is of course good. 

The SPEAKER. It is a Senate bill, similar to a House bill. | The SPEAKER. Of course. The Chair was misinformed. The 

Mr. BLOUNT. I hope it will be passed over for the present. | bill will be referred to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I think the chairman of the Committee on the | Roads. 
Post-Office and Post-Roads is temporarily absent. THE BARK CAMPANER¢ 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it will be laid aside tempo-| The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (8. 4074) to pro- 
rarily. | vide an American register for the bark Campanero, of Baltimore, Md. 


Mr. BLOUNT. I was not present when the bill was reported, and 


do not want to give it my indorsement or opposition. ; . ' ' \ 
. | fe it enacted, etc., That the Commissioner of Navigation is hereby authorized 
WILLIAM J. MARTIN. penn 3 


and directed to cause the bark Campanero, owned and rebuilt at the port o 
The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 4064) tor the | Baltimore, Md., by John M. Bandel & Sons, citizens of the United States, to be 
relief of William J. Martin. 


registered as a vessel of the United States. 

The bill was read, as follows: Mr. RUSK. Mr. Speaker, the Senate bill just read is identical with 

Be it enacted, a, That the claim of William J. Martin. of Oregon, heretofore | the House bill on the same subject, and I am authorized by the com 

resented to the War Department, being a balance of $7,520 alleged to be due | mittee to ask for its i diese consideration 
a owing to him under his contract for beef-cattle, made with Lieut. G. W. | - iv _ to ask for its immediate consideration. a ‘ 
Hawkins in June, 1849, and for the delivery of beet-cattle under such contract rhe bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly read 
for the use of the Army, together with interest on said balance since January 1, | the third time, and passed. 
1850, be,and the same is hereby,referred to the Court of Claims for adjudication ; Mr. RUSK moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
and said court is directed to ascertain what amount, if any, is due said William 
J. Martin by reason of and under said alleged contract, and to render judgment | Passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
therefor, any statute of limitation or prior disallowance by the War Department | table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


to the contrary notwithstanding. 
The House bill of like purport was laid on the table. 


The bill was read, as follows 


Mr. CANNON. Is that a House bill? 
The SPEAKER. It isa Senate bill. 
Mr. HERMANN. A like bill in substance was reported by the House | 
committee. 
Mr. CANNON. Has it ever been considered in the House? 
Mr. HERMANN. A similar bill has been reported from the Com- | 
mittee on Claims on identically the same matters pending in the Sen- 
ate bill, with a unanimous report. It has passed several times in the 


rRUST, LOAN, AND OTHER CORPORATIONS IN THE DISTRICT. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 4081) to pro- 
vide for the incorporation of trust, loan, mortgage, and certain other . 
| corporations within the District of Columbia. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that the Senate bill is 
identical with the House bill on the same subject. 


Senate, and has twice been reported to the House, but was never con-| Mr.GROUT. Not exactly identical. The House committee pro- 
sidered for want of time. It simply submits the matter to the Court pose an amendment. 
of Claims to be adjudicated. Mr. PAYSON. Mr. Speaker, I have been advised that this Senate 


Mr. CANNON. Does the gentleman know that a House bill sub- | pill is not identical with the bill re ported from the House committee. 
stavtially the same has been reported? Has he examined it? The SPEAKER. The words of the rule are ‘‘ substantially identi- 
Mr. HERMANN. I hold the House bill in my hand. I know the | ¢aj.””’ 
party, and know the witnesses to the contract, and I believe that this| Mr. PAYSON. Well, substantially identical. 
is a just and honest claim, and ought at least to be adjudicated bythe | Mr.GROUT. This is substantially the same as the House bill. 
Court of Claims, if not by this House. , Mr. PAYSON. Unless the gentleman from Vermont can give as- 
Mr. CANNON. That tells how it shonld be adjudicated. It is one | surance in advance that it is and that it complies with the rule there 
of that class of cases where there ought to be consideration. It annuls may be objection to the consideration of this bill, and as itis very long, 
the statates of limitations, goes back a generation, and directs the Court | we may save time by settling the question now. 
of Claims to pass upon this case, the findings of the War Department | Mr. GROUT. I think it is substantially identical with the House 
to the contrary notwithstanding, on a claim that originated in 1864, | bill, I want to say for the information of geutlemen that the Senate 
and that has been fully heard and rejected by the War Department. bill has been examined by the subcommittee of the House District 
Now, I do not think that it ought to pass in this body, and I think it | Committee having charge of this matter, and who have spent a large 
should go to the committee. : amount of time in reporting the original bill, and they think that cer- 
Mr. HERMANN. i will state in answer to the gentleman that the | tain provisions in the Senate bill are an improvement upon the House 
report of the committee which I hold in my hand is in some respects | }iJ], and they propose to adopt the Senate bill with two amendments 
similar to theSenate report. It sets forth in detail all the facts, show- | to one section. 
ing why it was notearlier considered; showing the difficulties thatthey | Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, if this bill is liable toa 
have been put to and the peculiar hardships which attached to this | point oforder, I want to raise that point now. 
particular case. For years and years the party has been endeavoring The SPEAKER. Upon the information so far received, the Chair 
| 
| 
| 


to get testimony which is essential, and he has now succeeded in ob- | thinks it is not subject to the point of order. 
taining it. ‘The officer who made the contract went ae anditwas| Mr. HEMPHILL. It certainly is not subject to the point of order. 
po ane supply the — oer ade ar cerns | ‘The bill was read, as follows: 
eciin to consider ul e case. ey ve now o tain numerous a ma Beit enacted, etc., That corporations may be formed within the District of Co 
davits and corroborative testimony, and that is set forth in the report. | jumbia for the purposes hereinafter mentioned in the following manner 
The bill has been three times passed by the Senate and sent to this Any — ee ent A Sean ed = ee persons, not _ than twe a y-fi 
s s s . | Thay associa 2€ yes together to form a company for the purpose of carr’ 
House at different sessions of Congress. It has been twice considered | ing on any one of the three classes of business herein specified, to wit 
by the Committee on Claims of this House, and considered there and First, A sate deposit, trust, loan, and mortgage business 
reported at two different sessions of this House—at the last session of eet iietnenesnen, Seam, ane mortgage business, ; 
coat a. e ; ‘ ca sird. A security, guaranty, indemnity, loan, and mortgage business 
the Filtieth Congress and again in this session. There was no differ- vided, That the capital stock of any of said companies shall not be less than 
ence of opinion whatever, so far as the Committee on Claims of this | $1,000,000: Provided further, That any of said companies may also do a storage 
House was concerned, and there is no difficulty with the position of the | a — ~— r capital —_— ———— to - — ne les than $1,200,00 ) 
~ ° | SEc. 2. nat such persons shall, under their hands and seals, execute, before 
Senate. I know the old man, know he has been made poor for many | some officer in said District competent to take the ackuowledgment of deeds, 
years owing to the loss that he had sustained by the amount invested | an organization certificate, which shall specifically state , 
in thisclaim. I know that an appropriation should be made now, but | ee er, , 
; 2 . . 2 ‘ + | second. 1e purposes or which 1s lormed., 
ar nah enainen eelene similar to this have been referred to the Cour! Third. The term for which it is to exist (which may be perpetual). 
of Claims I think this should take the same course. | Fourth, The number of its directors, and the names and residences of the offi 
Mr. CANNON. What is the amount of the claim? cers who for the first year are to manage the affairs of the company. 
. Fifth. The amount of the capital stock and its subdivision into shares. 
~ HERMANN. Seven thousand five hundred dollars. ¥ Szc. 3, That this certificate shall be presented to the commissioners of the 
th ay was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly read District, who shall bave power and discretion to grant or to refuse to said per- 
¢ third time, and 


} 
L | sons a charter of incorporation upon the terms set forth in the said certificate 

‘ , | and the provisions of this act. 
= House bill of a similar title was ordered to be laid on the table. Sze. 4. That previous to the presentation of the said certificate to the said 
he SPEAKER. The Chair observes that the gentleman from Penn- | commissioners notice of the intention to apply for such charter shall be in- 
sylvania (Mr. BIncHam] is now present, and the Chair calls his atten- serted in two newspapers of general circulation printed in the District of Co 


ion Senate ‘ , Bal lurobia at least four times a week for three weeks, setting forth briefly the name 
aie bill. No. 439, in relation to" postmasters bonds, which of the proposed company, its character and object, the names of the proposed 
laid aside awhile ago. corporators, and the intention to make application for a charter on a specified 
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day, and the proof of such publication shall be presented with sald certificate 
when presentation thereof is made to said co:;nmissioners. 

sec. 5. That if the charter be granted as aforesaid it, together with the cer- 
tificate of the commissioners granting the same indorsed thereon, shal! be filed 
for record in the office of the recorder of deeds for the District of Columbia, and 
shall be recorded by him. On the filing of the said certificate with the said re- 
corder of deeds as herein provided, approved as aforesaid by the said commis- 
sioners, the persons named therein and their successors shall thereupon and 
thereby be and become a body corporate and politic, and as such shal! be vested 
with all the powers and charged with all the liabilities conferred upon and im- 
posed by this act upon companies organized under the provisions hereof: Pro- 
vided, however, That no corporation created and organized under the provisions 
hereof, or availing itself of the provisions hereo’ as provided in section 11, shall 
be authorized to transact the business of a trust company, or any business of a 
fiduciary character, until it shall have filed with the Comptroller of the Cur- 
rency a copy of its certificate of organization and charter, and shall have ob- 
tained from bim and filed the same for record with the said recorder of deeds a 
certificate that the capital stock of said company has been paid in, and the de- 
posit of securit es made with said Comptroller in the manner and to the extent 
required by this acs. 

Sec.6. That all companies organized hereunder, or which shall under the pro- 
visions hereof become entitied to transact the business of a trust company, 
shall report to the Comptroller of the Currency in the manner prescribed by 
aevctions 5211, 5212, and 5.218, Revised Statutes of the United States, in the case of 
national banks, and all actsamendatory thereof or supplementary thereto, and 
with similar provisions for compensating examiners, and shall be subject to 
like penalties for failure to do so. The Comptroller shall have and exercise the 
same visitorial powers over the affairs of the said corporation as is conferred 
upon him by section V24u of the Revised Statutes of the United States in the 
case of national banks. He shall also have power, when in his opinion it is 
necessary, to take possession of any such company for the reasons and in the 
manner and to the same extent as are provided in the laws of the United States 
with respect to national banks. 

Sec.7. That all companies organized under this act are hereby declared to be 
corporations possessed of the powers and functions of corporations generally, 
and shal! have power, among other things— 

Firat, To make contracts. 

Second. To sue and be sued, implead and be impleaded, in any court as fully 
as natural persons, 

Third, To make and use a common seal and alter the same at pleasure. 

Fourth. To loan money on first mortgages of real estate. 

Fifth, When organized under subdivision | of the first section of this act to 
accept and execute trusts of any and every description which may be com- 
mitted or transferred to them, and to accept the office and perform the duties 
01! receiver, assignee, executor, administrator, guardian of the estates of minors, 
with the consent of the guardian of the person of such minor, and committee 
of the estates of lunatics and idiots whenever any trusteeship or any such office 
or appointment is committed or transferred to them, with theirconsent, by any 
person, body politic or corporate, or by any court in the District of Columbia, 
or in any of the states or Territories of the United States, and all such compa- 
nies organized under the first subdivision ofsection 1 of this act are further au- 
thorized to accept deposits of money fur the purposes designated herein upon 
such terms as may be agreed upon from time to time with depositors, and to 
act as agent for the purpuse of issuing or countersigning the bonds or obliga- 
tions of any corporation, association, municipality, or State, or other public au- 
thority, and to receive and manage any sinking fund on any such terms as may 
be agreed upon, and shall have power to issue its debenture bonds upon deeds 
of trust or mortgages of real estate to a sum not exceeding the face value of said 
deeds of trust or mortgages, and which shall not exceed 50 per cent. of the fair 
cash value of the real estate covered by said deeds or mortgages, to be ascer- 
tained by the Comptroller of the Currency. But no debenture bonds shall be is- 
sued until the securities on which the same are based have been placed in the 
actual possession of the trustee named in the debenture bonds, who shall hold 
said securities until all of said bonds are paid; and when organized under the 
second subdivision of the first section «of this act said company is authorized to 
insure titles to real estate and to transact generally the business mentioned in 
said subdivision; and when organized under the third subdivision of section 1 
of this act said pounganty is hereby authorized, in addition tothe loan and mort- 
gage business thereia mentioned, to secure, guaranty, and insure individuals, 
bodies politic, associations, and corporations against loss by or through trustees, 
agents, servants, or employés, and to guaranty the faithful performance of con- 
tracts and of obligations of whatever kind entered into by or on the part of any 
person or persons, association, corporation or corporations, and against loss of 
every kind. 

sec, & That in all cases in which application shall be made to any court in 
the District of Columbia, or wherever it becomes necessary or proper for said 
court to appoint a trustee, receiver, administrator, guardian of the estate of a 
minor, or committee of the estate of a lunatic, it shall and may be lawful for 
suid court (but without prejudice to any preference in the order of any such ap- 
pointments required by existing law) to appoint any such company organized 
under the first subdivision of section | of this act, with ite assent, such trustee, 
receiver, administrator, committee, or guardian, with the consent of the guard- 
ian of the person of such minor: Provided, however, That no court or judge shall 
commit by order or decree to any such corporation any trust or fiduciary duty 
who is an owner of or in any manner financially interested in the stock or busi- 
ness of such corporation. 

Sec. 9. That whenever any corporation operating under this act shall be ap- 
pointed such trustee, executor, administrator, receiver, assignec, guardian, or 
committee as aforesaid, the president, vice-president, secretary, or treasurer of 





said company shall take the oath or »ffirmation now required by law to be made 


by any trustee, executor, receiver, assignee, guardian, or committee. 

Src. 10. That when any court shal! appoint the said company a trustee, re- 
ceiver, administrator, or such guardian, or committee,or shall order the de- 
posit of money or other valuables with said company, or whereany individual 
or corporation shall appoint any of said companies a trustee, executor, assignee, 
or such guardian the capital stock of said company subscribed for or taken, and 
all property owned by said company, together with the liability of the stock- 
holders and officers as herein provided, shall be taken and considered as the 
security required by law for the faithful performance of its duties, and shall be 
absolutely liable in case of any default whate: er. 

Sec. 11, That any safe deposit company, trust company, or title insurance 
company, now incorporated and operating under the laws of the United States 
or of the District of Cotumbia, or any of the States, and now doing business in 
said District, may avail itself of the provisions of this act on filing in the office 
of the recorder of deeds of the District of Columbia, or with the Comptroller of 
the Currency, a certificate o! its intention to doso, which certificate shall specify 
which one of the three classes of business set out in section 1 it will carry on, 
and shall be verified by the oath of its president to the effect that it has in every 
respect complied with the requirements of existing law, especially with the 
provisions of this act; that its capital stock is paid in as provided in section 21 
of this act and is not impaired, and thereafter such company may exercise all 
powers and perform all duties authorized by any one of the subdivisions of 
section 1 of this act in addition to the powers now lawfully exercised by such 
company. 
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Src, 12. That any company operating under this act may lease, pur 
hold, and convey real estate, not exceeding in value $500,000, and such j 
tion as it may acquire in satisfaction of debts due the corporation, unde; 
decrees, judgments, and mortgages. 

Sec, 13. Thatthe charters for inco 
perpetual, or may be limited in time 
of Congress. 

Sec. 14. That the capital stock of every such company shall be at least , 
000, and at least 50 per cent. thereof must have been paid in, in cash or 
transfer of assets as hereinafter provided in section 21 of this act, bet: 
such company shall be entitied to transact business as a corporation, « 
with its own members; and before any company organized hereunder s}),\; |. 
entitled to transact the business of a trust company, or to become and act ,. 
adwinistrator, executor, guardian of the estate of a minor, or underta! 
other kindred fiduciary duty, it shall deposit, either in money or in 
mortgages, deed of trust, or other securities equal in actual value to onc-: 
of the capital stock paid in, with the Comptrolier of the Currency, to be \ 
by him upon the trust and for the purposes hereinafter provided ; and the <) ; 
Comptroller may from time to time require an additional deposit fro 
such company, to be held upon and for the same trust and purpuses, n 
ceeding, however, in value one-half the paid-in capital stock; and t! 
ey shall not issue to any corporation the certificate heretofor. )), 
vided for until said deposit with him of securities required by this s 
Within one year after the organization of any corporation under the pro, 
of this act, or after any corporation heretofore existing shall have availed \:. 
of the powers and rights given by this act in the manner berein provide: 
its entire capital stock shall have been paid in. 

Sec. 15, That the capital stock of every such company shall be divided |; 
shares of $100each. It shall be lawful forsuch company tocall for and dena) 
from the stockholders, respectively, all sums of money by them subscribe, a; 
such time and in such proportions as its board of directors shall deem proper 
within the time specified in section |4,and it may enforce payment 
remedies provided by law; and if any stockholder shall refuse or negle | 
pay any installment as required by a resolution of the board of directors, afte; 
thirty days’ notice of the same, the said board of directors may sell at pu 
auction, to the highest bidder, so many shares of said stock as shall pay «aii 
installment, under such general regulations as may be adopted in the by-!aw. 
of said company, and the highest bidder shall be taken to be the person w\i0 
offers to purchase the least number of shares for the assessment due, 

Sec. 16. That every such company shail annually, within twenty days af, 
the Ist of January of each year, make a report to the Comptroller of the ‘ 
rency, whichshal! be published in a newspaper in the District, which sha!! «ta\- 
the amount of capital and of the proportion actually paid, the amount of de|)ts 
and the gross earnings for the year ending December 31 then next previous, to- 
gether with their expenses, which report shall be signed by the president a:| 
a majority of the directors or trustees, and shall be verified by the oath of t\. 
president, secretary, and at least three of the directors or trustees; and said 
company shall pay to the District of Colambia, in lieu of personal taxes for each 
next ensuing year, | per cent. of its gross earnings for the preceding year, shown 
by said verified statement, which amount shall be payable to the collector 0 
taxes at the times and in the manner that other taxes are payable. 

Sec. 17. That if any company fails to comply with the provisions of the pre- 
ceding section, all the directors or trustees of such company shall at pel and 
severally liable for tie debts of the company then existing, and for all that sh. 
be contracted before such report shall be made: Provided, That in case of fa.\- 
ure of the company in any year to comply with the provisions of section f 
this act, and any of the directors shall on or before January 15 of such year | 
his written request for such compliance with the secretary of the company. t\i: 
Comptroller of the Currency, and the recorder ot deeds of the District of ‘ 
lumbia, such director shall be exempt from the liability prescribed in this s: 
tion. 

Sec. 18, That any willful false swearing in regard to any certificate or re; 
or public notice required by the provisions of this act shal! be perjury and sha 
be punished as such according to the laws of the District of Columbia. A 
any misappropriation of any of the money of any corporation or compxny 
formed under this act, or any money, funds, or property iutrusted to it, «| 
be held to be larceny, and shal! be punished as such under the lawsof said |) 
trict. 

Sec. 19. That the stock of such company shall be deemed personal estate, and 
shall be transierable only on the books of such company in such manner as 
shall be prescribed by the by-lawsof the company; but nosharesshal! be trans 
ferable until all previous calls thereon shall have been fully paid, and tlic sail 
stock shall not be taxable, in the hands of individual owners, the tax on the 
capital stock, gross earnings of the company hereinbefore provided being ix 
lieu of other personal tax. All certificates of the stock of any company orga: 
ized under this act shall show upon their face the par value of each share « 
the amount paid thereon. 

Sec. 20. That all stockholders of every company incorporated under this « 
or availing itself of its provisions under section 11 shall be severally and i 
dividually liable to the creditors of such company to an amount equal to and 
in addition to the amount of stock held by them, respectively, for all debts an‘ 
contracts made by such company. 

Sec. 21. That nothing but money shall be considered as payment of any par 
of the capital stock, except that in the case of any company now doing 
ness in the District of Columbia in any of the classes herein provided for, or 
under any act of Congress or by virtue of the laws of any of the States, ani 
which company has actually received full payment in money of at least 5) )« 
cent. of the capital stock required by this act, and which company desires \ 
obtain a charter under this act, all the assets or property may be received a1! 
considered as money, at a value to be appra’ and fixed by the Comptr. 
of the Currency: Provided, That all such assets and property are also t:a0: 
ferred to and are thereafter owned by the company organized under this «.' 

See. 22. That the stock, property, and concerns of such company sha!! !« 
managed by not less than nine nor more than thirty directors or trustees, w!\ 
shall, ively, bestockholders and at least one-half residents and citize 50: 
the District of Columbia, and shall, except the first year, be annually elect« | !y 
the stockholders at such time and and after such published notice as «!)0/! 
be determined by the by-laws of company, and said directors or trus\c:s 
shall hold until their euccessors are elected and qualified. 

Sec, 23, That there shall be a president of the company, who shall be « « 
rector, also asecretary and a treasurer, al! of whom shall be chosen by the dro! 
ors or trustees: Provided, That only one of the above-named offices sha!! \¢ 
held by the same person at the same time. Subordinate officers may be 6p 
pointed by the directors or trustees,and all such officers may be require! 
give such security for the faithful performance of the duties of their of! 
the directors or trustees may require. 

Sec, 24. That the directors or trustees sha!] have power to make such by. .\""! 
as they deem proper for the management or disposal of the stock and bus.1«* 
affairs of such company, not inconsistent with the provisions of this act. 4 
prescribing the duties of officers and servants that may be employed, for the 4) 
pointment of all officers,and for. carrying on all kinds of business within (¢ 


and of such company. 
» 25. That ir the directors or trustees of any weeny shall declare or p*y 
any dividend, the payment of which would render it insolvent, or which w 0-4 
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create » debt against such company, they shall be jointly and severally liable al 
guarantors for all of the debts of the company then existing, and forall thatshal 
be thereafter contracted, while they shall, respectively, remain in office. 

Sec. 26. That if any of the directors or trustees shall object to declaring such 
dividend or the payment of the same, and shall at any time before the time 
fixed for the payment thereof file a certificate of their objection in writing with 
the secretary of the company with the recorder of deeds of the District they shall 
be exempt from liability se in the preceding section. 

Sec. 27. That if the liabilities of any company shall at any time exceed the 
amount of the fair cash value of the assets, the directors or trustees of such com- 
pany assenting thereto shall be personally and individually liable for such ex- 
cese to the creditors of the company after the additional NMability of the stock- 
holders has been enforced. , 

Sec, 28. That no person holding stock in such company as executor, admin- 
istrator, guardian, or trustee shall be personally subject to any liability as stock- 
holder of auch company, but the estate and funds in the hands of such executor, 
administrator, guardian, or trustee shal! be liable in like manner and to the 
same exte 1t as the testator or intestate or the ward or the person interested in 
such trust fand would have been if he had been living and competent to act 
and hold the stock in his own name. 

Ssc, 29. That any corporation which may be formed under this chapter may 
increase its capital stock by menv ns with the provisions of this chapter to 
any amount which may be deemed suflicient and proper for the purposes of the 
corporation, 

Sec. 30. Thata copy of any certificate of incorporation filed in pursuance of 
this chapter, certifi A the recorder of deeds to be a true copy and the whole 
of such certificate, shall be received in all courts and places as presumptive 
legal evidence of the facts therein stated. 

gc. 31. That no bond or other collateral security, exceptas hereinafter slated, 
shall be required fromany trust company incorporated under this act foror in 
respect to any trust, nor when appointed trustee, guardian, receiver, executor, or 
administrator, with or without the will annexed, committee of the estate of a 
lunatic or idiot, orother fiduciary aepmnnent ; but the capital stock subscribed 
for or taken, and all property owned by said company and the amount which 
said stockholders shall be liable in excess of their stock, shall be taken and con- 
sidered as the securit uired by law for the faithful performance of its duties 
and shall beabsolutely liable in case of any default whatever; and in case of the 
insolvency or dissolution of said company the debts due from the said company 
as trustee, guardian, receiver, executor, or administrator, committee of the es- 
tate of lunatics, idiots, orany other fiduciary appointment, shall have a prefer- 
ence. 

Sec, 32. That the supreme court of the District of Columbia, or any justice 
thereof, shall have power to make orders respecting such company whenever it 
shall have been appointed trustee, guardian, receiver, executor, or adminis- 
trator with or without the will annexed, committee of the estate of a lunatic, 
idiot, or any other fiduciary, and require the said company to render all ac- 
counts which might lawfully be made or required by any court or any justice 
thereof if such trustee, guardian, receiver, executor, administrator with or with- 
out the will annexed, committee of the estate of a lunatic or idiot, or fiduciary 
were a natural person. And said court, or any justice thereof, at any time, on 
application of any person interested, may appoint some suitable person to ex- 
amine into the affairs and standing of such companies, who shal! make a full 
report thereof to the court, and said court, or «ny justice thereof, may at any 
time, in its discretion, require of said company a bond with sureties or other 
securities for the faithful performance of its obligations, and such sureties or 
other security shall be liable to the same extent and in the same manner as if 
given or pleaged by a natural person, 

Sxc. 33, That no corporation or agen organized by virtue of the laws of 
any of the States of this Union shall carry on, in the District of Columbia, 
any of the kinds of business named in this act without strict compliance in 
all particulars with the provisions of this act for the government of such corpo- 
rations formed under it, and each one of thé officers of the corporation or com- 
pany so offending shall be punished by fine not exceeding $1,000, or imprison- 

ment in some State’s prison not exceeding one year, or by both fine and impris- 
onment, inthe discretion of the court. 

Sec. 34. That Congress may at any time alter, amend, or repeal this act (sav- 
ing and preserving ali rights which may become vested), but any such amend- 
ment or repeal shall not, norshall the dissolution of any company formed under 
this act, take away or impair oy remedy given against such corporation, its 
stockholders or officers, for any liability or penalty which shall have been pre- 
viously incurred. 


Mr. PAYSON (during the reading). Mr. Speaker, I rise to a parlia- 
mentary inquiry. I desire to ask whether the question of order upon 
this bill will be waived by permitting its reading. 

The SPEAKER. Oh, no. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Mr. Speaker, do I understand that the motion is 
to concur, with an amendment ? 

The SPEAKER. Notatall. This is a Senate bill which has passed 
the Senate. It is substantially the same as the House bill which has 


been passed upon by the House. The point of order, of course, will 
remain until the bill is read. 


Mr. McCOMAS. But thegentleman [Mr. Grout] now says that he 
proposes to move to concur, with one or two amendments. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman, if he used that language, doubt- 
less used it inadvertently, meaning only that the House bill which has 
been reported is substantially the same as this Senate bill; that the 
Committee on the District of Columbia are satisfied in the main with 
the Senate bill, but that they propose to ofter one or two amendments 

Mr. PAYSON. When the bill shall be considered. 

The SPEAKER. Of course when the bill shall be considered. 

The Clerk resamed and completed the reading of the Senate Dill. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, I raise the question of 
consideration against this measure. 

Mr. PAYSON. Before that question shall be put, as [ made a sug- 
gestion awhile ago with reference to this bill as to whether or not it 
came within the rule, I desire to say now that I have followed the reading 
carefully as it has progressed, and I am satisfied that the Senate bill is 








substantially the same as the House hill. In justice to the committee | 


I feel bound to say that I think the bill comes within the rule. 

The question was taken on the question of consideration raised by 
Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas; and the Speaker declared that the ayes 
seemed to have it. 


Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I ask for a division. 
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The question was taken; and there were—ayes 112, nays 5. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, in looking over the 
House I doubt whether there is a quorum present 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman raise the point that there is no 
quorum present? 

Mr. ANDERSON, ot Kansas. 
quorum present. 

The SPEAKER (after counting). ‘There are 170 members present. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Now, Mr. Speaker, I raise the point 
of order that while this Senate bill is substantially the same as the House 
bill, nevertheless the rule requires that before a bill can be called upin 
this way it must have been considered in a committee—in this case the 
Committee on the District of Columbia—and that that must b 
a motion in the committee directing that the bill be called up. 

The SPEAKER. It is too late to raise that point. The question of 
consideration has been raised by the gentleman himself, which waives 
all points of order. 

Mr. GROUT. 
committee. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I understand that it has been ordered 
by the consent of individual members of the committee, but not by the 
committee, as I am informed. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair might be inclined to sustain that point, 
but itis raised too late. The House has voted to consider the bill. 
The question is now on ordering the bill to a third reading. The gen- 
tleman from Vermont [Mr. Grout], as the Chair understands, desires 
to submit certain amendments which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend section 33 by inserting, after the word ‘' Union,” in line 2, the words 
“and having its principal place of business within the District of Colambia.’ 

Add to this section the tolhowing proviso: “ This section shall not take effect 
till six months after the approval of this act.” 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amendments. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. On that question I want to be heard. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Vermont [Mr. Grout] 
yield the floor? 

Mr. GROUT. No, Mr. Speaker. If the gentleman will say how 
much time he wants we will grant him reasonable time. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I would like thirty minutes. 

Mr.GROUT. Icannot yield the gentleman that lengthof time. This 
amendment simply provides that the organizations of this character 
formed under laws of the several States—there are two or three such 
organizations now doing business within the District—shall bring 
themselves within the provisions of this bill in all respects, by deposit- 
ing with the Comptroller of the Currency the necessary bonds and do 
ing everything for the security of those doing business with the com- 
panies. We do not want any ‘‘wild-cat”’ organizations; they should 
in some way be controlled. That is the object of section 33; but the 

way it isdrawn 

Mr. BLOUNT. 

Mr. GROUT. Certainly. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I wish to suggest to the gentleman that it often hap- 
pens that the District wants matters considered here; and if the gentile- 
man from Kansas desires thirty minutes for discussion, I hope thattime 

will be allowed him. I do not think it is going to hurt the District 
at all. 

Mr. GROUT. Ishould not object if that time would satisfy the gen- 
tleman with reference to the whole bill; but I am not willing that so 
much time be occupied on this amendment. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I do not ask that. 

Mr. GROUT. I was explaining this matter so that the gentleman 
from Kansas might not perhaps ask to occupy time on the amendment 
but take it on the general provisions of the bill. [ hoped my explana 
tion would be satisfactory to him; I think it will. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Why not agree (I understand the gentleman from 
Kansas would be willing to accept this arrangement) that he have thirty 
minutes in the beginning on the bill? 

Mr. GROUT. If that will satisfy the gentleman 1 am ccntent. 

The SPEAKER. Unanimous consent is asked that debate be limited 
to thirty minutes. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I object. 

Mr. GROUT. Then, Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman from Kansas is 

} not disposed to be reasonable I withdraw my concession and retain the 
floor for the purpose of making an explanation. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I am disposed to be reasonable, but 
I would like to have a little fair debate upon such an outrageous, in- 
fernal bill as this. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I rise to a parliamentary inguiry. It has been 

impossible to hear what has been going on. Now, I wish to be heard 
atthe proper time in opposition to the passage of this bill. I desire to 
ask where we are in referenceto this matter. Have we passed thestage 
of debate on the bill? 

The SPEAKER. We have not. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Then I want to be recognized to oppose the 

| passage of the bill. 
{ The SPEAKER. 


I make the point that there is no 


done on 


The consideration of this bill has been ordered by the 





May | interrupt the gentleman from Vermont? 


The gentleman from Vermont has the floor. 
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Mr, GROSVENOR. Very well. Does the gentleman propose that 
there shall be no debate ? : 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not know what are the wishes of 
the gentleman, 

Mr. BREWER. I suggest that the gentleman from Vermont have 
his amendments voted on, and then have the discussion on the bill. 

Mr. GROUT. That is what I propose. 

Mr. BREWER. I understand there is no objection to the amend- 
ments. 

Mr. GROUT. Ifthe amendments are agreed to, I am willing (and 
so is the committee) that the bill shall then be discussed. 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair then will put the question on the amend- 
ments. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

TheSPEAKER. The question is on ordering the bill as amended 
to a third reading. 

Mr. GROUT. Now, Mr. Speaker, I am ready to yield tothe gentle- 
man from Kansas. I presume no one else desires to occupy any time. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GrosvENoR] has 
given notice that he also wishes to oppose the passage of the bill. 

Mr. GROUT. I ask unanimous consent that debate be limited to 
forty minutes—thirty minutes against the bill and ten in its favor. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman from Vermont asks unanimous 
consent that debate be limited to forty minutes—thirty minutes in 
opposition to the bill and ten minutes in favor of it. Is there objec- 
tion? The Chair hears none. The gentleman from Kansas will cou- 
trol the thirty minutes, and the gentleman from Vermont the ten min- 
utes, 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I yield fifteen minutes to the gentle- 
man from Ohio [Mr. GRosvENOR ]. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, this is a proposition which has 
grown up out of the legislation of certain States of the Union, and it 
is designed to supplant private individuals. by corporations in respect 
to guardianship and administration of estates and other fiduciary mat- 
ters: Iam not affected by the measure so far as any local interest I 
may have is concerned; but this is a subject which has been under con- 
sideration in the District of Columbia for a long period, and I can not 
better occupy my time than by having the Clerk read letters of the 
judges of the courts of this District, who have protested against the 
passage of this bill. If after hearing these letters the House of Rep- 
resentatives desires to foree this sort of legislation upon the District 
over the heads of the entire local judiciary, I shall be content. I de- 
sire first to have-read a letter of Judge D. K. Cartter. 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. Before that letter is readI wish to ask 
whether it relates to the bill now pending, 

Mr. GROSVENOR. It relates to the whole subject-matter. 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. What subject? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. This same bill. 

Mr. GROUT. I can answer the gentleman from Vermont [ Mr. 
STEWART) by stating that the letter deals with a feature that this bill 
does not contain. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I have several of these letters. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


ScrRreMe Court or Tue Disrricr or Cottumsta, 
February 13, 1882. 

Sir: Lhave the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the 10th 
instant, in which vou inform me that your committee directs you to ask my 
opinion and that of my associates “as to the advisability of conferring upon the 
National Safe Deposit Company of Washington the additional powers asked tor 
by Senate bill No. 152 as modified in the copy inclosed. 

Theamendments proposed authorize the corporation, under a changed name— 

First, To accept and execute trusts of every description which may be com- 
mitted or transferred to it by any person, ¥ corporate or politic, or by any 
court in the District of Columbia, or in any of the United States. 

Second. To aceept the office and appointment of executor or administrator, 
whenever conferred or made by any person or by any orphan’s court of the 
District or of any State. 

Third. To authorize any court of the District of Columbia 'toconfer upon the 
corporation the appointment of receiver, assignee, guardian of minors, or com- 
mittee of lunatics, and to require the corporation to aceount concerning such 
trusis before the proper courts, and to authorize the corporation to receive the 
usual compensation and fees for euch services. 

‘The other provisions are matters of detail not requiring notice here. 

In compliance with the request of the committee to express an opinion as 
to the advisability of granting the powers thus asked, we have no hesitation in 
expressing our decided opinion that the bill ought not to 

We do not conceive it to be important to give at | our reasons for this 
opinion, but we may suggest a few of the more obvious objections to the meas- 
ure. 

First. The proposed action is wholly unnecessary. We know of no defects 
in the present mode of appointing the fiduciaries referred to, or in the manner 
of their discharging their important duties, requiring any change in the law in 
these particulars, or justifying the bestowal of such anomalous powers upon a 
private corporation for the benefit of its stockholders. 

Neo excuse is to be found in any supposed notion of economy to the public, 
since the bill enacts for the corporation the same rate of compensation now re- 
esived by individuals; nor is sach support to be found in the idea of greater 
security, since the present method, which divides these trustsamong a number 
of responsible persons, is reasonably safer than a a which proposes to ac- 
cum ulate a multitude of such trusts in the hands of the trust company, a form 
of organization which experience informs us is not exempt from risk of dis- 
astrous failures, 

Second. The several classes of trusts referred toin the law, whether conferred 
by individuals or by appointment from the courts, are now confided to ns 
selected after examination of their personal and private character, and 
of their worth and reliability, But the bestowal of such trusts upon a corpora- 
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tion would be accompanied by no such guaranty of personal fitness upon | 
part of the individual who, after ali, would execute the duty. The select 
agent of the a might be one wholly unknown to those intereste 
the trust or to the court making the appointment, and such a person as 
court would bave rejected as entirely unworthy the office. One of the ; 
efficient means of enforcing the performance by these fiduciaries of their du 
and of punishing their neglect or violation is by attachment or other like ;); 
ess directed against the individual, who would be personally affected b) 
orders of the court. 

But no such address would be available against an impersonal body, a 
poration, in no degree amenable to personal subjection or discipline, how: 
recusant in the discharge of its duty. 

Third. The proposed change would involve a repeal pro tanto of almost ev 
feature of the testamentary system in force in this District, introducing co: 
sion and uncertainty in the workings of a wise and compendious scheme 
jurispradence, familiar to the people and satisfactory as it now exists, and | 
in the entire absence of any necessity for a change and without the slight; 
reason that is apparent to us beyond the prospect of personal gain to the « 
poration in question, 

We may add that the extraordinary proposal to authorize the corporatio 
act as executor, administrator, receiver, guardian of minors, or committee « 
lunatic, does not constitute a feature in the “American Loan and Trust (. 
pany of Boston,”’ a copy of which was inclosedin yourletter. Wecan conc 
of no reason for extending such delicate and varied powers, most of which 
ply personal qualities as involved in their exercise, to an agent so entirely 
fitted for their performance as an incorporation. 

The opinion [ have thus had the honor to communicate to the honora 
Committee on the District of Columbia is concurred in by my colleagues, \ 
have been consulted by me, as desired in your letter. 

I have the honor to be, very respectfally, your obedient servant, \ 

D. K. CARTTER, 
hief-Justice Supreme Cou 

Hon, Joun J. INGALLs, 

Chairman Committee onthe District of Columbia, United States Senate. 
Rooms or THE BAR ASSOCIATION, 
Washington, February 9, 1883 


Resolved, That in the opinion of this association the:bilis now pending in |! 
Senate and House of Representatives authorizing the Title Insurance Co: 
pany of the District of Columbia to act as trustees, guardian, execator, admi), 
istrator, etc., and to incorporate the National Title Company f»r like purpose: 
are obnoxious to the best interests of the community, and that a committee be 
appointed by the chair to wait upon the committee having the same in char, : 
and oppose their passage. 

Teste: 

HENRY WISE GARNETT, Secretary. 


Mr. GROSVENOR. As the time allotted to meis so brief, I wi! 
append the other letters from the judges of the courts here, and fron 
the Bar Association, showing their views of this subject. 


They are as follows : 
200MS8 OF THE BAR ASSOCIATION, 
° Washington, D. C., December 31, 1584 


Hon, Jonw J. INGALLS, 
Chairman Senate Committee on District of Columbia: 


Sin: In January, 18%4, we had the honor to address you a communication i 
reference to certain bills then pending before your honorable committee to con 
fer upon certain private corporations the power to act as trustee, guardian 
etc. Since then our attention has been called to a communication from the 
commissioners of the District of Columbia, dated December 15, 1884, and ad 
dressed to the Hon. Isham «G. Harris, chairman of the subcommittee havin 
charge of bill S. 151; which is identical with H. R. 1437. The provisions of thes 
two bills are the same as those contained in the bills referred to in our said con 
munication to you. 

The commissioners of the District of Columbia, contrary to their custom, di 
not refer Judge Harris's letter, asking their advisability as to this bill becon 
ing a law, to the law officer of the District of Columbia, but ignored him e: 
tirely, and undertook to give their own opinion and attempt to support it | 
saying: ** that the subject had been discussed by the judges of the s:: 
preme court of the ct, and that the chief-justice had some time since give: 
their views in a letter addressed to the honorable chairman of the Senate Con 
mittee for the District of Columbia adversely to such legislation, the comm i- 
sioners consulted the chief-justice[Hon. D, EK. Cartter}, and now learn from hi: 
that such letter was written, but since then he, and as he believes, his a;- 
sociates have re-examined the question and reached a conclusion that suc! 
trust company, with proper regulations, is desirable, especially when acco 
panied by the proviso found in section 3, authorizing the court to investiga‘c 
the affairs of the company, and to give further security if found to be nece- 

Evidently there isa mistake somewhere in reference to the alleged chang 
of opinion of the judges of the supreme court of the District of Columbia, a 
will appear from the following letters addressed to us by four of the associate :! 
justices of that court, they being the only members of the court consulted o 
the subject by us: 

WasuHineton, D. C., December 39, 1884. 


Messrs, FENDALL, NEWMAN, and others, 
Committee Bar Association: 


GENTLEMEN: In —— to your letter asking my opinion as to the proprict, 
of granting to the ‘fe Company additional powers and privilez: - 
contem es 1437) I say that I think the contemplat« 
change in the law is unn and dangerous. 

Thee provisions of law which regulate the choice, appointment, a: 
bonding of inistrators, executors, ns,and trustees in this jurisdi 
tion have proved satisfactory for more than acentury, I know of :. 
case since I have been on the bench of the appointmentof any such offic 
where the appointee has been unfaithful to his trust. If such a state of thin. - 
should be aes the bonds which have been by those fiduci: 
ries may be to, to makegood the loss, No difficulty has hitherto a) - 


peared in obtaining uate security, and I see no reason to su it wi 
appear in the future under the present system. A practice wh has thu; 
_—— itself by long uate and convenient, and which is fam 
to our not be ed, I submit, without some grave reas: 
for the change. Un as would be, even under the manag: 
ment of the gentlemen now of corporation (who, 1 am sare, « 
all their friends represent in point and integrity), the propose’! 


the control of the company fa! 


as high in public esteent as this one c: | 


to do. 
"One of the most objectionable features in the bill, in my opinion, isthe grav' 
ing of the power to this company to act as to minors.. I can not we'! 
conceive of a more-dteary situation than thafof a young girl or boy intruste 
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ustod corporation in this way. Who isto regulate the education, 
to the eusteds 255 and ion of such young person placed under such 
guardianship? Some icular agent must be selected to see after the minor 
as to such matters; anc can it be advisable that a girl just growing inte woman- 
hood should be compelled to rely upon the counsel of men, strangers to her and 
her family, to guide her in those delicate and dangerous matters? For there 
can not be two guardians, and the child can not be reasonably expected to 
reverence and obey the voluntary admonitions of a person who has no means 
whatever of enforcing his or her counsels, not even the restraint of drawing 
the purse-strings. Itseemsacheerless enough thing to raise chickens by machin- 
ery, but the guardianship by the proverbial soulless corporation seems to me to 
be a gross and most pernicious exaggeration of the patent incubating process. 
I adhere to the opinion the judges of the supreme court of the District gave 
to a committee of Congress a year or two ago as to this subject. 
Respectfully, oan 
A. B. HAGNER. 


Messrs. FENDALL AND NIWMAN. 


GentLemes: After reading Judge Hagner’s letter I think it is unnecessary 
that I should statemy own views separately, inasmuch as I should only repeat 
what he has said. Iam clearly of opinion that the proposed innovation is un- 
necessary, and that it is not advisable that an innovation should be adopted 
without necessity. Besides, I have more faith in individual than in corporate 
agencies, and should regret to see them pushed aside by the latter. 

Respectfully, 
CHARLES P. JAMES. 


Iam of opinion that the interests contemplated by the proposed legislation 
should not be intrusted to a corporation under any circumstances. . 
ARTHUR MacARTHUR. 
DeceEMBER 30, 1884. 


As trust companies seem to have worked successfully elsewhere, I am not 
prepared, in ignorance of their actual operation, to say that they can not be 
successfully managed here in the direction contemplated by the bill under con, 
sideration. But I agree with the others who have expressed an opinion that 
such a measure is entirely unnecessary, and that there might be great awk- 
wardness in such corporationsgacting as guardians, at least if not in other re- 
spects, I think the court would seldom, if ever, be inclined to prefer them to 
responsible individuals, 


DecemBer 31, 1884. 


W. S. COX. 


In conclusion, we would respectfully reinvite your attention to our commu- 
nication above referred to and request that the same may be read in connection 
herewith. 

We have the honor to be, very respectfully, your obedient servants, 
REGINALD FENDALL, 
ANDREW C. BRADLEY. 
HENRY WISE GARNETT, 
HENRY E. DAVIS, 
EDWARD A. NEWMAN, 
Committee of the Bar Association of the District of Columbia. 


Rooms or THE BAR ASSOCIATION, January 21, 1886. 
At a special ay of the Bar Association of the District of Columbia held 
oO 


January 20, 1885, the following resolution, introduced by Mr. J. J. Darlington, 
was unanimaus!ly adopted: 

“ Resolved, That the special committee com of Messrs. Reginald Fendal!, 
H.E. Davis, E. A. Newman, A.C. Bradley,and Henry W. Garnett, heretofore ap- 
pointed on behalf of the association to oppose before the committees of Con- 
gress any and all legislation conferring upon corporations within the District 
of Columbia the power of acting as trustees, guardians, executors, administra- 
tors, or in other fiduciary capacity, be reappointed for that purpose, it being the 
unchanged sense of this onndativa that such legislation would be prejudicial 
to the interests thereby affected. 

A true extract from the minutes, 

CHAS. A. ELLIOT, 
Secretary Bar Association, District of Columbia, 


SUPREME CoURtT oF THE DisTRicr oF COLUMBIA, 
Washington, D. C. January 23, 1889, 


DearSm: Your favor of thisinstant asking my views of the advisability of the 
passage by Congress of the “trust bills,” so called, enabling certain corpora- 
tions to act as executors, administrators, guardians, and trustees of estates, re- 
ceived. Aljso,a pamphlet containing the argument of acommittee of the Bar 
Association of this District add to the Committee of the House of Repre- 
sentatives tor the District of Columbia of a former Congress, and letters ofthe 
late Chief-Justice Cartter and Justices Hagner, Merrick, James, Cox, and Mac- 
Arthur, which I have read with muchinterest. Tac <.e toclothe corpo- 
rations with such powers and duties is one upon which I have not heretofore be- 
stowed much thought, but I am strongly inclined to regard it unfavorably. 

I can not perceive that in any respect such a law would be beneficial, while 
the reasons by the committee and gentlemen before named against such an 
enactment are, in my judgment, cogent and conclusive. I think such legisla- 
tion is not only unnecessary, it is wrong in principle and should be defeated. 

Very respectfully, 
E. F. BINGHAM, 


CHaPIn Brown, Esq., 
For the Committee of the Bar Association, District of Columbia. 


In view of this positive expression of opinion on the part of both the bench 
and bar, and for other cogent reasons which can be —- orally to the com- 


mittees of Congress if an opportunity be afforded, the undersigned respectfully 
submit that said bills should not pound law. a 


REGINALD FENDALL, 
HENRY WISE GARNETT, 
ANDREW ©. BRADLEY, 
HENRY ©. DAVIS, 
EDWARD A. NEWMAN, 
Commitiee of the Bar Association of the District of Columbia. 
Mr. GROSVENOR. As will be seen, Mr. Speaker, the other judes 
of the courts here, which include such eminent jurists as A. B. Hag- 
ner, Charles P. James, W. 8. Cox, and the present Chief-Justice Bing- 
ham, Tie under a much later date, nearly a year ago, when this 
identical was pending in the House, utter even stronger language 
» protest against ng of this immense corporate power upon 
monopoly such as pempened here. 
On the 15th day of January of the present year, 1890, a committee 
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of the Bar Association of this city, numbering some fifteen men, held a 
meeting and protested against the passage of this bill. So we haveall 
of the judges ot the courts of the District, the Bar Association of the 
District, and I have also a letter from Hon. W. W. Merrick, who was 
himself a very distinguished lawyer, protesting against the passage of 
it. The gentleman must not say that it is not this bill against which 
they protest, because Chief-Justice Cartter described all of the salient 
features of the bill, and in the case of the Bar Association their action 
was taken while the very bill was pending before the committee of the 
House. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Whatis the date of 
the gentleman refers? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. In 1886, just before his death. 

Mr. GROUT. The gentleman is entirely in error in saying that t) 
bill has been protested against, because the bill was not reported to the 
House until April 28 of this year. 

Mr, GROSVENOR. Isaid while it was pending in the Committe 
of the Whole House. 

Mr. GROUT. But it was not this bill. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The principle is just the same It may not be 
in identical terms the same bill, but the purpose is the same. 

Now gentlemen inveigh against the growth of ‘‘ corporate power ’’ 
and theconferring of powers upon corporations as a rule; and we tall 
sometimes upon the stump about ‘‘monopoly.’’ But here is a bill 
which says the companies which shall be permitted to do business 
under its provisions shall have a capital stock of $1,000,000; and its 
terms are such that nobody and no combination of men with less capi 
tal shall touch one of the classes of business that the bill seeks to 
cover. There is a monopoly created by the American Congress, con 
ferring on a corporation by name almost unlimited powers, and ex- 
cluding everybody else from the management of the business thus cre 
ated and controlled by it, and absolutely fixing the sum necessary to 
enable them toenter into the business at $1,000,000. 

This is the bill which we are aske/l to accept; and yet we sometimes 
talk of not being in favor of corporate monopolies. Corporations as a 
rule are not monopolies; but here is one which is a distinct and ex 
clusive monopoly, and is so intended, for it names the parties or the 
character of business, and the amount of money which shall be neces- 
sary to enter into it, and provides that nobody else can transact any of 
these forms of business who have not the amount of capital provided 
by the bill. It isa decided innovation in legislation of this character. 

I am told that in some of the States of the Union this provision works 
well, Donbtless in organized States, where the people are permanent 
and are not migratory, and is largely the case, and necessarily so, in this 
city, it may be well enough; but I protest against the principle which 
confers by legislative enactment upon a corporation power to become a 
private corporation for all of the agencies herein specified and excludes 
everybody else. 

I say to you gentlemen who record your votes in favor of this proposi- 
tion that you never have marched up to such an extent to monopoly as 
is involved in this proposition. If you vote for it—and I care not 
whether it passes or not; I simply lift my voice against it—but when 
it is passed; when you have done the work; when you have voted for 
it, do not go home and tel) your people that you are opposed to monopo- 
lies such as this, for here is one that is more exclusive than any othe 
corporation on the whole face of the continent. The Standard Oi! 
Company is often referred to as such an organization; but in the sam: 
State of its creation any other persons can become a corporation for th: 
same purposes. But this is not only a corporation for any one of the 
purposes named, but it excludes everybody else from the benefits which 
the bill seeks to confer, and monopolizes that business here in the hands 
of the few who can raise the amount of money necessary. 

That is all, Mr. Speaker, I have tosay. It is not easy for gentlemen 
to try to explain away the objections to this measure by showing how 
it may operate elsewhere. Iam not advised that in any State organ 
izations the minimum sum of $1,000,000 has been placed in the act 
of incorporation. But every one of them is simply the outgrowth of 
a tendency to corporate monopoly, and here is one of the most ag- 
gressive and most exclusive that could possibly be framed by any leg 
islation. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Let me ask the gentleman this question. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I wish to ask if there is anything in the bil! tliat 
excludes the individual from any of the ordinary acts in reference to 
estates, guardians, administratorship, or anything else. Does it not 
only enlarge the field, so to speak, so they can have their choice in se- 
lecting managers for estates, or to wind up estates, and in its large cap- 
ital make safe and secure the management of the large estates now com- 
mon in this District ? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I havenot time to answer the gentleman's ques- 
tion at length, but the answer is very simple. It is, that when you 
have once created in a District like this a power like that, the courts 
will be controlled instantly by such an aggregatiou of capital. 

Mr. BINGHAM. That is a very poor compliment to the courts, 

Mr, GROUT. Mr. Speaker, I desire to be informed when I have 
occupied three minutes, The gentleman from Ohio speaks of a cor- 
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poration. This bill does not incorporate any body of men. The title 
of the bill explains its purpose. Itis an act to provide farther and 
additional purposes for which corporations may be formed in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. That is all this bill does. The bill does not con- 
fine it to one act of voluntary incorporation. As many different or- 
ganizations may be formed as there are people with money to invest to 
organize them, and there probably will be half a dozen organizations 
as soon as they can be effected under this law, when it is once passed. 
The difficulty with the general incorporation law is that it does not 
extend to corporations of this kind. It relates to institutions of learn- 
ing, to benevolent and educational societies, to manufacturing, agri- 
cultaral, mining, mechanical, insurance, mercantile, transportation, and 
market purposes, and railroad purposes. 

It does not include this particularfeature. This is simply an exten- 
sion of the general law. Thereis no monopoly, asI have said, because 
when twenty-five persons see fit to put their capital together and em- 
bark in this business they have a right under the bill to do it, provided 
they comply with these stringent provisions for the protection of the 
people and the rights ot those whotrust theirestates with them. Under 
those provisions they have a perfect right, I say, to organize. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Will the gentleman allow me a question ? 

Mr. GROUT. Certainly. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I understand this bill confers upon this cor- 
poration the right to act as trustee or as guardian, 

Mr. GROUT. Not of the person, but of the estate. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. And also as the depository of the guardian’s 
money. 

Mr. GROUT. Yes. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Now, is there any provision fixing the rate of 
interest this corporation will be compelled to pay the guardian or the 
heirs for the use of the money? 

Mr. GROUT. ‘That is a matter of arrangement between the corpo- 
ration and the guardian, just as it would be if he loaned the money to 
a bank or to an individual. That is not controlled by this bill. Ido 
not see how it could be well or wisely controlled. It would have to 
be left to negotiation. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Now, if the gentleman will permit me, I want 
to ask another question. As I heard the provisions of this bill read, I 
desire to know from the gentleman if it is not on all fours with the 
similar incorporation law of the State of New York. 

Mr. GROUT. It is, and also with the law of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Especially the Peansylvania law. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. And those institations in New York are about 
the most secure that I know of. 

Mr. GROUT. This is on all fours with that law, and on account of 
this being in the District of Columbia we pat it under the control of 
the Comptroller of the Currency, whose inspection and supervision is 
just the same as that over national banks. He may seize an institu- 
tion that is going wrong and wind it up at any time. The courts may 
also appoint additional persons to visit and examine the accounts of 
these concerns whenever application is made by any person having any 
interest. The law is not that spoken of by Judge Cartter. That was 
a loosely drawn bill that was introduced two or three years since. 
Nor is the action of the Bar Association of January 15 applicable to this 
bill, for it was not reported until the 28th of April. It was the re- 
sult of much work by the subcommittee who had it in charge, and who 
labored to make it perfect and complete so that it should protect every- 
body’s rights and at the same time should grant, as the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. BINGHAM] intimated in his inquiry of the 
gentleman from Ohio {[Mr. Grosvenor], the privilege of persons to 
choose whether they will havea private administrator appointed or 
whether they wil! authorize this corporation to act as trustee. 

Mr. BERGEN. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. GROUT. 1 can not yield, for [ must save the time for the other 
side. Ask the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. HEMPHILL] when 
he has the floor. 

I yield the balance of my time to the gentleman from South Caro- 
lina (Mr. HEMPHILL]. > 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman has six minutes yet. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I should prefer to follow the gentleman from 
Kansas [Mr. ANDERSON]. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, while I accept the tech- 
nical statement of the gentleman who has just taken his seat [ Mr. 
GRovutT] that this bill is somewhat different from the one to which so 
strong objection bas been made by the court and by the bar of this 
city, yet the salient points in this bill are the salient peints in that 
bill. Technically he is right; practically he is wrong. Now, my ob- 
jection, in addition to what has been said by the gentleman from Ohio, 
is that the bill is sought for simply by a few rich men inthis city who 
wish to monopolize all the business they can get under oy of a 
trust company. Why, there isa larger and a brainier and a more 
persistent lobby, and always has been, in favor of this bill than any 
bill that I know of coming from the District of Columbia. Here you 
have the bar and the courts on the one side, as shown by the gentle- 
man from Ohio, and these few men who simply want to make dollars 
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on the other side. Now what do they ask? They ask you to give 
them absolutely unlimited powers. The bill says that they may i: 
porate and do— 

First. A aafe mapa, trust, loan, and mortgage business. 

Second. A title insurance, loan, and mortage business. 

Third, A security, guaranty, indemnity, loan, and mortage busines 

There is no limitation there. They may conduct any busines 
they choose. You will find in section 5 also that— 

Fifth. When organized under subdivision 1 of the first section of this 
accept and execute trusts of any and every description which may be 
mitted or transferred to them. 

There is absolutely, so far as I have been able to read the bil! 
limitation as to the scope, degree, and character of the business, 
amount of capital, or the perpetuity of the corporation. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Willthe gentleman permit : 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I decline to be interrupted. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, ot New Jersey. I wanted to call the atten! 
of the gentleman to another detect in the bill. 

Mr. ANDERSON, ot Kansas. Please excuse me justnow. So 1! 
we are to-day asked, with only thirty minutes for debate, to pas 
bill that the House has never considered; a bill creating corporation: 
of the most dangerous and the most powerful character that can |y 
imagined, and these corporations situated, too, at the Capital of th 
Union. You are to have these trust companies with one million, {iv 
or ten millions, or whatever sum they please,in capital, and when one 
has thoroughly organized itself it can take in trust properties of a 
characters from anywhere. 

It may take the interest in legislation of a railway company, and a, 
pear on the floor of this House as the attorney forany villainy in legi 
lation that any railway company may wish, the Union Pacific robbery 
bill, for instance; and that is exactly what will come. It may tak: 
all the claim business of all the States inthe Union. There is nothin, 
in legislation that any man in the world may want done that he may 
not call upon one of these companies todo. In the mean time they 
will have grown in their social influence, their political influence in 
Congress, their relations to and corrupting and unbridled influence in 
the Departments, and then we all know how dangerous they will |x 
come. Why, there is one law firm in this town that to-day wields mo 
power in legislation in the Departments and Congress than any | 
thousand other people in the town. 

Suppose you have one of these great corporations standing here wit 
all its power, with all varieties of trusts and claims, strong, rich, brain) 
and, as a matter of course, audacious and unscrupulous, for who ev: 
knew of a corporation having scruples where it was carrying on some 
interest or claim of its own? Gentlemen, my opposition to this bill i 
because I believe it to be the beginning of a class of national legis! 
tion the most dangerous of any concerning corporations that has ev: 
been proposed. I sincerely believe, if this bill becomes a law, tha‘ 
thirty years from this time there will be more corruption in American 
legislation, there will be more danger to American institutions in 
Washington, than ever; and it will become a stench in the nostrils 0 
thecommunity. That is why I oppose the bill. 

I have always on this floor sought to resist the aggressions of corpo- 
rations, and the claim has always been made that you need a corpo 
tion for the purpose of doing something which individuals can not ¢ 
We need this in order to build a railroad which a few individuals cau 
not do; but in this case an individual can do all the business. Indi 
viduals have always done it in this country. You have partnershi; 
and firms which handle claims and deposits; but you propose now to 
inaugurate a new line, a new era, a new consolidation of business, an! 
to throw a great aggregation of power and capital and political ani 
lobby influence into the hands of the few men in these trust corpora 
tions when there is no necessity for it; when the courts of the Distri 
beg you not to do it; when the bar begs you not to do it, and whe: 
nobody asks for it but a few men who want to make more money thn 
they are now making. 

Now, that is the exact status of this case. If we had time to go into 
the details of this bill I am satisfied there are many gentlemen upo 
this floor who would propose amendments. The bill never would y 
out of the House as it comes into it; but it is to be put through in « 
short time under the spur simply because the lobby wants it, and /' 
the plausible reasons that have been suggested and will be, when th: 
is no public necessity for it, and when none of the great people 
America, no voters in America, are asking for it with all its danger 
consequences, 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
remaini 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. 
to ask him a question ? 

Mr. ANDE N, of Kansas. 
minutes if he desires it. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. I simply want toask youa que- 
tion, and that is whether this bill does not propose to incorporate co! 
panies under perpetual charters without any limitation on the area in 
which they can carry on their business? 


How much have I remaining 
The gentleman has eight minutes | 


Will the gentleman permit 
I will yield to the gentleman \\¢ 
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Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. It is absolutely unlimited. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. And gives them a perpetual char- 
ter to carry on business ? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. And not only that, but by the decision of the 
court of the District of Columbia it can be made the receiver of a rail- 
read in Florida or in Maine, and can bring such a road’s business from 
Maine or from Ohio into the District of Columbia. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Kansas is still en- 
titled to the floor. ; 

Mr. GROUT. I would like to answer the question of the gentleman 
from New Jersey. 

Mr. HOPKINS. If the statement of the gentleman from Ohio is true 
we ought to defeat this bill. ; 

Mr. GROUT. Will the gentleman allow me to answer the question 
that was asked by the gentleman from New Jersey with reference to 
the time that the charter was to run? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I can not hear the gentleman. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, this is not to come out 
of our time. I yield the remainder of my time to the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. GrosVENOR]. 

Mr. GROUT. The Senate provides that it shall be limited to fifty 


years. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Then the provision of the House 
bill is changed. 

Mr. GROUT. It is changed in that respect, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. HOPKINS. What has the gentleman to say as to the statement 
of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GrosvENOR] ? 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas.. This is not to come out of our time. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. There is no limitation contained 
in this bill here. 

Mr. GROUT. Certainly, Mr. Speaker, and we thought there should 
not be any put in. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. You would let them go all over 
the United States ? 

Mr. GROUT. I would like to ask the gentleman from New Jer- 
sey 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I do not yield the floor. 

The SPEAKER protempore. ‘The gentleman from Ohio is entitled 
to six minutes. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. But there has been a colloquy going on on the 
question, and it has not been my fault if gentlemen have occupied the 
time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman has been participating 
in it. 

Mr. HOPKINS. The gentleman can charge it to me. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker,‘I would have liked the gentle- 
man from South Carolina to have discussed the operation of this bill 
betore I had the concluding speech, but I will not make any complaint 
about that. I understand, and I have to take the statement from the 
gentleman for it, that this Pennsylvania law, which itis cited as work- 
ing well, and I do not presume to say it does not, has no limit as to the 
amount of capital stock, and that the requirement and the nature of 
the security has to be fixed by the court. That isa different provision 
from this one. 

Now I want members of this House to understand that they are vot- 
ing——- 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Ohio will suspend 
until order is secured. 

Mr. GROSVENOR,. Ido not want to lose any of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Gentlemen will please take their seats 
and cease conversation. 

{ want gentlemen to understand that they are about to vote for a 
bill that may put their own estates, although they may live out on the 
Pacific Slope, into the hands of some tavored corporation here in the 
District of Columbia, to be administered; and the insolvent railroads 
and other like corporation of the sovereign Gulf States may be brought 
into the Districtof Columbia and put into the graspofa monopoly. | 
use the word knowingly and intelligently. What isa monopoly? A 
monopoly is an organization created by law. whether by naming the 
incorporators or by fixing the terms of the incorporation, which excludes 
the average majority of persons from participating in it. Now, I say 
that a bill which excludes everybody that can not raise a million of 
dollars is a monopoly of the worst character. What is this bill? It 
is a bill to bring within the jurisdiction of the courts of the District of 
Columbia every insolvent estate, every dead man’s estate, every guard- 
ian’s trust on the continent of America, and to build up here in the 
city of Washington a great legalized monopoly of the law business of 
the United States. It is a bill to impo erish the estates that are com- 
pelled to come here for adjudication and settlement. 

If the gentlemen favoring this bill would put the capital stock at a 
quarter million dollars that would still be five times greater than any 
guardianship bond ordinarily given in the District of Columbia, but 
it would permit other people to come into this line of business and 
would thereby lessen the tendency to monopoly. But while they stand 
upon the capital of a million, or haJfa million, or three hundred thou- 
eand dollars, I protest against the bill upon that ground if upon noother. 
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The bill is an innovation upon the settled principles of legal procedure 
in this country, dangerous in its nature, and certain to be deleterious 
to the best interests of the people in itsadministration. It is putting 
the grasp of a great central corporation vr pon certain classes of the bu 
ness of the country and exc] iding ‘ very body else from partic ipa ion 
in that business. 

I protest, Mr. Speaker, that this bill ought to be brought d 
the terms of the Pennsylvania statute i: ent, or to the tern 
the New York statute. It is a great mistake to say that the N 
statute is not limited territorially in its o ition But here i 
measure which, like the high-priesthood of M lek, is 
‘* beginning of days or end of lifs.’’ It has no limitation it 
operation, and it has no limitation to its life. It is a perp 
sion, with perpetual power to draw into its maw all the est 
surrounding country. 

Mr. Speaker, at the proper time I shall 
bill. 


EXTENSION OF THE DAY’ I 


The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to ask unanimous consent that 
the session of to-day he extended from 5 o’clock until 6 o'clock p. m 
as there is a possibility of the presentation of an important 
report, 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered 

TRUST, LOAN, AND OTHER CORPORATIONS IN THE 1 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Mr. Speaker, I have been very much asionis] 
at the criticism that has been passed upon this bill, and [am satisti« 
that the gentlemen who have criticised it have done so because of 
misapprehension of its provisions. I am convinced that there ha 
never been presented to any legislative assembly a bill more properly 
and securely guarded than this measure is, and instead of its being an 
innovation such as the gentleman from Ohio | Mr. GRosveNor] ha 
described in eloquent terms, it is simply following out the law that is 
in operation in more than one-half the States of this Union. We al 
know that the time has gone by when large estates can be handled by 
an executor or administrator in his own person. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Will the gentleman permit a question 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I can not yield now because I have so litth 
time. Otherwise 1 should be glad to hear the gentleman’s question 

Mr. HOOKER, Why can not an individual administer an estate a 
well now as heretofore ? 

Mr. HEMPHILL. For the reason that he can not give the security 
that is required to administer upon a large estate amounting to a mill 
ion or two million dollars. There have been instances in this District 
and in several of the States of this Union where gentlemen of largé 
possessions have had to go into other States and there appoint some ot! 
these corporations their executor or trustees to administer upon thei: 
estates. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I want to call the attention of the House to tix 
fact that this matter of administering upon estates is not put by th 
bill into the hands of this corporation. The bill expressly provide 
that the corporation is not to be appointed as administrator unle 
the other persons who, under the existing law, now have the right to 
administer are unable to do so. 

The matter is absolutely under the control of this statute as it stand 
to-day, and this bill simply provides that if the widow, or the children 
or the creditors do not come in and administer, then the court may 
appoint one of these corporations to act as administrator. But it will 
be observed that the court can not appoint the corporation adminis 
trator of any estate unless the other parties who have now under the 
law the right to administer refuse to do so or are unable to do so 
Therefore it is simply making an addition of another person who will 
have the right to administer when the necessity arises. 

Now, something has been said about this being a great monopoly 
The bill, which was read in the presence of th louse, provides that 
any twenty-five persons anywhere in this District shall have the right 
to form a corporation of this character; and there can not be a monep 
oly when the privilege of organizing companies of this characteris thu 
extended impartially to all persons. It is provided that any corpora 
tion, when organized, shall deposit one-fourth of the amount o! it 
capital with the Comptroller of the Currency as security for the faith- 
ful execution of the trusts committed toit. In addition to that, the 
capital stock of the company is absolutely liable for any default what 
ever. If the assets of an estate are stolen the company must make up 
the loss, no matter under what circumstances the robbery may have oc- 
curred. If the company has in its charge property which is burned up 
it must refund the value, no matter whether the fire occurs by th 
negligence of the company oruot. In addition to this, the stockholder 
are liable in an amount equal to the capital which they pay into th 
company, so that each stockholder is responsible not only for the mone 
he puts into the corporation, but for 100 per cent. besides. Jt is also 
provided that thereshall he constant supervision of these corporation 
the court at any time it sees fit may call upon them for additional 
security. 

Unless we are going to deny to the people of this District that which 
is granted by legislation in more than half of the States of this Union 
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to their citizens, there can be no objection to this bill. In Ohio they 
have now such a law, as they have in Massachusetts, Rhode Island, 
Connecticut, New York, New Jersey, Pennsylvania, an, Vir- 
ginia, Georgia, Louisiana, Illinois, etc. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. There is no such law as this in ‘Ohio. 

Mr. HEMPHILL, There is no such law, because they do not have 
I have examined the statutes of the different States; 
the gentleman from Ohio has not done so. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. In Ohio the operation of our corporations is 
limited to the State, 

Mr. HEMPHILL, No, sir. If I choose to appoint a corporation of 
the State of Ohio as executor of my estate, I have a right to do so. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Buta court can not do it. 

Mr. HEMPHILL, And a court can not do it under this bill. No 
court under the sun can appoint a man an executor outside of the State. 
If that is the thing which is troubling the gentleman I wish tosay that 
so far as I am concerned I have no objection to an amendment provid- 
ing that a court in Maryland, or South Carolina, or Virginia or any 
other State shall not appoint one of these corporations in this District 
an executor. 

Mr.GROSVENOR. That isnot my point. I want you toagree that 
a court of the District or Columbia shall not appoint a receiver or 
guardian upon an estate in Florida or Ohio 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Why, of course, Mr. Speaker, everybody ought 
to know that a court in the District of Columbia can have nocharge of 
property in Florida or South Carolina; and it can not appoint anybody 
to administer such property. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. That is what this bill undertakes to do. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Wecan not do it by any act under the sun. 

Mr. JOSEPH D, TAYLOR. Iwould like to ask the gentleman from 
South Carolina a question. 

The SPEAKER. The time allowed for debate has expired. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. I offer the amendment which I 
send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


so good a one. 


In line 8 of section 1, after the word ‘on,”’ insert “in the District of Colum- 
bia so as to read ‘‘any number of natural persons, not less than twenty-five, 
may associate themselves together to form a corporation for the purpose of car- 
rying on in the District of Columbia any one of the three classes of business,”’ etc. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. We do not object to that. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the amendment will be con- 
sidered as adopted. 

There was no obicction. 

Mr. McCORMICK. I offer the amendment which I send to the 
desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

At the end of section 7 add the following : 

“That any corporation formed under the provisions of this act, when acting as 
trustee, shall be lis able to account for the amounts actually earned by the moneys 
held by it in trust, in addition to the principal so held; but such corporation 
may be allowed a reasonable compensation for services " performed in the care 
of the trust estate.”’ 

Mr. HEMPHILL. 
already. 

The SPEAKER, Without objection, the amendment will beconsid- 
ered as agreed to. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I desire to ofieran amendment. I have framed 
it with reference to the text of the House bill, for I can not get a copy 
of the Senate bill; but I think it will be intelligible. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 16, page 2, strike ont ‘' $1,000,000" and insert “ $250,000." 


Mr. GROSVENOR. This merely changes theamountof capital from 
one million to a quarter of a million dollars; that is to say, a quarter 
of a million dollars is the minimum; the stockholders may increase it 
as they see fit. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. The difficulty about that is that it may lead to 
the formation of a number of very small companies. This bill, as the 
gentleman from Kansas and the gentleman from Ohio have stated, con- 
fers very large powers upon these corporations; and it is a dangerous 
thing to give to a corporation with only $250,000 capital the powers 
here granted. I wish to say that there are already three companies of 
this character in operation in this District, and I know of one more 
ready to go into operation, so that there will be at least four, and prob- 
ably five or six, of these companies. Thereis no danger of there being 
a monopoly. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. I wish to inquire of the gentleman 
whether in any of the States of this Union there is alaw providing that 
there must be a capital of $1,000,000 before the company shall be au- 
thorized to transact business. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Well, I can not say about that. 

Mr. BAKER. I can answer the gentleman—— 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. There is no such law. 

Mr. HEMPHILL, Then, if you knew, you need not have asked me. 

ThoSPEAKER. The time for debate has expired, and the question 
is on agreeing to the amendment. 


I have no objection to that. That is the law 
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The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I now offer the amendment I send to the des) 
to be added to section 34. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Provided, That the courts of the District of Columbia shail not have ewe r 
appoint any trustee, trustees, guardians, receivers, or other trustees of a { 


or property located ‘outside of the District of ¢ Yolumbia, or belonging to a 
poration or person having a legal residence or location outside of said Dist; 


Mr. GROSVENOR. That will come in at the end of the thirty 
fourth section and will make the law just what the gentleman fr 
South Carolina says it is now. 

Mr. HEMPHILL, I have no objection to that. 

The amendment was adopted. 

Mr. BAKER. I offer the amendment I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


In section 11, line 1, after the word “ company,” insert the words “surety 
guaranty company.’ 


Mr. GROUT. ‘That is already provided for in section 2. 
Mr. BAKER. I think not. It is certainly not provided for in thi 
section. 


Mr. GROUT. But if the gentleman wants it in again I have noo)b- 


jection. 

Mr. BAKER. Itis not in the bill now. 

The amendment was adopted. 

Mr. MOREY. I offer an amendment, Mr. Speaker. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In the first section, after the words “ natural persons,” insert the words “cit 
zens of the United States.” 

The amendment was adopted. 

Mr. MOREY. I offer another amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


In section 1 strike out “one million’’ and insert “ five hundred thousand.” 


The amendment was rejected. 


The question being taken upon ordering the bill as amended to by 


read a third time, on a division there were—ayes 84, noes 66. 
The bill was accordingly read the third time. 
The question recurred upon the passage of the biil. 
Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. On that I demand the yeasand nay: 
Mr. HOLMAN. Let us first take the vote by a division. 
Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Very well; I withdraw the demand 


The question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 80 


noes 66. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, and Mr. HOLMAN demaded the yea 
and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 91, nays 84, not vot 
ing 150; as follows: 


YEAS—#1. 
Adams, Covert, Mason, Rusk, 
Anderson, Miss. Craig, Miles, Sanford, 
Arnold, Crain,* Moffitt, Sawyer, 
Atkinson, Pa. Culbertson, Pa, Moore, N. H. Seull, 
Atkinson, W.Va. Cutcheon, Morrill, Snider, 
Baker, Dalzell, Morrow, Stephenson, 
Banks, Dingley, Morse, Stewart, Vt 
Bayne, Dorsey, Nute, Stivers, 
Beckwith, Evans, Oates, Struble, 
Belden, Farquhar, O'Neill, Pa. Taylor, Dl 
Belknap, Gear, Osborne, f° 
Bingham, Greenhalge, Payne, Townsend, Pa. 
Bowden, Grout, Perkins, Tracey, 
Brewer, Harmer, Post, Turner, Ga 
Brosius, Haugen, Price, Turner, Kans 
Burton, Hayes, Quackenbush, Vandever, 
Candler, Mass. Heard, Quinn, Van Scha‘<k, 
Carter, Hemphill, Raines, Wallace, Mass. 
Caswell, Ketcham, Randall, Wallace, N. Y. 
Clark, Wis. Kinsey, Ray, Wickham, 
Cogswell, Langston, —_ rn, Wikinson, 
Coleman, Lansing, Rife, Wilson, Wash, 
Conger, Lodge, Rock well, 
NAYS—S. 

Allen, Mich. Flick, Laws, Seney, 
Anderson, Kans. Flower, Lehlbach, Sherman, 
Andrew, Forney, Lester, Ga, Simonds, 
Bartine, Fowler, Lewis, Smith, Lil, 
Bergen, —, Lind, Smith, W. Va. 
Blount, G night, MeAdoo, Smyser, 
Boothman, Grosvenor, McCarthy, Stewart, Tex. 
Brickner, Hall, McClellan, . Stockbridge, 
Brookshire, Hansbrough, McCormick, Stockdale, 
Buchanan, N.J. Hatch, MeMillin, Stone, Ky. 
Caldwell, Henderson, Ill More Sweney 
Candler, Ga. bert, Mutshier, Taylor, E.B. 
Caruth, Hitt, O’ Donnell, Taylor, J.D. 
Cheadle, Holman, O'Neil, Mass. ompson, 
Clancy, H ins, Penington, Tillman, 
Dickerson, y, Pickler, Waddill, 
Dolliver, Kennedy, Pugsley Wheeler, Ala. 
Dunnell, Kerr, lowa Reed, lowa Wheeler, Mich 

y. Kilgore, Reilly, Whitthorne 
F rston, Lacey, Russell. Wike, 

La Follette, Ww illiames, Ohio. 
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NOT VOTING—LO. 


Abbott Cooper, Ohio Lane, Phelan, 
Alderson Cothran, Lanham, Pierce, 
Allen, Miss. Cowles, Lawler, Richardson, 
Bankhead, Crisp, Lee, ‘ Robertson, 
Barnes, Culberson, Tex. Lester, Va. Rogers, 
Barwig Cummings, Magner, Rowell, 
Biggs : Da n, Maish, Rowland, 
Blanchard, Darlington, Mansur, Scranton, 
Bland Davidson, Martin, Ind. Shively, 
Bliss, De Haven, Martin, Tex. Skinner, 
Boataer, De Lano, McClammy, Spinola, 
Boutelle, Dibble, McComas, Spooner, 
Breckinridge, Dockery, McCord, Springer, 
Brower, Edmunds, McCreary, Stahlnecker, 
Brown, J.B. Ellis, . McDuffie, Stewart, Ga. 
Browne, T. M. Enloe, McKenna, Stone, Mo. 
Browne, Va. Ewart, McKinley, Stump, 
Bronner, Finley, McRae, Tarsney, 
Buchanan, Va. Fithian, Miller, Taylor, Tenn. 
Buckalew, Flood, Milliken, Townsend, Colo. 
Bullock, Forman, Mills, Tucker, _ 
Bunn, Frank, Montgomery, Turner, is ie 
Burrows, Funston, Moore, Tex. Vaux, 
Butterworth, Geissenhainer, Morgan, Wade, 
Bynum, Gibson, Mudd, Walker, 
Campbell, Gifford, Niedringhaus, Washington, 
Cannon, Grimes, Norton, Whiting, 
Carlton, Hare, O’ Ferrall, Wiley, 
Catchings, Haynes, O’ Neall, Ind. Willcox, 
Cheatham, Henderson, Iowa Outhwaite, Williams, Il), 
Chipman, Henderson, N.C. Owen, Ind. Wilson, Ky. 
Clarke, Ala. Hermann, Owens, Ohio Wilson, Mo. 
Clements, Hill, Parrett, Wilson, W. Va. 
Clanie, Hooker, Paynter, Wright, 
Cobb, Houk, Payson, Yardley, 
Comstock, Kerr, Pa. Peel, Yoder. 
Yonnell, Knapp, Perry, 
oper, Ind. Laidlaw, Peters, 
So the bill was passed. 


The following pairs were announced: 

Until farther notice: 

Mr. De HAVEN with Mr. Biaas. 

Mr. BELDEN with Mr. FLOWER. 

Mr. OWEN, of Indiana, with Mr. JAson B. BRowNn. 

Mr. CONNELL with Mr. ALDERSON. 

Mr. Peters with Mr. MANSUR. 

Mr. YARDLEY with Mr. Kerr, of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. WRIGHT with Mr. GEISSENHAINER. 

Mr. THomas M. BRowNE with Mr. RoGErs. 

Mr. Wirson, of Kentucky, with Mr. PAYNTER. 

Mr. Ewart with Mr, HENDERSON, of North Carolina. 

Mr. FINLEY with Mr. CANDLER, of Georgia. 

Mr. BowpEN with Mr. McRAr. 

Mr. Buiiss with Mr. CHIPMAN. ‘ 

Mr. McCorp with Mr. FIrTuHran. 

Mr. Coorrer, of Ohio, with Mr. WiLson, of Missouri. 

Mr, McKENNA with Mr, CLUNIE. 

Mr. FRANK with Mr. BLAND. 

Mr. WADE with Mr. DockErRy. 

Mr. DARLINGTON with Mr. PEEL. 

Mr. MILLIKEN with Mr. DIBBLE. 

Mr. KercHaM with Mr. CLARKE, of Alabama. 

Mr. Rowe. with Mr. Crisp. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH with Mr. OvuTHWAITE. 

Mr. McCKINLeEy with Mr. MIts. 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Tennessee, with Mr. Les, for the rest of the day. 

Mr. FLoop with Mr. OWENS, of Ohio, for this day. 

Mr. Brower with Mr. McCLammy, for this day. 

Mr. Mupp with Mr. Apport, for the rest of the day. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Colorado, with Mr. TARSNEY, for the rest of the 
day. s 

Mr. Funston with Mr. Copp, for the rest of the day. 

Mr. HERMANN with Mr. LANHAM, for the rest of the day. 

Mr. Browne, of Virginia, with Mr. Warrrna, on this vote. 

Mr. McComas with Mr. O’ FerRALL, on this vote. 

Mr. ENLOE. I withdraw my vote, as I am paired with my col- 
league, Mr, Hovux. 

Mr. McCORD. I also withdraw my vote, being paired. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 
P GROUT. I ask unanimous consent that a conference be or- 

ered. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I object. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kansas objects. 

The bill (H. R. 9795) on the same subject was laid on the table. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. Regular order. 


SHERMAN AND NORTHWEST RAILWAY COMPANY. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 4309) granting 
right of way to the Sherman.and Northwest Railway Company through 
the Indian Territory, and for other purposes. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker, I will say to the House that that bill 
contains all the provisions that have been incorporated by the House 
in bills of likecharacter, and I ask unanimous consent to dispense with 
the reading of the bill. 
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Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask th 
gentleman 2 question, whether this bill does not confer in terms the 
ownership of the road upon this corporation. 

Mr. PERKINS. I do not remember as to that particular, but if it 
does I am willing that the words should be stricken out and that the 
bill should be amended in that respect 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Let the bill be amended in that re- 
gard. 

‘The SPEAKER. Is'there objection to the present consideration o 
the bill? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I move to amend by striking out the 
word ‘‘own’’ or ‘‘owning’’ wherever it occurs. I object to the idea 
of giving ownership of this road to this corporation by act of Congress. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend by striking out the words “own” or “ owning” wherey 
in the bill. 


er they o 


Theamendment was agreed to 
The bill as amended was ordered to a third reading; and was accord 
ngly read the third time, and passed. 
The House biil of similar import was ordered to lie on the table. 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


that the committee had examined and found truly enrolled bills of th: 
following titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (S. 5) for the relief of Bessie 8. Gilmore; 

A bill (8S. 2781) to forfeit certain lands heretofore granted for the 
purpose of aiding in the construction of railroads, and for other pur- 
poses; 

A bill (S. 3257) granting a pension to Mary Crook, widow of George 
Crook, late a major-general in the United States Army; 

A bill (8S. 3711) granting a pension to Ellen M. McClellan; 

A bill (S. 4233) granting a pension to Jessie Benton Frémont; 

A bill (S. 4375) to provide an American register for the steam-ship 
G. W. Jones, of New York; 

A bill CH. R. 2174) to remove charges of desertion from Ellery C. 
Folger; 

A bill (H. R. 8247) to authorize entry of the public lands by incor 
porated cities and towns for cemetery and park purposes; and 

A bill (H. R. 8943) to provide for the establishing of a port of de 
livery at Peoria, Ill, 

THE REVENUE BILL. 

Mr. McKINLEY. Mr. Speaker, I rise to make a privileged report. 
I present the report of the committee of conference of the House and 
Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses upon House bill 
9416, and I ask that the report and statement accompanying the re- 
port, made by the House conferees, may be printed inthe Recorp. I 
also ask unanimous consent that 500 copies of the bill, showing the 
changes recommended by the conferees, may be printed for the use of 
the House, to be delivered to-morrow morning. 

A MEMBER. Make it 1,000. 

Several MemBeRS. Make it 5,000, 

Mr. DINGLEY. We do not want as many copies as that printed 
until the bill is passed. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. McKIN Ley] asks 
unanimous consent that the report and the statement of the conferees 
be printed in the Reconp—without reading ? 

Mr. McKINLEY. Without reading, unless the reading is demanded 

The SPEAKER (continuing). And that 500 copies, showing the 
changes suggested by the conferees, be printed for the use of the House, 
for delivery in the morning. 

Mr. McADOO. I hope there will be 5,000 copies. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection tothe request of the gentleman 
from Ohio ? 

Mr. McMILLIN. 

Mr. HOLMAN. 
printed. 

The SPEAKER. Thesuggestion of the gentleman from Ohio is, that 
500 copies be printed for delivery to-morrow morning. If the House 
desires more copies, that can be arranged. 

Mr. McMILLIN, It is not to that branch of it that I propose toad 
dress myself. I wish to reserve the privilege of objecting. I do not 
wish to be forced to insist upon my right to object, but I wish to know, 
before the reading is dispensed with and the other steps are taken, what 
course the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. McKInLEy] desires to take as 
to commencing the consideration of the conference report. 

Mr. McKINLEY. I wish to give notice that to-morrow, immedi- 
ately after the reading of the Journal, I shall call up this report fo: 
consideration and final disposition. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, I trust that the gentleman from 
Ohio will not insist on that. The conferees did not agree on most of 
the controverted matters until late yesterday afternoon, and upon som: 
of them not until to-day. The members of the House have never read 
the conference report. When this bill that it is asked to have printed 
is reported its intricacies can be observed. I state now, and an inspec 
tion of the bill will verify the statement, that it can not be properly 


Mr. Speaker, before this is agreed to-—— 
Mr. Speaker, I hope there will be 5,000 copies 
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studied within the time which is indicated by the gentleman from 
Ohio. 

It is utterly impossible to make a calm or thorough investigation 
within the time he has indicated, and J hope he will consent that it 
may be taken up Monday morning. [Cries of ‘‘Oh, no!’’ on the Re- 
publican side.] There is no disposition on this side of the House to 
smiproperly delay it, but it is an exceedingly important measure and I 
trust that that course will be taken. The petition I make is in behalf 
of those of us who have tound it impossible, in the limited time since 
the conferees have agreed, to prepare the kind of a statement which 
ought to be made concerning the effects of the bill. 

Mr. McKINLEY. I desire to say in reply to the gentleman that the | 
bill, which I have asked unanimous consent to have printed, will show 
in the most striking way all the changes that dre recommended by the 
confereace committee. Wherever a paragraph has been amended, the 
changes will appear in the bill insmall caps, showing the exact phrase- 
ology that is reported and recommended by the committee of confer- 
ence. I want to say further that as to the main features of this bill 
the points of disagreement between the House and the Senate have 
been perfectly well understood for weeks and are perfectly well known, 
and the subjects of all our differences are well known. Gentlemen on 
both sides of this Chamber are impatient to get home; and I must in- 
sist, Mr. Speaker, that to-morrow, after the reading of the Journal, we 
commence the consideration of this report. 

Several Mempers. That is right. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Then, Mr. Speaker, if it is decreed that we must 
proceed to the consideration of it to-morrow afternoon, in order that 
those of us who have not seen the statement and have not had ac- 
cess to it can know what it is, I shall insist upon the reading, but 
not with a view to punishing the House. To printing the conference 
report in the Recorp I have no objection. I think that the reportand 
statement should be printed in the Recorp. I believe they ought to 
be so printed because that is one means the House has of becoming 
familiar with the proposed changes. 

Mr. CUTCHEON, May I ask the gentleman from Ohio—— 

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman from Ohio give his attention ? 
The Chair would like to know what the House has agreed to. 

Mr. MCKINLEY. I move to dispense with the reading of the re- 
port, and have it printed in the Recorp. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Mr, Speaker, I believe, under the rules, that can 
not be done except by unanimous consent; and if this is to be proceeded 
with without consideration, I shall object. I demand the reading of 
the report. 

Mr. McKINLEY. I suggest, then, that we proceed with the read- 
ing of the report, and if it is not finished at 6 o’cluck, when I am told 
arecess has been ordered, we then take the recess and conclude the 
reading to-morrow morning. 

Mr. McMILLIN, I object to anything except the regular order, as 
the gentleman insists upon proceeding to-morrow. 

The SPEAKER, As the Chair understands, the conference report 
is to be printed in the Recorp. 

Mr. McMILLIN. That, Mr, Speaker, is agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. Then the Chair hears no objection to the request 
of the gentleman from Ohio, with the exception of that portion relat- 
ing to dispensing with the reading of the conference report, and the 
Clerk will proceed to read. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the report of the committee of confer- 
ence, which is as follows: 


CONFERENCE REPORT, 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (fH. R.9416) to reduce the revenue 
and equalize duties on imports, and for other purposes, having met, after full 
and free conference have agreed to sopetnanendl antl do recommend to their re- 
spective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 57, 58, 63, 85, 93, 93, 
101, 104, 105, 108, 109, 132, 161, 164, 176, 191, 192, 193, 247, 218, 251, 293, 204, 295, 306, 
322, 324, 335, 338, 348, 350, 354, 355, 357, 360, 381, 382, 395, 39, 397, 418, 421, 443, 444, 
449, 481, 482, 483, 484, 487, 407. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the Sen- 
ate numbered 2, 3, 4, 6, 7, 8, 9, 12, 14, 20, 21, 22, 24, 25, 30, 31, 32, 31, 55, 36, 37, 39, 40, 
41, 42, 43, 44, 45, 46, 47, 48, 49, 50, 51, 52, 56, 72, 73, 74, 75, 76, 77, 79, 80, 81, 82, 83, B4, 
91, 92, 99, 100, 102, 106, 107, LLO, LLL, 112, 118, 114, 113, 120, 121, 122, 127, 130, 131, 134, 
135, 136, 137, 140, 141, 142, 143, 144, 145, 146, 147, 148, 150, 151, 152, 168, 154, 155, 156, 
157, 158, 159, 160, 166, 167, 168, 169, 170, 171, 172, 173, 174, 175, 179, 180, 182, 184, 185, 
186, 187, 189, 195, 224, 225, 226, 29, 234, 238, 239, 240, 243, 244, 245, 246, 254, 
261, 262, 263, 264, 265, 267, . 274, 275, 276, 277, 278, 280, 282, 243, 284, 285, 
286, 287, 288, 289, 291, 296, 209, 300, 301, 304, 305, 307, 310, 916, 219, 321, 323, 326, 328, 
32, 334, 836, 537, 339, 340, 342, 343, 347, 349, 351, 353, 358, 359, 361, 362, 363, 364, 365, 
366, 367, 368, 369, 8370, 371, 373, 374, 375, 376, 377, 378, 383, 384, 385, 386, 387, 389, 392, 
308, 394, 398, 399 400, 402, 403, 408, 409. 410, 411, 412, 413, 414, 415, 416. 417. 419, 420, 
422, 423, 424, 425, 426, 427, 428, 420, 430, 431, 432, 433, 434, 435, 436, 437, 438, 439, 440, 
44!, 442, 454, 456, 457, 458, 459, 460, 461, 462, 463, 464, 465, 466, 467, 468, 469, 470, 471, 

72, 473, 474, 475, 476, 477, 478, 479, 488, 489, 490, 492, 493, 496; and agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered |: That the House recede from its disagreement tothe 
amendment of the Senate numbered 1, and agree to the same with an amend- 
ment as follows: Striking out the word ‘‘ first,” in line | of the bi.), and insert- 
ing in lieu thereof the word “sixth;”’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 5: Thatthe House recede from its disagreement to the 
amendment of th Senate numbered 5, andagree to the same with an amend- 
ment striking out the paragraph and inserting in lieu thereof the following: 

"6 Tannie acid or tannin, 75 cents per pound.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 











Amendment numbered 10: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
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the amendment of the Senate numbered 10, and agree to the same with a) 
amendment striking out the paragraph and inserting in lieu thereof the fo}! ow- 
ing: 

* 18. All coal-tar colors or dyes, by whatever name known, and not spr 


And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered li: That the House recede from its disagreem« 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 11, and agree to the same with a 
amenament as follows: Striking out the paragraph and inserting in lieu th. 
the following: 

“19. All preparations of coal-tar, not colors or dyes, not specially pro 
for in this act, 20 per cent. ad valorem.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 13: That the House recede from its disagreen 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 13, and agree to the same wit! 
amendment as follows: Striking out the paragraph and inserting in lieu (} 
the following : 

“26. Extracts and decoctions of logwood and other dye-woods, extract o 
mac, and extracts of barks, such as are commonly used for dyeing or tanni 
not specially provided for in this act, seven-eighths of 1 cent per pound 
tracts of hemlock bark, one-half of 1 cent per pound.”’ 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 15: That the House recede from its disagreem« 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 15, and agree to the same with 
amendment striking out the paragraph and inserting in lieu thereof as follo 

28, Glycerine, crude, not purified, 1} cents per pound; refined, 4} 
per pound.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amen tment numbered 16: That the House recede from its disagreement (o 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 16, and agree to the same with : 
amendment striking out the paragraph and inserting in lieu as follows: 

**33. Licorice, extracts of, in paste, rolls, or other forms,5} cents per pou 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendments numbered 17,18,and 19: That the House recede from its disa 
greement to the amendments of the Senate numbered 17,18, and 19, and agr: 
to the same with amendments striking out the paragraph and inserting in |i 
as follows: 

“36. Alizarine assistant, or soluble oil, or oleate of soda, or Turkey red « 
containing 50 per cent. or more of castor oil, 80 cents per gallon; containi: 
less than 50 per cent. of castor oi), 40 cents per gallon; all other, 30 per cent 
valorem.”’ 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 23: That the House recede from its disagreement | 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 23, and agree to the same with 
amendment striking out the paragraph and inserting in lieu thereof as follow 

“ 45. Peppermint oil, 80 cents per pound,”’ 

And the Senate agree to the same, 

Amendments numbered 26 and 27: That the House recede from its disagr« 
ment to the amendments of the Senate numbered 26 and 27, and agree to th 
same with amendments by striking out the paragraph and inserting in lic 
thereof as follows: 

‘49. Baryta, sulphate of, or barytes, including barytes earth, unmanuf: 
ured, $1.12 per ton; manufactaged, $6.72 per ton,”’ 

And the Senate agree to the Hine. 

Amendment numbered 28: That the House recede from its disagreement | 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 28, and agree to the same with au 
amendment striking out the paragraph and inserting in lieu thereof as follows 

“50. Blues, such as Berlin, Prussian, Chinese, and all others, containing fe 
rocyanide of iron, dry or ground in or mixed with oil, 6 cents per pound; 
pulp or mixed with water, 6 cents per pound on the material contained there 
when dry.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 29: That the House recede from its disagreement 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 29, and agree to the same with ai 
amendment striking out the paragraph and inserting in lieu thereof as follows 

“53. Chrome yellow,chrome green, and all other chromium colors in whi: 
lead and bichromate of potash or soda are component parts, dry, or ground | 
or mixed with oil, 4} cents per pound; in pulp or mixed with water, 4} cents :« 
pound on the material contained therein when dry.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 33: That the House recede from its disagreement | 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 33, and agree tothe same with an ame: 
ment striking out the paragraph and inserting in lieu thereof as follows: 

“All paints and colors, mixed or ground with water or solutions other th: 
oil,and commercially known as artists’ water-color paints, 30 per cent. ad va 
rem, 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 38: That the House recede from its disagreement 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 38, and agree to the same with : 
amenument striking out the paragraph and inserting in lieu thereof as follow = 

“68. Phosphorus, 20 cents per pound,” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 53: That the House recede from its disagreement | 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 53, and agree to the same with : 
amendment striking out the paragraph and inserting in lieu thereof as fol!ow- 

‘85, Sulphate of soda, or salt-cake or niter-cake, $1.25 per ton.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 54: That the House recede from its disagreement | 
the amendment of the Senate numbered M4,and agree to the same with 
amendment striking out the paragraph and inserting in lieu thereof as follows 

**88, Sulphur, refined, $3 per ton; sublimed, or flowers of, $10 per ton.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 55: That the House recede from its disagreemen | 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 55,and agree to the same with 
amendment striking out the paragraph and inserting in lieu thereof as follow- 

“89. Sumac, ground, four-tenths of 1 cent per pound.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 59: That the House recede from its disagreement 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 50, and agree to the same wit!) » 
amendment striking out the paragraph and inserting in lieu thereof as follow - 

‘101, All other china, porcelain, parian, bisque, earthen, stone,and crock«: 
ware, and manufactures of the same, by whatsoever designation or name kno 
in the trade, including lava tips for burners, not specially provided for in th: 
act, if ornamented or decorated in any manner, 60 per cent.ad valorem; if 
ornamented or decorated, 55 per cent, ad valorem.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 60: That the House recede from its disagreemen' 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 60, and agree to the same wit! 

| amendment striking out the paragraph and inserting in lieu thereof as fol!ow> 

| “103. Green, and colored, molded or pressed, and flint and lime glass bott!«: 
holding more than one pint, and demijohns, and carboys (covered or uncos 
ered), and other molded or pressed green and colored and flint or lime bott!c 
glassware, not specially provided for in this act, | cent per pound. Green, and 
colored, molded or pressed and flint and lime glass bottles, and vials holding 
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+ more than one pint and not less than one-quarter of a pint, 1} cents per | the amendment of the Senate numbered 103, and agree to the same with an 
ae if holding less than one-fourth of a pint, 50 cents per gross.”’ amendment striking out the paragraph and inserting in lieu thereof the tollow- 
; | Sane < 
he Senate agree to the same. , . ing: . i E . 
oe numbered 61: That the House recede from its disagreement to | “152. On alliron or steel bars or rods of whatever shape or section, which are 


the amendment of the Senate numbered 61, and agree to the same with an | cold rolled, cold hammered, or polished in any way in ad lition to the ordinary 
amendment striking out the pasagregs and inserting in lieu thereof as follows: | process of hot rolling or hammering, there skall be paid one-fourth of 1 cent per 

“105. Flint and lime, pressed glassware, not cut, engraved, painted, etched, pound in addition to the rates provided fn this act; and on all strips, plates, or 
decorated, colored, printed, stained, silvered, or gilded, 60 per cent, ad valorem. sheets of iron or steel of whatever shape, otber than the polished, planished, or 


=y glanced sheet-iron or sheet-steel hereinbefore provided for, which are cold 
And the Senate agree to the same. 5 lg ; 
>. That the House recede from its disagreement to | rolled, cold hammered, blued, brightened, tempered, or polished by any proe- 

Amendment numbered 62: } brig | 
the amendment of the Senate numbered @2, and agree to the same with an | ess to such perfected surface finish, or polish better than the grade of cold 


amendment striking out the paragraph and inserting in lieu thereof asfollows: | rolled, smooth only, hereinbefore provided for, there shall be paid 1} cents pet 
“106, All articles of glass, cut, engraved, painted, colored, printed, stained, | pound in addition to the rates provided in this act upon plates, strips, or sheets 
decorated, silvered, or gilded, not including plate-glass silvered, or looking- | of iron or steel ofcommon or black finish; and on steel circular-saw plates there 














glass plates, 60 per cent. ad valorem.” shall be paid 1 cent per pound in addition to the rate provided in this act for 

And the Senate agree to the same. ; ; steel saw plates. 

Amendment numbered 64; That the House recede from its disagreement to And the Senate agree to the same. 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 64, and agree to the same with an Amendments numbered 115 and 116: That the House recede from its dis 
amendment striking out the paragraph and inserting in lieu thereof as follows: | agreement to the amendments of the Senate numbered 115 and 116, and agree 

108, Thin blown glass, blown with or without a mold, including glass chim- | to the same with an amendment striking out the paragraph and inserting in 
neys and all other manufactures of glass, or of which glass shall be the com- | ijeu thereof as follows 
ponent material of chief value, not specially provided for in thisact,60 percent. | “186. Aluminium or aluminum, in crude form, alloys of any kind in which 
ad valorem.” alum!num is the component material of chief value, 15 cents per pound.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. | And the Senate agree to the sam« 

Amendment No. 65: That the House recede from iis disagreement to the | Amendments numbered 117 and 118: That the House recede from its dis 
amendment of the Senate numbered 65, and agree to the same with an amend- | agreement to the amendments of the Senate numbered 117 and 118, and ree 
ment striking out the paragraph and inserting in lieu thereof as follows: | to the same with an amendment striking out the paragraph and inserting in 

“109. Heavy blown glass, blown with or without a mold, not cut or deco- | lieu thereof the following 
rated, finished or unfinished, 60 per cent. ad valorem.” | “190. Bronze powder, 12 cents per pound; bronze Dutch-metal, or alar 


And the Senate agree to the same. | num, in leaf, 8 cents per package of 100 leaves. 

Amendment numbered 66: That the House recede from its disagreementto | And the Senate agree to the same. 
the amendment ef the Senate numbered 66, and agree to the same with an Amendments numbered 123, 124,125, and 126: That the House recede from its 
amendment striking out the paragraphand inserting in lieu thereof as follows disagreement to the amendments of the Senate numbered 123, 124, 125, and 12 

“110, Porcelain or opal glassware, 60 per cent. ad valorem.” and agree to the same with an amendment striking out the paragraph and ii 

And the Senate agree to the same. , | serting in lieu thereof the foliowing: 

Amendments numvered 67, 68, 69,70,and 71: That the House recede from its | “191. Bullions and metal thread of gold, silver, or oth netals, not special 
disagreement tothe amendments of the Senate numbered 67, 68, 69,70, and 71, | provided for in this act, 30 per cent, ad valorem 
| 
} 
| 





and agree to the same with an amendment striking out the paragraph and in- And the Senate agrée to the same. 
serting in lieu thereof as follows: Amendment numbered 128: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
**112. Unpolished cylinder, crown, and common window glass, not exceeding | the amendment of the Senate numbered 128,and agree to the same with an 
10 by 15 inches square, 1} cents per pound; above that, and not exceeding 16 by | amendment striking out the paragraph and inserting in lieu thereof as follows 
24 inches square, 1} cents per pound; above that, and not exceeding 24 by 30 ** 2038. Nickel, nickel oxide, alloy of any kind in which nickel isthe component 
inches square, 2} cents per pound; above that, and not exceeding 24 by 26inches | material of chief value, 10 cents per pound 
square, 2}cents per pound ; all above that, 3} cents per pound: Provided, That And the Senate agree to the same. 
unpolished cylinder, crown, and common window gliass imported in boxes shall Amendment numbered 129: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
contain 50 square feet, as nearly as sizes will permit, and the duty shall be com the amendment of the Senate numbered 129,and agree to the same with an 
puted thereon according to the actual weight of glass.”’ | amendmentstrik ing outthe amendmentand insertinyin lieu thereof as follows 
And the Senate agree to the same. | 209. Tin: On and after July 1, 1893, there shall be imposed and paid upon 
Amendment numbered 78: That the House recede from its disagreement (o | cassilerite or black oxide of tin, and upon bar, block, and pig tin, a duty of 4 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 78, and agree to the same with an | cents per pound: Provided, That unless it shall be made to appear to the sati» 
awendment striking out the paragraph anda inserting in lieu thereof as follows faction of the President of the United States (who shall make known the fact 
“122 All stained or painted window-glass3 and stained or painted glass win- | by proclamation) that the product of the mines of the United States shall have 
dows, and hand, pocket, or table mirrors not exceeding in size 144 square inches, | exceeded 5,000 tons of cassiterite, and bar, block, and pig tin in any one yea) 
with or without frames or cases, of whatever material composed, lenses of glass | prior to July 1, 1895, then all imported cassiterite, bar, bloc's, and pig tin shal! 
or pebble, wholly or partly manufactured, and not specially provided for in this | after July 1, 1895, be admitted free of duty. 
act, and fusible enamel, 45 per cent. ad valorem.’ And the Senate agree to the same. 
And the Senate agree to the same. Amendment numbered 133: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
Amendments numbered 56, 87, 88,89, and 90: That the House recede from its | the amendment of the Senate numbered 133, and agree to the same with an 
disagreement to the amendments of the Senate numbered 86, 87,88,89,and 9), | amendment striking out the word “ten;’’ and the Senate agree to the same. 
and agree to the same with an amendment striking out the paragraph and in Amendment numbered 138: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
serting in lieu thereof as follows: ° the amendment of the Senate numbered 133, and agree to the same with an 
“138. Boiler or other plate iron or steel, except saw-plates hereinafter pro- | amendmentas follows: Striking out the paragraph and inserting in licu thereot 
vided for, not thinner than No. 10 wire gauge, sheared or unsheared, and skeip | the tollowing: 
iron or steel sheared or rolled in grooves, valued at | cent per pound or less, **219. Cedar: That on and after March 1, 1891, paving posts, railroad ties, and 
five-tenths of | cent per pound ; valued above l cent and not above 1.4 cents | telephone and telegraph poles of cedar, shall be dutiable at 20 per cent. ad va 
per pound, sixty-five hundredths of | cent per pound; valued above 1.4 cents | lorem.” 
and not above 2 cents per pound, eight-tenths of 1 cent per pound; valued And the Senate agree to the same. 
above 2 cents and not above 3 cents per pound, 1/1 cents per pound; valued Amendment numbered 139; That the House recede from its disagreement to 
above 5 cents and not above 4 cents per pound, 1.5 cents per pound; valued | the amendment of the Senate numbered 139, and agree to the same with an 
above 4 cents and not above 7 cents per pound, 2cents per pound ; valued above | amendmentas follows: Striking outthe paragraph and inserting in lieu thereof 
7 cents and not above 10 cents per pound, 2.8 cents per pound ; valued above 10 | the following: 
centsand not above 13 cents per pound, 3} cents per pound; valued above 1% “240. Sawed boards, plank, deals, and all forms of sawed cedar, iignum-vita 
cents per pound, 45 percent.ad valorem: Provided, That all plate iron or steel | lancewood, ebony, box, granadiila, mahogany, rosewood, satinwood, and al 
thinner than No. 10 wire gauge shall pay duty as iron or stee! sheets,” other cabinet-woods not further manufactured than sawed, 15 per cent. ad 
And the Senate agree to the same. valorem ; veneers of wood, and wood, unmanufactured, not specially provided 
Amendments numberea 4, 95,96, and 97: That the House recede from its | for in this act,20 per cent, ad valorem.” 
disagreement to the amendments of the Senate numbered 94, 95, 96, and 97, And the Senate agree to the same. 
and agree to the same with an amendment striking out the paragraph and in- Amendment numbered 149: That the House recede from its disagreement t« 
serting in lieu thereof the following : the amendment of the Senate numbered 49, and agree to the same with an 
“143. All iron or steel sheets or piates, and all hoop, band, orscrolliron orsteel, | amendment as follows: Striking out the paragraph and inserting in lieu thereo 
excepting what are known commercially as tin-plates, terne-plates, and tag- | the following: 
gers tin, and hereinafter provided for, when galvanized or coated with zine or “231. That on and after July 1, 1891, and until July 1, 1995, there shall be paid 
spelter, or other metals, or any alloy of those metals, shall pay three-fourths | from any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, under the pro 
of 1 cent per pound more duty than the rates imposed by the preceding para- | visions of section 3689 of the Revised Statutes, to the producer of sugar testing 
graph upon the corresponding gauges or forms of common or black sheet or | not less than 90 degrees by the polariscope, from beets, sorghum, or sugar-cane 
taggers iron or steel: and on and after July 1, 1891, all iron or steel sheets, or | grown within the United States, or from maple sap produced within the United 
plates, or taggers iron coated with tin or lead or with a mixture of which these | States, a bounty of 2 cents per pound; and upon such sugar testing less than 00 
metals or either of them is a component part, by the dipping or any other proc- | degees by the polariscope and not less than 8° degrees a bounty of 1? cents per 
ess, and commercially known as tin-plates, terne-plates,and taggers tin. shall | pound, under such rules and regulations as the Commissioner of Internal Reve 
pay 2.2 cents per pound: Provided, Thaton and after July 1, 1891, manufactures | nue, with the approval of the Secretary of the Treasury, shal! prescribe. 
of which tin, tin-plates, terne-plates, taggers tin, or either of them, are compo- And the Sénate agree to the same. 
nent materials of chief value, and all articles, vessels, or wares manufactured, Amendments numbered 162 and 163: That the House recede from its disagree 
stamped, or drawn from sheet-iron or sheet-steel, such material being comipo- | ment to the amendments of the Senate numbered 162 and 163, and agree to the 
nent of chief value, and coated wholly or in part with tin or lead or a mixture | same with an amendment as follows: 
of which these metals or either of them is a component part, shall pay a duty | lieu thereof the following: 
of 55 per cent. ad valorem: Provided further, That on and after October 1, 1897, “237. All sugars above No, 16, Dutch standard in color, shall pay a duty o 
tin-plates and terne-plates lighter in weight than 63 pounds per hundred square | five-tenths of l cent per pound: Provided, That all such sugars above No. 16, 
feet shall beadmitted free of duty, unless it shal! be made to appear to the satis- | Dutch standard in color, shall pay one-tenth of i cent per pound in addition 
faction of the President (who shall thereupon by proclamation make known the | to the rate herein provided for, when exported from, or the product of any 
fact) that the aggregate quantity of such plates lighter than 63 pounds per hun- | country when and so long as such country pays or shall hereafter pay, directly 
dred square feet produced in the United States during either of the six years | or indirectly, a bounty onthe exportation of any sugar that may be included 
next preceding June 30, 1897, has equaled one-third the amount of such plates | in this grade, which is greater than is paid on raw sugars of a lower saccharine 
imported and entered for consumption during any fiscal year after the passage | strength; and the Secretary #t the Treasury shall prescribe suitable rules and 
of this act, and prior to said October 1, 1897: Provided, That the amount of such | regulations to carry this provision into effect: And provided further, That all 
Eats manufagtured into articles exported, and upon which a drawback shall | machinery purchased abroad and erected in a beet-sugar factory and used in 
paid, shall not be included in ascertaining the amount of such importations: | the production of raw sugar in the United States from beets produced therein 
And provided further, That the amount or weight of sheet-iron or sheet-steel | shall be admitted duty free until the Ist day of July, 1892: Provided, That any 
manufactured in the United states and applied or wrought in the manniacture | duty collected on any of the above-described machinery purchased abroad and 
of articles or wares tinned or terne-plated in the United States, with weight | imported into the United States for the uses above indicated since January 1, 
allowance as sold to manufacturers or others, shall be considered as tin and | 189), shall be refunded.” 
terne piates produced in the United States within the meaning ot this act.” And the Senate agree to the same. 
And the Senate agree to the same. Amendment numbered 165: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
Amendment numbered 103: ‘That the House recede from its disagreementto | the amendment of the Senate numbered 165, and agree tothe same with an 


— — 


Strike out the paragraph and insert in 
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amendment as follows 
following : 

**241. That the peor isions of this act providing terms for the admission of im- 
ported sugars and molasses and for the payment of a bounty on sugars of do- 
mestic production shall take effect on the let day of April, 1891: Provided, That 
on and after the lstday of March, 1891, and prior to the ist day of April, 1891, 
sugars not exceeding No.16 Dutch standard in color maybe refined in bond 
without payment of duty, and such refined sugars may be transported in bond 
and stored in bonded warehouse atsuch points of destination as are provided in 
existing laws relating to the immediate transportation of dutiable goods in 
bond, under such rules and regulations as shall be prescribed by the Secretary 
of the Treasury." 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendments numbered 177 end 178: That the House recede from its disa- 
greement to the amendments of the Senate numbered 177 and 178, and agree to 
the same with an amendment as follows: Striking out the paragraph and in- 
serting in lieu thereof the following 

“281, Pease, green, in bulk or in barrels, sacks, or similar packages, 40 cents 
per bushel of 60 pounds; pease, dried, 20 cents per bushel; split peas, 50 cents 
per bushel of 60 pounds; peas in cartons, papers, or other small packages, | 
cent per pound,” 

And the Senate agree to the same 

Amendment numbered 181: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered i81, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: Striking out the paragraph and inserting in lieu thereof 
the following 

**293, Fish, smoked, dried, salted, pickled, frozen, packed in ice, or otherwise 
prepared for preservation, and fresh fish not specially provided for in this act, 
three-fourths of 1 cent per pound.” 

And the Senate agree to the same, 

Amendment numbered 183: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 183, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: Strike out the paragraph and insert in lieu thereof the 
following : 

“301. Oranges, lemons, and limes,in packages of capacity of 1} cubic feet or 
less, 13 cents per package; in packages of capacity exceeding 1) cubic feet and 
not exceeding 2} cubic feet, B cents per package ; in Soe of capacity ex- 
ceeding 2) cubic feet and not exceeding 5 cubic feet, cents per package; .n 
pocinane of capacity exceeding 5 cubic feet, for every additional cubie foot or 

ractional part thereof, 10 cents; in bulk, $1.50 per one thousand, and in addi- 
tion thereto a duty of 30 per cent. ad valorem upon the boxes or barrels con- 
taining such oranges, lemons, or limes.”’ 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 188: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 188, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: Strike out the paragraph and insert in licu thereof 
the following 

“318. Chocolate (other than chocolate confectionery and chocolate commer- 
cially known as sweetened chocolate), 2 cents per pound.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 190: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 190, and ree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: Strike out the paragraph and insert in lieu thereof the 
following: 

“324. Dextrine, burnt starch, gum substitute, or British gum, 1} cents per 

pound,’ 
: And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 191: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 194, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: Strike out the paragraph and insert in lieu thereof the 
following : 

‘$29. Brandy and other spirits manufactured or distilled from grain or other 
materials, and not specially provided for in this act, $2.50 per proof gallon.”’ 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendments numbered 196 to and including 223: That the House recede from 
its disagreement to the amendments of the Senate numbered 196 to and includ- 
ing 223, and agree to the same with amendments as follows: Strikeout the par- 
agraphs and insert in lieu thereof the following: 

“$32. Cordials, liquors, arrack, absinthe, kirschwasser, ratafia, and other spir- 
ituous beverages or bitters of all kinds containing spirits, and not specially pro- 
vided for in this act, $2.50 per proof gallon. 

‘* 333. No lower rate or amount of duty shall be levied, collected, and paid on 
brandy, spirits, and other spirituous beverages than that fixed by law for the 
description of first proof; but it shall be increased in proportion for any greater 
strength than the strength of first proof, and all imitations of brandy or spirits 
or wines imported by any names whatever shall be subject to the highest rate 
of duty provided for the genuine articles respectively intended to be repre- 
sented, and in no case less than $1.50 per =. 

“334. Bay-rum or bay-water, whether distilled or compounded, of first proof, 
and in proportion for any greater strength than first proof, $1.50 per gallon. 

“335. Champagne and all other sparkling wines, in bottles containing each 
not more than | quart and more than 1 pint, $8 per dozen; containing not more 
than 1 pint each and more than one-half pint, $4 per dozen ; containing one-half 

int each or less, $2 per dozen ; in bottles or other vessels containing more than 

quart each, in addition to $8 per dozen bottles, on the quantity in excess of 1 
quart at the rate of $2.50 per gallon, 

‘* 336. Still wines, including ginger wine or ginger cordial and vermuth, in 
casks, 50 cents per galion; in bottles or jugs, per case of one dozen bottles or 
jugs, containing each not more than 1 q :art and more than 1 pint, or twenty-four 
bottles or jugs, containing each not more than | pint, $1.60 per case ; and any ex- 
cess beyond these quantities found in such bottles or jugs shall be a toa 
duty of 5 cents per pint or fractional part thereof, but no separate or itional 
duty shall be assessed on the bottles or jugs: Provided, That any wines, ginger 
cordial, or vermuth imported containing more than 24 per cent. of al shall 
be forfeited to the United States: And provided further, That there shall be no 
constructive or other allowance for breakage, | or on wines, 
liquors, cordials, or distilled spirits. Wines, cordials, dy, and other spirit- 
uous liquors imported in bottles or jugsshall be packed in packages con ning 
not less than one dozen bottles or jugs in each pac! ; and all such bottles or 
jugs jshal! pay an additional duty of 3 cents for each bottle or jug, unless spe- 
cially provided for in this act. 

“337. Ale, porter, and beer, in bottles or jugs, 40 cents per gallon, but no sepa- 
rate or additional duty shall be assessed on the bottles or jugs; otherwise than 
in bottles or jugs, 20 cents per gallon. 

“338. Malt extract, fluid, in casks, 20 cents per gallon; in bottles or jugs, 40 
cents per galion; solid or condensed, 40 per cent, ad valorem. 

“339. Cherry juice and prune juice, or prune wine, and other fruit juice, not 
specially provided for in this act, containing not more than 18 per cent. of alco- 
hol, 60 cents per gallon; if containing more than 18 per cent. of aleohol, $2.50 
per proof gallon. 

** 340, Ginger-ale, ginger-beer, lemonade, soda-water,and othersimilar waters 
in plain green or colored molded or pressed glass bottles, containing each not 
more than three-fourths of a pint, 13 cents per dozen; containing more than 


Strike out the paragraph and insert in lieu thereof the 
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three-fourths of a pint each and not more than 1} pints, 26 cents per dozen 

no separate or additional duty shall be samenee on the bottles; if imported 
otherwise than in plain green or colored molded or pressed glass bottles, or | 
such bottles containing more than 1} pints each, 50 cents per gallon and in a 
dition thereto duty shall be collected on the bottles, or other covering: 
the rates which would be chargeable thereon if imported empty. 

“341. All mineral waters, and all imitations of natural mineral waters, : 
all artificial mineral waters not specially provided for in this act, in plain ¢ 
or colored glass bottles, containing not more than 1 pint, 16cents per dozen | 
tles. If containing more than 1 pintand not more than 1 quart, 25 cents 
dozen bottles. But no separate duty shall be assessed upon the bottles. If 
ported otherwise than in plain green or colored glass bottles or if imported { 
such bottles containing more than 1 quart, 20 cents per gallon, and in addit 
thereto duty shall be collected upon the bottles or other covering at the sa 
rates that would be charged if imported empty or separately.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 230: That the House recede from its disagreeme: , 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 230, and agree to the same wit! « 
amendment as follows: Striking out the paragraph and inserting in lieu the; 
the following: 


“ Provided, That all such clothing ready made and articles of wearing app 
having India rubber as a component material (not including gloves or elas: 
articles that are specially provided for in this act) shall be subject to a duty) 

50 cents per pound, and in addition thereto 50 per cent. ad valorem.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendments numbered 231 and 232: That the House recede from its di. 
greement to the amendments of the Senate numbered 231 and 232, and agree ty 
the same with amendments as follows: Striking out the paragraph and inser: 
ing in lieu thereof the following: 

**350. Plushes, velvets, velveteens, corduroys, and all pile fabrics composed 
of cotton or other vegetable fiber, not bleached, dyed, colored, stained, painte:! 
or printed, 10 cents per square yard and 20 per cent. ad valorem; on all su 
goods if bleached, 12 cents per square yard and 20 percent. ad valorem; if dy: 
colored, stained, painted, or printed, 14 cents per square yard and 20 per cen! 
ad valorem; but noneof the eousetee articles in this paragraph shall pay a ks; 
rate of duty than 40 per cent. ad valorem. 

“351. Chenille curtains, table covers, and all goods manufactured of cott. 
chenille, or of which cotton chenille forms the component material of chix 
value, 60 percent. ad valorem.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 233: That the House recede from its disagreement | 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 233, and agree to the same with o 
amendment as follows: Striking out the paragraph and inserting in lieu thereof 
the following : 

"853. Stockings, hose, and half-hose, selvaged, fashioned, narrowed, or shape: 
wholly or in part by knitting-machines or frames, or knit by hand, including 
such as are commercially known as seamless stockings, hose or half-hose, al! of 
the above, composed of cotton or other vegetable fiber, finished or unfinished, 
valued at not more than 60 cents per dozen pairs, 20 cents per dozen pairs, ani 
in addition thereto 20 per cent.ad valorem; valued at more than & cents per 
dozen pairs and not more than $2 per dozen pairs,50 cents per dozen pairs, an 
in addition thereto 30 per cent.ad valorem; valued at more than $2 per dozen 
pairs, and not more than $4 per dozen pairs, 75 cents per dozen pairs, and in a:l- 
dition thereto 40 per cent. ad valorem; valued at more than $4 per doen pairs, 
$1 per dozen pairs, and in addition thereto 40 per cent. ad valorem ; and all shirts 
and drawers composed of cotton or other vegetable fiber, valued at more than 
$1.50 per dozen and not more than $8 per dozen, $1 per dozen, and in addition 
thereto. 35 per cent. ad valorem; valued at more n $3 per dozen and not 
more than $5 per dozen, $1.25 per dozen, and in addition thereto, 40 per cen! 
ad valorem; valued at more than $5 per dozen and not more than $7 per dozen, 
$1.50 per dozen, and in addition thereto, 40 per cent.ad valorem; valued at more 
than $7 per dozen, $2 per dozen, and in addition thereto, 40 per cent. ad valorem .' 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendments numbered 235, 236, and 237: That the House recede from its dis 
agreement tothe amendments of the Senate numbered 235, 236, and 237, ani 
agree to the same with amendments as follows: Striking out the paragrap!hs 
and inserting in lieu thereof the following: 

“357. Flax, not hackled or dressed, 1 cent per pound. 

“358. Flax, hackled, known as ‘dressed line,’ 3 cents per pound. 

“359. Tow, of flax or hemp, one-haif of 1 cent per pound.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendments numbered 241 and 242: That the House recede from its disa- 
greement to the amendments of the Senate numbered 241 and 242, and agree to 
the same with amendments as follows: Striking out the paragraph and insert- 
ing in lieu thereof the following: ; 

“362. Cables, cordage, and twine (except binding-twine composed wholly 0/ 
manila or sisal-grass), 1) ae, pound; all binding-twine manufactured i: 
whole or in part from istle or Tampico fiber, manila, sisal-grass, or sunn, sev- 
en-tenths of 1 cent per pound; cables and cordage made of hemp, 2} cents pcr 
pound; tarred cables and cordage, 3 cents per pound.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendments numbered 249 and 250: That the House recede from its dis- 
agreement to the amendments of the Senate numbered 249 and 250, and agree 
to the same with an amendment as follows: Striking out the paragraph an: 
inserting in lieu thereof the following: 

“* 367. x gill-netting, neta, webs, and seines, when the thread or twine o! 
which they are composed is made of yarn of a number not higher than 20, 
cents pet pound and 35 per cent. ad valorem; when made of threads or twine: 
the yarn of which is finer than number 20, 20 cents per pound, and in addition 
thereto 45 per cent. ad valorem.”’ 

And the Senate to the same. 

Amendments numbered 252 and 258: That the House recede from its disagrec- 
ment to the amendments of the Senate numbered 252 and 253, and to the 
same with amendments as follows: Striking out the paragraphs and inserting 
in lieu thereof the following : 

“370. Yarns or threads composed of flax or hemp, or of a mixture of eith 
of these substances, valued at 13 cents or less per pound, 6 cents per poun:! 
valued at more than 13 cents per pound, 45 per cent. ad valorem. 

“371. All manufactures of flax or hemp, or of which these substances, 0 
either of them, is the component material of chiet value, not jally provided 
for in this act, 50 per eent, ad valorem: . That until January 1; 15°, 
such manufacturesof flax containing more than 100 threads to the square inc!) 
counting both warp and filling, shall be subject to a duty of 35 per cent. ad v1 
lorem in lieu of the duty herein provided.” 

And the Senate to the same, 

Amendment num 255: That the House recede from its disagreement 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 255, and agree to the same wit!) 0 
amendment as follows: Striking out the amendment and tuserting in |i: 
thereof the following: “Shirts, and all articles of weari rel of every 
description, not av pn for in this act, com lly or in par 
of linen, 55 per cent. ad valorem; ” and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendments numbered 256, 257, 258, and 259: That the House recede from 
its disagreement to the amendments of the Senate numbered 256, 257, 258, ani 
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3 agree to the same with amendments as follows: Striking out the para- 
= a ae in lieu thereof the following : . f 
oe Laces, ings, embroideries, insertings, neck rufMlings, ruchings. trim- 
mings, tauckings, window-curtains, and other similar tamboured articles, 
and articies embroidered by hand or machinery, embroidered and hem-stitched 
handkerchiefs, and articles made wholly or in part of lace, rufflings, tuckings, 
or ruchings, all of the above-named articles, composed of flax, jute, cotton, or 
other vegetable fiber, or of which these substances or either of them, or a mixt- 
ure of any of them, is the component material of chief value, not specially 
provided for in this act, 60 per cent. ad valorem: Provided, That articles of 
wearing apparel, and textile fabrics, when embroidered by hand or machinery, 
and whether specially or otherwise provided for in this act, shall not pay a less 
rate of duty than that fixed by the respective paragraphs and sched ales of this 
act upon embroideries of the materials of which they are respectively com- 
” 





And the Senate agree to the same. E 
Amendment numbered 260: That the House recede from its disagreement to 


the amendment of the Senate numbered 260, and agree to the same with an | 


amendment as follows: Striking out the paragraph and inserting in lieu thereof 
the following: P 

* 374. All manufactures of jute, or other vegetable fiber, except flax, hemp, or 
cotton, or of which jute, or other vegetable fiber, except flax, hemp, or cotton, 
is the pagenee material of chief value, not specially provided for in this act, 
valued at 
per pound, 40 per cent. ad valorem.”’ 

And the Senate agree to the same. 


Amendment numbered 269: That the House recede from its disagreement to | 


the amendment of the Senate numbered 269, and agree to the same with an 
amendmentas follows: Striking out the paragraph and inserting in lieu thereof 
the following: 

“396. On clothing, ready made, and articles of wearing apparel of every de- 
scription, made up or manufactured wholly or in part. not specially provided 
for in this act, felta not woven, and not specially provided for in this act, and 
plushes and other pile fabrics, all the foregoing, composed wholly or in part of 
wool, worsted, the hair of the camel, goat, alpaca, or other animals,the duty 
per pound shall be four and one-half times the duty imposed by this act on a 
pound of unwashed wool of the first class, and in addition thereto 60 per cent. 
ad valorem.” e 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendments numbered 271, 272,and 273: That the House recede from its dis- 
agreement to the amendments of the Senate numbered 271,272,and 273, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Striking out the paragraph 
and inserting in lieu thereof the following: 

“407. Carpets and carpeting of wool, ay or cotton, or composed in part of 
either, not specially provided for in this act, 50 per cent. ad valorem.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 279: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 279, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows : Striking out the paragraph and inserting in lieu thereof 
the following : 

“411. Velvets, plushes, or other pile fabrics containing, exclusive of selvages, 
less than 75 per cent. in weight of silk, $1.50 per pound and 15 per cent. ad valo- 
rem ; containing, exciusive of selvages, 75 per cent.or more in weight of silk, 
$3.50 per pound and 15 per cent. ad valorem; but in no case shall any of the 
foregoing articles pay a lesc rate of duty than 50 per cent. ad valorem.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 281: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 281, and agree to the same with an 
cneeaeees follows: Striking out the proviso and inserting in lieu thereof 

‘ollowing : 

“ Provided, That all such clothing ready made and articles of wearing apparel 
when composed in part of India rubber (not‘including gloves or elastic articles 
that are specially provided for in this act) shall be subject toa duty of 8 cents 
per ounce, and in addition thereto 60 per cent. ad valorem.” ‘ 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 290: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 290, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: Strike out the paragraph and insert in lieu thereof the 
following: 

“419. Tapers known commercially as copying-paper, filtering-paper, silver- 

r, and all tissue-paper, white or colored, made up in copying-books, reams, 
or S any other form, 8 cents per pound, and in addition thereto 15 per cent. ad 
valotem ; albumenized or sensitized paper, 35 per cent, ad valorem.”’ 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 292: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 292, and agree tothe same with an 
amendmentas follows: Strike out the paragraph and insert in lieu thereof the 
following: 

"422. hangings and paper for screens or fire-boards, writing-paper,draw- 
ing-paper, and all other paper not specially provided for in this act, 25 per cent. 
ad valorem.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendments numbered 297 and 298: That the House recede from its disagree- 
ment to the amendments of the Senate numbered 297 and 298, and agree to the 
same with amendments as follows: Striking out the paragraphs and inserting 
in lieu thereof the following: : 

“429. Buttons commercially known as agate buttons, 25 per cent.ad valorem; 
pearl and shell buttons, 2 cents per line button measure of one-fortieth of l inch 
per gross, and in addition thereto 25 per cent. ad valorem. 

“430, Ivory, vegetable ivory, bone or horn buttons, 50 per cent. ad valorem.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendments numbered 302 and 308: That the House recede from its dis- 
agreement to the amendments of the Senate numbered 302 and 303, and agree 
to the same with amendments as follows: Striking out the paragraph and in- 
serting in lieu thereof the following: 

443, Feathers and downs of all kinds, crude or not dressed, colored, or 
manufactured, not specially provided for in this act, 10 per cent. ad valorem: 
when colored, or manufactured, including quilts of down and other 
manufactures of down, and also including dooaned and finished birds suitable 
for m ornaments, and artificial and ornamental feathers and flowers, 
or parts thereof, of whatever material composed, not specially provided for in 
this on © = cent. ad valorem.’’ 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendments numbered 368 and 309: That the House recede from iis disagree- 
ment to aS aiet the Sensis numbered oe 809, and agree to the 
same with an amendment as ows: Striking outt raph and insertin 

{an heveat he following : - Poe . 


eet or tanned and dressed, dressed upper leather, includ- 
patent, and japanned leather, dressed or undressed, and finished ; 
chamois or other skins not ly enumerated or provided for in this act, 20 
ad valorem; book-binders’ calf-skins, kangaroo, sheep and goat skins, 
me [a oo eens one ee So cent. ad hae ow 

oroceo, tann ut unfin , 10 per cen valorem; piano-forte 
leather and piano-forte action | . 85 per cent.ad valorem; japanned calf- 


; 


Ee 


r 
8 


cents per pound or less, 2 cents per pound; valued above 5 cents | 
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10es, made of leather, 25 per cent. ad 


$e 


skins, 30 per cent. ad valorem; boots and sl 


valorem.’ 
And the Senate agree to the same 
Amendments numbered 311, 312, 313 i,and 315; That the House recede from 


its disagreement tothe amendments of the 
and 315, and agree tothe same with anamend: 
paragraph and inserting in lieu there re folk 

“459, Manufactures of alabaster, amber 
whip-gut, or worm-gut, je 


Senate numbered 311, 312,313,314, 
ent as follows: Striking out the 
wing: 

, asbestus, bladders, coral, catgut, or 
which these substances or 








t, paste, spar, wax,or of 


| either of them is the component material of chief value, not specially provided 





| greement to the amendments ofthe Senate n 


| amendment as follows 


for in this act,25 per cent.ad valorem; osier or willow.prepared for basket- 
makers’ use,30 per cent.ad valorem; manufactures of osier or willow, 40 per 
cent.ad valorem.’ 
And the Senate agree to the sams 
Amendments numbered 317 and 318: That the Hou sde from its disa 
imbered 317 and 318, and agreeto 
Striking out the paragraph and in- 





the same with an amendment as follows 
serting in lieu thereof the following 

“461. Manufactures of leather, fur, gutta-percha, vulcanized India rubber 
known as hard rubber, human hair, papier-maché, indurated fiber wares and 
other manufactures composed of wood or other pulp, or of which these sub- 
stances oreither of them is the component materi) of chief value, al! of the 
above not specially provided for in this act, 35 per cent. ad valorem 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 320: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 320, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows 

‘453. Masks, composed of paper or pulp, 35 per cent 

And the Senate agree to the same, 

Amendment numbered 325: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 325, and agree to the same with an 
Strike out the paragraph and insert fn lieu thereof the 


ad valorem. 





following: 

465. Paintings, in oil or water colors,and statuary, not otherwise provided 
for in this act, 15 per cent. ad valorem; butthe term ‘statuary’ as herein used 
shall be understood to include only such statuary as is cut, carved, or other 
wise wrought by hand from a solid block or mass of marble, stone, oralabaster, 
or from metal, and asis the professional production of a statuary or sculptor 
only.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 


Amendment numbered 327: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 327, and agree to the same with an 


amendment as follows : 

‘466. Slate pencils, 4 cents per gross.’ 
And the Senate agree to the same. 
Amendment numbered 329: That the House recede from its disagreement to 

the amendment of the Senate numbered 329,and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: Striking out the paragraph and inserting in lieu thereof 
the following: 

“468. Pipes, pipe-bowls, of all materials, and all smokers’ articles whatso- 
ever, not specially provided for in this act, including cigarette-books. cigarette- 
book covers, pouches for smoking or chewing tobacco, and cigarette-paper in 
all forms, 70 per cent. ad valorem; all common tobacco pipes of clay, 15 cents 
per gross.”’ 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendments numbered 330 and 331: That the House recede from its disagree- 
ment to the amendments of the Senate numbered 330 and 331,and agree to the 
same with an amendment as follows: Striking out the paragraph and insert- 
ing in lieu thereof the following: 

“470. Umbrellas, parasols, and sun-shades, covered with silk or alpaca, 55 per 
cent. ad valorem ; if covered with other material, 45 per cent. ad valorem.,”’ 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 333: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 333, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: Striking out the paragraph and inserting in lieu thereof 
the following: 

“Spec. 2. On and after the 6th day of October, 1890, unless otherwise specially 
provided for in this act, the following articles when imported shall be exempt 
from duty.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 341: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 341, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: Striking out the paragraph and inserting in lieu thereof 
the following : 

“491, Art educational stops, composed of glass and metal and valued at not 
more than 6 cents per gross.”’ 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendments numbered 344, 345, and 346: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendments of the Senate numbered 344, 345, and 346, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as foliows: Striking out the paragraph 
and inserting in lieu thereof the following: 

515. Books, maps, lithographic prints, and charts, specially imported, not 
more than two copies in any one invoice, in good faith, for the use of any so- 
ciety incorporated or established for educational, philosophical, literary, or re- 
ligious purposes, or for the encouragement of the fine arts, or for the use or by 
order of any college, academy, school, or seminary of learning in the United 
States, subject to such regulations as the Secretary of the Treasury shall pre- 
scribe.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 352: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 352, and agree tothe same with an 
amendment as follows: Striking out the paragraph and inserting in lieu thereof 
the following: 

; ae Clay: Common blue clay in casks suitable for the manufacture of cruci 
bles.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 356: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 356, and agree to the same with an 
amendment, as follows: Striking out the paragraph and inserting in lieu thereof 
the following: 

“S7L Fish, the prodact of American fisheries, and fresh or frozen fish (ex- 
cept salmon) caught in fresh waters by American vessels, or with nets or other 
devices owned by citizens of the United States.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 372: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 372,and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: Striking out the paragraph and inserting in lieu thereof 
the following: 

“674. Peltries and other usual goods and effect of Indians passing or repass- 
ing the boundary line of the United States, under such regulations as the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury may prescribe: Provided, That this exemption shall no 
apply to goods in bales or other packages unusual among Indians.’ 

nd the Senate agree to the same. 
Amendments numbered 379 and 380 





That the House recede from its disa- 
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greement to the amendments of the Senate numbered 376 and 380, and agree to 
the same with amendments as follows: Striking out the paragraph and insert- 
ing in tieu thereof the following 

"609, Seeds: Anise, canary, caraway, cardamon, coriander, cotton, cummin, 
fenne!, fenugreek, hemp, hoarhound, mustard, rape, St. John’s bread or bene, 
sugar-beet, mangel-wurzel, sorghum or sugar-cane for seed, and all flower and 
grass seeds; bulbs and bulbous roots, not edible; all the foregoing not spe- 
clally provided for in this act,"’ 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amondment numbered 388: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 388, and agree tothe same with an 
amendment as follows: Striking out the paragraph and inserting in lieu thereof 
the following 

‘726. Tin ore, cassiterite or black oxide of tin, and tin in bars, blocks, pigs, or 
grain or granulated, until Jaly 1, 1898, and thereafter as otherwise provided for 

n this act.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendments numbered 39 and 391: That the House recede from its disagree- 
ment to the amendments of the Senate numbered 390 and 391,and agree to the 
same with amendments as follows: Striking out the paragraph and insertingin 
lieu thereof the following 

“755. Fire-wood, handle-bolts, heading-bolts, stave-bolis, and shingle-bolts, 
hop-poles, fence-posts, railroad ties, ship-timber, andship-planking, not specially 
provided for in this act.”’ 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 401: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 401, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In line3 of said amendment strike out the words “ July, 
eighteen hundred aud ninety-one,”’ and insertin lieu thereof the words “ Janu- 
ary, eighteen hundred and ninety-two;’’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 404: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 404, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: Striking out the section and inserting in lieu thereof 
the following 

“Spc. 6. That on and after the Ist day of March, 1891, all articles of foreign 
manufacture, such as are usually or erdinarily marked, stamped, branded, or 
labeled, and all packages containing such or other imported articles, shall, re- 
spectively, be plainly marked, stamped, branded, or labeled in legible English 
words, 80 as to indicate the country of their origin; and unless so marked, 
stamped, branded, or labeled they sha)! not be admitted to entry.”’ 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendments numvered 405, 406, and 407: That the House recede from its dis- 
agreement to the amendments of the Senate numbered 405, 406, and 407, and 
agree to the same with amendments as follows: Striking out the section and 
inserting in lieu thereof the following: 

“Spc, 7. That on and after March |, 1891, no article of imported merchandise 
which shall copy or simulate the name or trade-mark of any domestic manu- 
facture or manufacturer shall be admitted to entry at any custom-house of the 
United States. And in order to aid the officers of the customs in enforcing this 
prohibition any domestic manufacturer who has adopted trade-marks may re- 
quire bis nameand residence and a description of his trade-marks to be recorded 
in books which shall be kept for that purpose in the Department of the Treas- 
ury under such regulationsas the Secretary of the Treasury shall! prescribe, and 
may furnish to the Department fac-similes of such trade-marks; and thereupon 
the Secretary of the Treasury shall cause one or more copies of the same to be 
transmitted to each collector or other proper officer of the customs.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 445: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 445, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: Striking out the section and inserting in lieu thereof 
the following: 

‘*Sec. 27, That all provisions of the statutes imposing restrictions of any kind 
whatsoever upon farmers and growers of tobacco in regard to the sale of their 
leaf-tobacco, and the keeping of books, and the registration and report of their 
sales of leaf-tobacco, or imposing any tax on account of such sales, are hereby 
repealed: Provided, however, Thatit shall be the duty of every farmer or planter 
producing and selling leaf-tobacco, on demand of any internal-revenue officer, or 
other authorized agent of the Treasury Department, to furnish said officer or 
agent a true and complete statement, verified by oath, of all his sales of leaf- 
tobaeco, the number of hogsheads, cases, or pounds, with the name and resi- 
dence, in each instance, of the person to whom sold, and the place to which it 
isshipped. And every farmer or planter who willfully refuses to furnish such 
information, or who knowingly makes false statements as to any of the facts 
aforesaid, shall be guilty of a misdemeanor, and shall be liable to a penalty not 
exceeding $500," 

And the Senate agreeto the same. 

Amendment numbered 446: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 446, and agree to the same with an 
amendmentas follows: Striking out the section and inserting in lieu thereof the 
following: . 

‘* Seo, 28. That section 3381 of the Revised Statutes be,and the sameis hereby, 
amended by striking outall after the said number and substituting therefor 
the following: 

*** Every peddler of tobacco, before commencing, or,if he has already com- 
meneced, before continuing to peddle tobacco, shall furnish to the collector of 
his district a statement accurately setting forth the place of his residence, and, 
if in a city, the street and number of the street where he resides, the State or 
States through which he proposes to travel; also whether he pro to sell 
his own manufactures or the manufactures of others,and,if he selis for other 
parties, the person for whom he sells. He shall also give a bond in the sum of 
$500, to be approved by the collector of the district, conditioned that he shall not 
engage in any attempt, by himself or by collusion with others, to defraud the 
Government of any tax on tobacco, snuff, orcigars; thatheshall neither sell nor 
offer for sale any tobacco, snuff, or cigars, except in original and full packages, 
as the law requires the same to be put upand prepared by the manufacturer for 
sale, or for removal for sale or consumption, an caeees such packages of to- 
bacco, snuff, and cigars as bear the manufacturer's label or caution notice, and 
his legal marks and brands, and genuine internal-revenue stamps which 
never before been used.’”’ 

Aud the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment nambered 447: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 417, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: Striking out tne section and inserting in lieu thereof 
the following: 

“Sec, 29. That section 3388, Revised Statutes, as amended by section 15 of the 
act of March 1, 1879, be, and the same is hereby, amended by striking out all of 
said section and by substituting in lieu thereof the following: 

*** Every peddler of tobacco shall obtain a certificate from the collector of his 
collection district, who is hereby authorized and directed to issue the same, 
giving the name of the peddler, his residence, and the fact of his having filed 
the required bond; and shall on demand of any officer of internal revenue pro- 
duce and exhibit his certificate. And whenever any peddier refuses to exhibit 
his certificate, as aforesxid, on demand of any officer of internal revenue, said 
officer may seize the horse or mule, wagon and contents, or pack, bundle, or 
basket, of any person so refusing; and the collector of the district in which the 
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seizure occurs may, on ten days’ notice, published in any newspaper in {) 
district, or served aay on the peddler, or at his dwelling house, req) 
such peddler to show cause, if any he has, why the horses or mules, wa, 
and contents, pack, bundle, or basket so seized shall not be forfeited. [nn case, 
sufficient cause is shown, proceedings for the forfeiture of the property seize, 
shall be taken under the general provisions of the internal-revenue laws ro. 
lating to forfeitures. Any internal-revenue agent may demand production of 
and inspect the collector’s certificate for peddlers, and refusal or failure to pro. 
duce the same, when so demanded, shali subject the party guilty ther 
to a fine of not more than $500 and to imprisonment for not more than ty 
months.’’’ 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 448: That the House recede from its disagreeine,: ; 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 448, and agree to the same wit} 
amendment as follows: Striking out the section and inserting in lieu th 
the following: 

“ Sec. 30. That on and after the Ist day of January, 1891, the internal tax... 
on smoking and manufactured tobacco shall be 6 cents per pound, and on s 
6cents per pound” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 450: That the House recede from its disagreement ¢ 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 450, and agree to the same with a; 
amendment as fellows: Striking out the section and inserting in lieu th. 
the following: 

“Spe, 31, That section 3363, Revised Statutes, be, and hereby is, amend 
striking out all after said number and substituting the following: 

“*No manufactured tobacco shall be sold or offered for sale unless put up 
packages and stamped as prescribed in this chapter, except at retail by retai! 
dealers from pickages authorized by section 3362 of the Revised Statutes; and 
every person who sells or offers for sale any snuff or any kind of manufactured 
tobacco not so put up in packages and stamped shal! be fined not less than %« 
nor more than $5,000, ad imprisoned not Jess than six months nor more th 
two years.’”’ 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 451: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 451, and agree to the same with a 
amendment as follows: Striking out the section and inserting in lieu ther: 
the following: 

“Sec, 32. That section 3392 of the Revised Statutes, as amended by sectio 
= act of March 1, 1879, be, and the same hereby is, amended to read as fo 
ows: 

*** All cigars shall be packed in boxes not before used for that purpose, « 
taining respectively 25, 50, LOU, 200, 250, or 500 cigars each: Provided, however 
That manufacturers of cigars shall be permitted to pack in boxes not before 
used for that purpose cigars not to exceed 13 nor less than 12in number 
be used as sample boxes; and every rson who sells, or offers for sale, « 
delivers, or ofters to deliver, any cigars in any other form than in new boxes is 
above described, or who ks in any box any cigars in excess of or less tli 
the number provided by law to be put in each box respectively, or who falsely 
brands any box,or affixes a stamp on any box denoting a less amount of ta: 
than that required by law, shall be fined for each offense not more than $) \« 
and be imprisoned not more than two years: Provided, That nothing in (hi+ 
section shall be construed as preventing the sale of cigars at retail by reta'! 
dealers, who have paid the special tax as such, from boxes packed, stam pe: 
and branded in the manner prescribed by law: And provided further, That every 
manutacturer of cigarettes shall put up all the cigarettes that he manufactur 
or has manufactured for him, = sells or removes for consumption or use, in 
packages or parcels containing 10, 20, 50, or 100 cigarettes each, and shal! se 
curely affix to each of said packages or parcels a suitable stamp denoting the 
tax thereon, and shal! properly cance! the same prior to such sale or remova! for 
consumption or use, under such regulations as the Commissioner of Interna! 
Revenue shall prescribe; and all cigarettes imported from a foreign country 
shall be packed, stamped, and the stamps canceled in like manner, in additi: 
to the import stamp indicating inspection of the custom-house before they « 
withdrawn therefrom.’ ” 

And the Senate agree to the same. \ 

Amendment numbered 452: That the House recede from its disagreemeii' (o 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 452,and agree to the same with a 
amendment as follows: Striking out the section and inserting in lieu thereof 
the following: 

“Se. 33. That section 3357 of the Revised Statutes, as amended by section - 
of the act of June 9, 1880, be, and the same is, amended by striking out all-a((c: 
the number and inserting in lieu thereof the following: 

“* kvery collector shall keep a record, in a book or books provided for 1! 
purpose, to be open to the inspection of only the proper officers of internal rev- 
enue, including deputy collectors and internal-revenue agents, of the name a1! 
residence of every person engaged in the manufacture of tobacco or snuff i! |1is 
district, the place where such manufacture is carried on, and the number of (|: 
manufactory; and he shall enter in said record, under the name of each man. 
facturer, a copy of every inventory required by law to be made by such man 
facturer,and an abstract of his monthly returns; and he shall causethe sever. 
manufactories of tobacco or snuff in his district to be numbered consecutive! 
which numbers shall not be thereafter changed, except for reasons satisfac'. 
to himself and approved by the Commissioner of Internal Revenue.’”’ 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 453: That the House recede from its disagreeme.' 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 453, and agree to the same wit! «: 
amendment as follows: Striking out the section and inserting in lieu the: 
the following: 

“Spc, 34. That section 3389 of the Revised Statutes, as amended by section | 
= act of March 1, 1879, be, and the same is hereby, amended so as to read «+ 

olows: 

“* Every collector shall oe a record, in a book provided for that purpos: 
to be open to the inspection of only the proper officers of internal revenue, :: 
cluding deputy collectors and internal-revenue agents, of the name and re- 
dence of every person engaged in the manufacture of cigars in his district, t!c 
place where such manufacture is carried on, and the number of the manu /a 
tory; and he shall enter in said record, under the name of each manufactur 
an abstract of his inventory and monthly returns; and he shall cause the s«\ 
eral manufacturers of cigars in the district to be numbered consecutively, wii! 
number shall not thereafter be changed.’"’ 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 455: That the House recede from its disagree me! 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 455, and agree to the same wit!) °: 
amendment as follows: Striking out the section and inserting in lieu ther 
the following: 

“Spc. 35. That section 3387 of the Revised Statutes, as amended by section |° 
of the act of March 1, 187¥, be, and the same is hereby, amended he striking 
from the said section the following words, oe, « with an additions! 
$100 for each person proposed to be employed by him in making cigars,’ 2°‘ 
inserting in lieu of the words so stricken out the words ‘ one hundred dollars. 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 480: That the House recede from its disagreeme!! ‘° 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 490, and agree to the same wit! 4" 
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amendmentas follows: Striking out the section and inserting in lieu thereof the 
ee That any producer of pure sweet wines, who is also a distiller, au- 
thorized to separate from fermented grape-juice, under internal-revenue laws, 
wine spirits, may use, free of tax, in the pre tion of such sweet wines, under 
such regulations and after the filing of such notices and bonds, together with 
the keeping of such records and the rendition of such reports as to materials and 
products, as the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, with the approval of the 
Secretary of the Treasury, may prescribe, so much of such wine spirits so sepa- 
rated by him as may be necessary to fortify the wine for the preservation of the 
saccharine matter contained therein: Provided, That the wine spirits so used 
free of tax shal! not be in excess of the amount required to introduce into such 
sweet wines an alcoholic strength equal to 14 per cent.of the volume of such 
wines after such use: Provided further, That such wine containing, after such 
fortification, more than me cent. of alcohol, as defined by section 3249 of the 
Revised Statutes, shall be forfeited to the United States: Provided further, That 
such use of wine spirits free from tax shall be confined to the months of August, 
September, October, November, December, January, February, March, and 
Aprilof each year. The Commissioner of Internal Revenue, in determining the 
liability of any distiller of fermented grape-juice to assessment under section 
3309 of the Revised Statutes, is authorized to allow such distiller credit in his 
computation for the wine spirits used by him in .preparing sweet wine under 
the provisions of this section.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 485: That the House recede froin its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 485, and agree to the same with an 
amendmentstriking out the section and inserting in lieu thereof as follows: 

“Sec, 47. That all provisions of law relating to the reimportation of any goods 
of domestic growth or manufacture which were originally liable to an internal- 
revenue tax shall be, as far as applicable, enforced against any domestic wines 
sought to be reimported; and duty shall be levied and collected upon the same 
when reimported as an original importation.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 486: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 486, and sepee to the same with an 
amendment striking out the section and inserting in lieu thereof as follows: 

“Sec, 48. That any person using wine spirits or other spirits which have not 
been tax-paid in fortifying wine, otherwise than as provided for in this act, shall 
be guilty of a misdemeanor, and shall, on conviction thereof, be punished for 
each offense by a fine of not more than $2,000, and for every offense other than 
the first also by imprisonment for not more than one year."’ 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 491: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 491, and agree to the same with an 
amendment striking out the section and inserting in lieu thereof as follows: 

** Provided, That any imported merchandise deposited in bond in any public or 
private bonded warehouse having been so deposited prior to the lst day of Oc- 
tober, 1890, may be withdrawn for consumption at any time prior to February 
1, 1891, upon the payment of duties at the rates in force prior to the passage of 
this act: Provided further, That when duties are based upon the weight of mer- 
chandise deposited in any public or private bonded warehouse said duties shall 
be levied and collected upon the weight of such merchandise at the time of its 
withdrawal.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 494: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 494, and agree to the same with an 
amendment striking out the section and inserting in lieu thercof as follows: 

“Sec. 52. That the value of foreign coin as expressed in the money of ac- 
count of the United States shall be that of the pure metal ofsuch coin of standard 
value; and the values of the standard coins in circulation of the various nations 
of the world shai) be estimated quarterly by the Director of the Mint, and be 
proclaimed by the Secretary of the Treasury immediately after the passage of 
this act, and thereafter quarterly on the Ist day of January, April, July, and 
October in each year."’ 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 495: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 495, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as fullows: Add to section 35, at the end, the following: 

* And it shall be the duty of special-tax payers to render their returns to the 
deputy collector at such times within the calendar month in which the special- 
tax liability commenced as shal! enable him to receive such returns, duly signed 
and verified, not later than the last day of the month, except tn cases of sickness 
or absence, as provided for in section 3176 of the Revised Statutes."’ 

And the Senate agree to the same. 
WM. McKINLEY, Jxr., 


J. C. BURROWS, 

THOS. M. BAYNE, 

N. DINGLEY, Jz., 
Managers on the part of the House o Representatives. 


NELSON W. ALDRICH, 

wot Sean 

FRANK HISCOOK, 
Managerson the part of the Senate. 


The statement of the conferees is as follows: 


In presenting their report on House bill 9416, the conferees on the part of the 
House submit the following statement intended to explain their action in the 
conference committee? 

When passed by the House the bill provided for an estimated reduction of 
$71,000,000 in round numbers, of which about $10,500,000 was from internal-rev- 
enue taxes. As by the Senate the estimated reduction was $60,000,000 
exclusive of the internal-revenue visions of the House bill. There was ro 
material difference in the estima’ reduction between the House and Senate 
when the bill was referred to the conference committee so far as the tariff sched- 
ules are concerned, and your committee believe that this difference has not been 
materially affected by the action of the conferces. 

In the chemical schedules the differences were numerous, most of them, how- 
ever, being verbal, and where substantial were not important. 

In the earthenware schedule the House rates on china and earthen ware were 
ragraphs the House classifications have been re- 
tained in the main. A few changes were made by the conference in the para- 
graphs on bottles, intended to give greater clearness to the phraseology and to 
— the interests of the Government. On window-g!iass the Senate reduced 

House rates, and a compromise was effected by adjusting rates between 
those of the two Houses, which are an advance on those of the Senate and a 
—_ deduction on those of the House. In the higher grades of glassware the 

of the oer a eannpetnn These were chan: by the conference and 
ad valorem rates substituted, and a uniform rate of 60 per cent. adopted. 
of which were ballaved to be tos low to alors tom to tos wens 
were iow to proper protection to the gr 
industries to be aftected. The amendments made by the Senate and the ad- 
justment by the conference committee are fully set forth in the print of the bill 
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which accompanies the conference report,and which shows the action of the 
two Houses and the action of the conferees, respectively. Several additional 
classifications have been made in the paragraphs relating to stee! plates, sheets, 
and billets, these changes being contined to the lowest grades of steel, the 
rates of the House on the higher grades being retained. The House rate on 
railway bars of six-tenths of | cent per pound, or $13.44 per ton, has been re- 
tained. The Senate rate of one-half of 1 cent per pound on copper has been a 
cepted by the conferees. 

The changes in the wood schedule are not material. 

In the agricultural schedule the House rates are mainly retained. Garden 
seeds have been reduced from 40 per cent., as proposed by the House, to 20 per 
cent,, the rate substituted by the Senate, and turnip seed, which the Senate 
placed on the free-list, transferred to the dutiable-list. The paragraph on fish 
was reconstructed and the rate reduced from 1 cent per pound, as fixed by the 
House, to three-fourths of lcent per pound, Oranges, lenwns, and limes, which 
the House made dutiable at double the present ratesin order to afford protec- 
tion and encouragement to the planters of California and Florida, the Senate 
reduced to rates somewhat above the present law. The House conferees 
yielded reluctantly to this reduction. An amendment was added to that of the 
Senate imposing an additional duty of 30 per cent.on the packages in which 
oranges, lemons,and limes are imported. The paragraphsinserted by the Sen 
ate imposing a discriminating duty of 10 per cent. on tea, the produce of coun 
tries east of the Cape of Good Hope, when imported from countries east of the 
Cape of Good Hope, were struck out. 

In the liquor schedule the Senate made increases on the various forms of 
wines and liquors. The House rates were restored except on champagne and 
spirits, leaving still-wines and malt liquors at the existing rates of duty. A 
few verbal changes were made in this schedule for the purpose of insuring ad- 
ditional security to the revenue. 

In the cotton schedule but few changes were made in the amendments of the 
Senate, all of which will appear in the bill herewith presented. 

The Senate made severa) reductions in the flax schedule which the House 
conferees believed to be dangerous to the success of that industry. The House 
conferees were notable to maintain the House rates in all cases, but those agreed 
to are increases on those of the Senate. The Senate placed binding-twine on the 
free-list. After a long conference the rates agreed to were seven-tenths of 1 
cent per pound. 

The wool schedule was not materially amended by the Senate. Two of the 
three substantial amendments related to worsted yarns and cloths and were 
more in the nature of corrections of errors than a change in rates. 

The Senate struck out the bounty provisions proposed in the silk schedule of 
the bill as passed by the House. Other amendments which restore the lan- 
guage and rates of the present iaw were made. In these your committee con- 
curred, 

In the paper schedule the changes made are not material, and relate to classi- 
fication rather than to rates. 

A number of changes have been made in the sundries achedule, but with one 
exception these are of such character as not to require special mention ‘The 
one exception is that relating to paintingsand statuary, which the House placed 
on the free-list and which the Senate restored to the dutiable-list at 30 per cent 
ad valorem. The conferees, after an earnest contention, decided to retain paint- 
ings and statuary on the dutiable-list at 15 per cent. ad valorem, which is oue- 
half the present duty. 

{n the sugar schedule the Senate struck out the House provision making 
sugar up to and including No. 16 Dutch standard free of duty, and substituted 
No. 13 as the line of free sugar. The Senate made sugar above 13 to 16 dutiable 
at three-tenths of a cent a pound, and above 16 Dutch standard dutiable at si 
tenths ofa centa pound. The House bill made sugar dutiableat four-tenths of 
acenta pound, The House conferees maintained No. 16 as the line for fre« 
sugar above No. 16, and the Senate conferces receded, 

The conferees agreed and recommend to their respective Houses that sugar 
above No. 16 Dutch standard shall be dutiabie at five-tenths of a centa pound 
and an additional one-tenth of a cent a pound upon all sugars imported from 
countries which pay an export bounty on sugar above No. 16 Dutch standard 

The House conferees agreed to the following amendment of the senate 

** (401) Sec. 3. That with a view to secure reciprocal trade with countries pre 
ducing the following articles, and for this purpose, on and after the Ist day of 
July, 1891, whenever and so often as the President shall be satisfied that the 
Government of any country producing and exporting sugars, molasses, coffee 
tea, and hides, raw and uncured, or any of such articles, imposes duties or other 
exactions upon the agricultural or other products of the United States, which 
in view of the free introduction of such sugar, he may deem to be reciprocally 
unequal and unreasonable, he shall have the power and it shall be his duty to 
suspend, by proclamation to that effect, the provisions of this act relating to the 
free introduction of such sugar, molasses, coffee, tea, and hides, the productio: 
of such country, for such timeas heshall deem just, and in such case and duriny 

such suspension duties shall be levied, collected, and paid upon sugar, mo 
lasses, coffee, tea, and hides, the product of or exported from such designated 
country, as follows, namely: 

“All sugars not above No. 13 Dutch standard in color shall pay duty on the 
polariscopic tests as follows, namely: 

“All sugars not above No. 13 Dutch standard in color, all tank bottoms, sirup 
of cane juice or of beet juice, melada, concentrated melada, concrete and con 
centrated molasses, testing by the polariscope not above 75 degrees, seven-tenthi« 
of 1 cent per pound; and for every additional! degree or fraction of a degree 
shown by the polariscopic test, two-hundredths of 1 cont per pound additional 

“All sugars above No, 13 Dutch standard in color shall be classified by th 
Dutch standard of color,and pay duty as follows, namely: All sugar aboy« 
No. 13 and not above No, 16 Dutch standard of color, 1} cents per pound. 

“All sugar above No. 16 and not above No. 20 Dutch standard of color, 1} cents 
per pound. 

“All sugars above No. 20 Dutch standard of color, 2 cents per pound. 

** Molasses testing above 56 degrees, 4 cents per gallon. 

“Sugar drainings and sugar sweepings shall be subject to duty either as mo 
lasses or sugar, as the case may be, according to polariscopic test. 

“On coffee, 3 cents per pound. 

“On tea, 10 cents per pound. 

“ Hides, raw or uncured, whether dry, salted, or pickled, Angora-goat skins 
raw, without the wool, unmanufactured, asses’ skins, raw or unmanufactured, 
and skins, except sheep-skins with the wool on, 1} cents per pound.” 

The Senate struck out all the provisions of the bill as passed by the House pro- 
viding for the reduction of internal-revenue taxes and the abolition of the special 
taxes or annual license on dealers in tobacco, cigars, and peddlers of tobacco and 
cigars. Theconference committee restored these provisions, and those reducing 
the tax on manufactured tobacco and snuff to 6 cents per pound instead of 4cents 
as provided by the House bill. The paragraphs relating to the sale of tobacco 
grown by smal! farmers without being required to pay a special tax have been 
restored. By the restoration of these paragraphs nearly seven hundred thou- 
sand persons are relieved from the payment of the annoying special taxes which 
are now imposed by law. The reduction which will be made to the revenue by 
these chan iu the internal-revenue laws will be over $6,000,000 on the basis 
of the ape o9 for the fiscal yon ending June 80, 1890, and nearly $6,000,000 on 
the basis of the receipts for the preceding fiscal year. 
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For the year ending June 30, 1890, the receipte from special taxes on the class 
of persons to be relieved by the bill were £515,481; from taxes on tobacco, 
$15,325,482, and from snuff, $737,731, By the passage of the bil! the reduction in 
revenue from tobacco would be $4,581,370, and from snuff $184,433, making from 


these two sources an aggregate of $4,765,803. Adding these figures to the re- 
duction which would follow in the abolition of special taxes would make the 
total reduction in the internal-revenue reeeipts $6,251,284. The reduction by 
the customs schedules will probably be about $60,000,000, which would give 


an aggreg edu 


i by the bill of about $66,000,000, 
WM. McKINLEY, Je. 
J. C. BURROWS. 
THOS. M. BAYNE. 
N. DINGLEY, Jz. 

During the reading of the report of the committee of conference, 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois, said: Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent to suspend the further reading of this report until to-morrow, 
if I can be recognized for that purpose. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois asks unanimous con- 
sent to dispense with the further reading until to-morrow. Is there 
objection? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Speaker, if that is done I hope it will be agree- 
able to allow the report to be printed in the REcorD. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. That has already been ordered, and the statement 
with it. I believe that was the understanding, that the statement was 
also to be printed. 

The SPEAKER. The reading is to be continued to-morrow morn- 
ing. 

Mr. McMILLIN. This does not interfere with the reading to-mor- 
row. It is only the conference report, which has already been ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr, BURROWS. Will not the gentleman from Tennessee let the 
statement be read, and waive the balance of the reading ? 

Mr. McMILLIN,. I will see about waiving to-morrow. 


CORRECTION OF RIVER AND HARBOR BILL. 


Mr. HENDERSON, ofTllinois. I desire, if I can get unanimous con- 
sent, to offer a joint resolution te correct an error in the river and har- 
bor bill, and I ask to suspend the reading until it can be passed. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks five minutes more might be oc- 
cupied in the reading, but without objection the reselution can be 
offered now, and then the reading can be resumed. The gentleman 
asks unanimous consent to suspend the reading long enough to enable 
him to present his resolution, Is there objection? The Chair hears 
none. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A joint resolution (H. Res. 231) to correct an error in the act entitled “An act 
making appropriations for the construction, repair, and preservation of cer- 


tain public works on rivers and harbors, and for other purposes,” approved 
September 19, 1890, 


Res loved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United Statesof America 
in Congress assembled, That section 1 of the act entitled “An act making appro- 
priations for the construction, repair, and preservation of certain works 
on rivers and harbors, and for other purposes,’’ approved September 19, 1890, be, 
and the same is hereby, amended so that the clause making appro: for 
the improvement of Lilinois River, Illinois, shall read: “ improving Illinois 
River, Llinois: Continuing improvement, $200,000." 


The SPEAKER. Is there ebjection to the consideration of the reso- 
lution? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; 
and being engrossed, it was aceordingly read the third time, and passed. 


THE TARIPYF. 


The reading of the conference report was resumed. 

Mr. McKINLEY (during the reading), I understand the comple- 
tion of this reading will take about ten minutes. I ask unanimous 
consent that the session be continued ten minutes Jonger, to enable the 
Clerk to tinish the reading. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio asks unanimous con- 
sent that the session be extended until the reading of the report is 
concluded. Is there objection? TheChair hears none. 

Mr. McMILLIN. LIrese, Mr. Speaker, for the purpose of objecting, 
but as the Speaker has made the announcement I will not object. 

The SPEAKER. If the gentleman desires to object the Chair will 
entertain his objection. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I rose for the purpose of objecting; but I do not 
desire to seem to be in arace with the Speaker, though the Speaker 
did not use any unusual haste in making the announcement. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I intended to object, and the reasen I did 
not was because the gentleman from Tennessee rose to object, and as 
he is on the committee I did not object. 

The SPEAKER. It has always been the custom of the House to 
take the statement of a member as te his purpose in rising. Objection 
is made. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I theught.ithe gentleman from Tennessee wanted 
to hear the report read? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. If want to hear it read to-morrow. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Oh, you want to hear it to-morrow. 

Phe SPEAKER. The hour of 6 0’clock having arrived, the House 
is declared in recess until 8 o’clock, when the gentleman from Kansas 
[Mr. Perkins] will please preside as Speaker pro fempore. 
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EVENING SESSION. 
The recess having expired, the House reassembled at 8 o 
p. m., Mr. Perkins in the chair as Speaker pro tempore. 
CORRECTION. 


Mr. MORRILL. Mr. Speaker, I notice that in connection 
the consideration of a bill on last Friday evening granting a pe: 
to a Mr. Haley, I am made to say in the RecorD that I was in 
mand at the time he was wounded. What I did say was, that | 
stationed with the command. I was a‘staff officer, and of c: 
could not have been in command. I now yield the floor to th 
tleman from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN], who desires to eall up a 
and who is obliged to leave the House on account of illness in 
family. 

MRS. ANN CARR. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I appreciate the kindness o: 
House, and will occupy only a moment. The bill which I propo 
call up has not been reported by the Committee on Invalid Pensi, 
but I can say to the House that I have the permission of the ch. 
man, and also of such other members of the committee as I < 
reach, to make the motion which I now do make, that the Com: 
tee on Invalid Pensions be discharged from the further consid: 
tion of the bill (H. R. 8508) granting a pension to Ann Carr, 
that the bill be put upon its passage. 

This lady is old and blind, and is dependent on the charity of wo 
ing people. Her husband was in the Army for four years. I do 
claim that she is entitled to this pension because of her husband’s (1. 
ability, but, as I have said, he was in the service for four years, « 
she is now old and blind and dependent, and it seems to me t! 
under such circumstances, she being entitled to a  yapene of $8 | 
month under the law, it would be a generous and a proper act |. 
allow her at least $12. It has been done in other cases, and I a: 
that the bill be read with the amount fixed at $12. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au 
thorized and directed to place on the pensien-roil, subject to the provisions «: 
ee eee laws, thenameof Ann Carr, of Vevay, Ind., wir. 


of Patrick Carr, a private in we K, Second Regiment of Indiana \» 
unteer Cavalry, and late of ae . Eighth Regiment of Indiana Volunt: 
Infantry, and grant her a pension of $12 per month during her widowhood. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Indiana [ Mr. H. 
MAN] asks unanimous consent that the Committee on Invalid Px 
sions be discharged from the further consideration of this bill, and 
that it be now considered in the House. 

There was no objection. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time ; ani 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passe). 

Mr. HOLMAN moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill w:is 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on +) 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. MORRILL. Mr. Speaker, I now ask unanimous consent th.: 
we take up Senate bills, those upon the Calendar and also an\ 
others that have been reported but are not yet on the Calendar. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair desires to make a sugy:s 
tion. Itis ie ee that this is the last evening that we sha 
have for the deration of business of this character during | 

resent session, and while there are not many members yet in t 
Fiall, the Chair has quite a large list, many gentlemen having spok. 
for recognition, so that they will probably be present during t! 
evening session. 

The Chair therefore suggests that the bills be read, and that t 
reports be in the Recorp without being read. In this 
the time ‘ es — will not = yo cone in the reading of 1! 
reports. e ir suggests that this arrangement be made wi! 
the understanding that any gentleman shall be at liberty in | 
morning te move for the reconsideration of the vote upon any )) 
ticular bil) if he shall feel called upon to do so. 

Mr. KILGORE. I do not think that would be entirely satis{: 
ey Speaker. It is not a businesslike way of proceeding. 

SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is extremely anxious to y' 
every gentleman present this evening recognition to call up a bil! |: 
it is possible to do so, this being sieht the last pension evenin: 
that we shall have during this session of Congress. 

Mr. KILGORE. Yes; I hope to get one of those recognitions 11. 
self [ hter], but still I think itis more important that we sho: |! 
proceed im a businesslike manner than that any member 
members should be recognized several times to call up bills. I 1) 
ne to give up the recognition that I am entitled to rather th. 
have i the country we are doing business in a way t):\' 
we not be willing to have known. 

The RecorD shows mannerin which we transact this busin: -: 
and we would not like the country to know that it was done in t):! 


ipenaiemonpensl, Weve Teport in very reer 
an a ever, 
Fill not inst pen ts being read, ud do not w that I care 
about having the reports on these Senate bills read. 

+” ” 


EE ae 





1890. 


— 





— 


_—_— 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinks that, while acting 
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impossible to restore his sight, and that he has been totally blind since the 


suggestion of the gentleman from Texas, every gentleman | Said secident. 


on the : : ‘Affiant says that McGarvey is a most wor an. 
“resent cau be accommoiated this evening. ’ aa 
* Mr. KILGURE. It is understood, however, that where reports iii pal amen to hefere 1 as at or McCrae] 
‘ re not read they shall be printed in the RECORD. | County, Kentucky, by T. J. Scott, this 6t March, : 
’ The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without objection, the reports on (SEAT CLARENCE DALLAM 
these Senate bills will be printed in the Recorp, but unless a special Votary Public 
request is made they will not be read. he amendment recommended by the con 1 the report wa 
, ee cali | agreed to. 
. aw . CAE. ; | The bill as amended was ‘ordered to a third r yr; and it was 
The first Senate bill was the bill (S. 3275) granting a pension to | dec ordingly read the third time, and pa 
John W. Cable. } WAR onay 
The bill was read, as follows: MARTHA J. DODGI 
Tt + Lannion >} _ + B62 Q * = 4 
Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- | The next Senate bill was the bill . 3%) gra 5 *& pension to 
thovized and directed to place on the pension-rolithename of John William Cable, | Martha J. Dodge. 
of Lawrence County, South Dakota, who served in the Ordnance Department as The bill was read, as follows: 
a soldier of the United States Army during the Mexican war, and by reason of | ee ai 2 at a 
t rvice is totally and permanently disabled, and that he be granted a pension Be st enseted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au 
of $24 per month instead of $8 per month, his present rating. a a to _ ae the ee rr eee 
_ * . limitations o e pension laws, the name of Marthad. Dodge, an ai 
The report (by Mr. ScULL) is as follows: | ing the late war of the rebellion, and pay her a pension at ate 
Tho Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 3275) granting a | Mont! 
pension to John William Cable, have considered the same and beg leave to.sub- | he report (by Mr. MorriL) is as follows 
mit the following report: ¥ ep =n ace ee at ae 7 ; a ; 
Said bill is accompanied by Senate Report No. 1369. Your committee adopt the | 45° Vommiuttee on Invalid Pet os tape “ite rag Baga tekst ed the S 
same as their report and return the bill to the House with the recommendation | Tnting a pension to Martha J. Dodge, submit the following report: 
that it do pass. The Senate port sets forth the facts in this claim, and is adopted 
= : 2 be . “ : ; | committee 
[Senate Report No. 1369, Fifiy-first Congress, first session a 
The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred Senate bill 3275, for the | eae 
reliefof John William Cable, have had the same under consideration and report as SEXATE EE 


follows: 

It appears from the evidence submitted to your committee that the pensioner, | 
Jobn W. Cable, entered the service of the United States on the 12th of May, 1£46, 
having enlisted for five years; that he was an armorer and machinist by trade and 
was assigned to the Ordnance De ment; that he was sent to the field with the 
Army in Mexico and there did sai and effectual services, at the battle of Mont- 
ercy and other battles, in charge of heavy mortars; that he served with General 
Taylor's command from the Rio Grande to Buena Vista; that, while he was so 
serving in the Army of the United States, im the menth of April, 1847, at Black 
Fort, or Fort Confederation as it was afterwards called, while the pensioner was 
engaged.in remounting some heavy cannon, he received an injury, to wit, a rupture, 
trom the effects. of which he has suffered more or less ever since; that on the 16th 
of May, 1847, he was-honorably dischar, from said service and received his cer- 
titicate therefor, this ee the result of his own ae ee that after- 
ward he served the United tes during the war of rebellion in his capacity as 
armorer, serving & of the time in the State of Pennsylvania, and afterwards 
going to Fort Scott, . Inthis ca ty heserved for four years. He also had 
two sens who - ed in the Twelfth —— . ae 

The pensioner is now over seventy years of age; 8 very poor and u 6 to 
»erform any kind of labor; he has no income except the 8 per month allowed 
iim as a service pension under the law relating to pensioning survivors of the 
Mexican war ; he isin feeble health, his injary has greatly increased, and has no 
one who is legally bound for his support. 

Your committee, therefore, think this a meritorious case and that relief should 
be granted this seldier, and recommend the passage of the bill. 


The bill was ordered to a third readings; and it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 


MICHAEL M’GARVEY. 


The nextSenate bill (onthe Private Calendar) was the bill (8. 3196) 
granting a pension to Michael McGarvey. 
The bill was read, as follows : 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations-of the pension la the name of Mich MoGarvey, late of Com- 
pany K of the First Regiment Light Artillery, and now blind in both 
eyes, and pay him a pension at the same rate allowed for loss of both eyes, in lien 
of the pension now allowed him under certificate numbered 195607. 


The report (by Mr. MorRIL1) is as follows: 


The Committeeon Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 3196) 
granting am inerease of pension to Michael McGarvey, submit the following re- 


port: 

The Senate report clearly sets forth the facts in this claim and is hereby adopted 
with thetollowing amendment: Striking out in line 10 the words ‘‘ the same rate 
allowed for the loss of both eyes” and inserting ‘‘forty dollars per month.”’ 


SENATE REPORT. 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 3196) grantingan 
increase of pension to Michael McGarvey, bave examined the same, and report : 

‘The claimant, Michael McGarvey, late of Company K, First Regiment Missouri 
Light Artillery, andnow residing at Dent A ri, is receiving a 
Let of $14 per month, $6for gunshot wound and $8 for loss of the sight of the 
right eye. . 

About threo years since he lost, accidentally, the sight of his left eye, thus ren. 
dering him t blind. This accident is described in the affidavit hereto ap- 


‘The affiant, T. J. Scott, says that he has known Michael McGarvey, of Salem, 
Missouri, intimate! 


Dent County, y for eighteen or nineteen years; that said Mc- 
Garvey wasin the of the Scotia Iron Company for ten years, andin the em- 
ploy of the Nova Tron Company for four ; that said affiant was the super- 
intendent of said two daring eid years; that said MeGarvey 


for and 
had but one er) that he had lost hie right eye, as affiant is informed and 
believes, eS service as artilleryman in the United States 
service daring war of the re 
Affiant says that the fall of 1887 said McGarvey was employed by him 
County, Missouri, at the town of Paxico; that 


oo nein 
on November 29 0f said lost his left eye by a premature ex- 
plosion in im an aes se ied : 


an 4 
“A fiiant says that he saw said ener on ane ote the aecident cecurred ; 
irardeau, Mo. ; that 


that he removed him to Cape G remained thereina hospital 
thet Le aha nanny mater cereet'e pltysician, whose name he can not new reeall; 
that he them had removed to St. and him in a hospital, where 
he remained of Dr. Green, known as the best oc- 


ulist in St. Louis; that said treatment was continned for some weeks; that it was 


A SS 


It appears that Miss Dodge was detailed by a commission signed by Mrs. D > 
Livermore, Mrs. A. L. Hoge, and Mrs. James E. Yeatman, of the Chicago Sani 
tary Commission, as an army nurse, and assigned to duty at Murfreesboroug} 
Tenn., March 19, 1863, and served faithfully until the close of the war. She is 
now sixty-nine years old, and is supported by the Woman's Relief Corps, of St 
Louis, Mo. 

Your committee recommend the passage of the bill. 

Her residence is 4830 North Broadway, St. Louis, Mo. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and if was according], 
read the third time, and passed. 
KATHERINE W. HOWELL. 
The next Senate bill was the bill (S. 3649) granting increase of pen- 
sion.to Katherine W. Howell. 
‘The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, at the rate of $50 per month, in 
lieu of her present pension of $30 per month, the name of Katherine W. Howell 
widow of the late Brig. Gen. Joshua B. Howell, commander of the Third Divisio: 
Tenth Corps, United Statos Army. 


Mr. KILGORE. I ask for the reading of the report in this case. 
The report (by Mr. BELKNAP) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2649) 

granting increase of pension to. Katherine W. Howell, submit the following re 
ort: 

- Your committee recommend tae adoption of the Senate report, which is as fo! 

lows, and that the bill do pass: 

‘The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 3649) to increas 
the pension of Katherine W. Howell, have examined the same and submit the fo! 
lowing report : 

“Mrs. Katherine W. Howell is the widow of the late Brig. Gen. Joshua B 
Howell, commander of the Third Division, Tenth Corps, United States Army 
He was killed during the siege of Petersburgh on the 15th of September, 1863 
while in command of the Third Division, Tenth Corps. 

‘General Howell entered the service of his country in the earliest period of the 
war as colonel of the gallant and battle-tried Eighty-fifth Pennsylvania Volun 
teers. In almost every battle of the first campaign on the Peninsula, at Williams 
burgh, at Fair Oaks, protecting the retreat on Harrison's Landing, General How 
ell bore a prominent and often a distinguished part. He was the first to land bi 
troops upon the island that gave the Union forces their firm foothold for the sieg 
of Charleston; was commandant at Hilton Head, and served with honor in th: 
Army of the James, and everywhere maintained a reputation high and growing 
for all the noble traits that are essential to the character of a gentleman and so! 
dier. 

“General Alfred H. Terry and General Q. A. Gillmore have testified in per 
sonal letters to his exhaustless ability and great bravery, the former stating 
‘General Howell as a soldier, an officer, and a patriot had few equals and no su 
perior; he was a loss both to the Army and the country.’ 

‘‘Mrs, Katherine W. Howell is now of advanced age and an invalid. In view 
of the distingnished services of her husband in the defense of his country and he 
indigence and dependence, and in order that she may pass the few remaining 
years of her life: in comfort, Mrs. Howell is entitled to $50 per month in lieu o 
her present pension of $30 per month. 

‘The bill is reported favorably, with a recommendation that it do pass. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was according 
read the third time, and passed. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Tho Chair will recognize now, 
there be no objection, the gentlemen from Georgia [Mr. TurNER], 
who desires to leave on account of an engagement with his commit- 
tee this evening in connection with the tariff bill. 

There was no objection. 


DREWRY PORTER. 


Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. I ask the present consideration of tho 
bill (H. R. 11708) granting a pension to Drewry Porter. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations:of the pension laws, the name of Drewry Porter, of Mitchell County, 

late a private in Captain McCrary's Georgia Volunteers in the Indian 
war of 1836, at the rate of $8 per month. 
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The report (by Mr. Henperson, of North Carolina) is as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 11708) grant- 
ing a pension to Drewry Porter, have considered the sume and report as fol- 
owa 

rhe claimant is shown by the records of the Treasury Department to have 
served three months asa private in Capt. Isaac McCrary's company of Georgia 
Volunteers, Indian war of 1836. 

In his petition for relief the claimant states that he participated in four battles 
‘luring said war, and in one engagement received a slight wound of the left leg. 








ile further states that he is now seventy-four years old, in failing health, and 
without any means of support aside from his daily labor. 

W.N. Spence, of Mitchell County, Georgia, testifies that the claimant is a poor 
man, his only means of support being his manual labor. Mr. Spence farther states 
that from bis acquaintance with the claimant he believes the statements contained 
in his (the claimant's) petition for relief to be true. 

In view of the claimant's service and his advanced age and necessitous condi 
tion, your committee believe that the relief prayed for should be granted. The 
passage of the bill is therefore recommended, 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
MARY L. MILLER. 

Che next Sevate bill was the bill (S. 987) granting a pension to Mary 
L.. Miller. 


The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, an- 
thorized and directod to place on the Tr nsion roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mary L. Miller, dependent mother of 
Warwick W. Miller, late of Company IF’, Second Regiment Wisconsin Volanteers, 
md pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 


“The report (by Mr. SAWYER) is as follows: 


rhe Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 987) 
granting a pension to Mary L. Miller, submit the following report: 
The beneficiary is the dependent mother of Warwick W. Miller, late private in 


Company F, Second Wisconsin Regiment. She is unable to secure a pension un- 

er the recent law for the reason that the soldier died from the result of his mili- 
tary service, leaving a widow. It appears that no one is now drawing a pension 
on account of the deceased soldier. The Senate report is hereto attached and is 


made a part hereof 


Your committee believe this te be a just case, and therefore recommend that the 
bill do pass 


SENATE RErokrr. 


rhe Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 987) granting a 
on to Mary L. Miller, have examined the same and roport : 

Chis is a bill to pension Mary L. Miller, mother of Warwick W. Miller, who 
was @ private in Company F, Second Wisconsin Regiment. 

The soldier enlisted May 18, 1861, was dia barged June 28, 1864, und died Sep- 
tember 20, 1870 

After his death the widow was pensioned and her minor child. The widow 
drew a pension until she remarried, and the child until she arrived at the age of 
sixteen 

It appears that while the soldier was in the service he contributed to his mother’s 
support. In aflirmation of this the committee have the testimony of two witnesses, 
and he continued to aid her so far as he could after his marriage and until his 
death. When he died she had no means of support, and from that time to the 
present she has struggled to obtain a living by her own exertions, with very poor 
success. At the present time she is far advanced in years, is in delicate health, 
and being without resources from relatives or friends she is entirely destitute of 
Income 

Her case corresponds with some of the needy and meritorious cases that Con- 
gress has sometimes recognized, and the committee do not think it will be any ex- 
cass of hberality on the part of the Government to allow her the small pension 
provided for in the bill, which is reported favorably with a recommendation that 
it do pass 


‘The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed, 


RENJAMIN T. BAKER, 


The next Senate bill was the bill (8, 2531) granting av increase of 
pension to Benjamin T. Baker. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Laterior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Benjamin T. Baker, late a quarter- 
waster on the United States steamer Spuyten Dayvil in the United States Navy, 
and pay him atthe rate of $50 per month, in lieu of that which he is now receiv. 
ng 

Mr. KILGORE. I ask for the reading of the report. 

Che report (by Mr. NuTE) was read in part. It is as follows: 

Lhe Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2531 
granting a pension to Benjamin T. Baker, submit the following Senate report, a 
adopt the same as their report: 

{Senate Report No. 309, Fifty-first Congress, first session. ] 

The distressing facts in this case are fally set forth in the sworn evidence filed 
with your committee. Tho statement by Mrs. Saville is especially full, and made 
so at the request of the member of the committee to whom the case was referred 
for especial examination. It is indeed seldom that the tragic records of suffering 


occasioned by patriotic service have so strongly appealed to the jastice and sym- 
pathy of the country ey ‘ 

We append the evidence in the case supperting the application for increase of 
pension. 


Wasuincton, D, C. 

Benjamin T. Baker, being sworn according to law, certifies as follows : 

I enlisted in Colonel! Sewell's First New York Volunteer Engineers, Canueay 
H, Capt. F. Crusoe, January 22, 1862; served one year and six months; was hon- 
orably discharged for paralysis of the legs and other disabilities. 

In June, 1864, I enlisted in the Navy as quartermaster; was with Capt. John 
Lay at Dutch Gap, on board the torpedo-boat Spuyten Duyvil. Dating the win- 
ter of 1864 and 1885 we lived on board the to 0 boat, the Government failing to 
send the tender for us to sleep on, as they had promised todo. I =a of 
the boat during Captain Lay's absence, and for five long, weary mopths had no 
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berth to lie in. To keep the iron under water we filled bags of sand and 
the deck, being obliged to keep them wet all the time. 

From these and donkey pumps the water was cunstantly dripping be) 
torpedo-box on which I was obliged to lie. We ovuld not stand on the to; 
torpedo-boat for many minutes at a time, the weather being bitterly . 
the frost and ice preventing our keeping a fuothold. We were obliged 1 
down, or stand the best we could, between the wet bags. Our clothing \ 
stantly saturated with water, and we had no place to go toin order to cl 
everything we had was below and wet before wo put iton. We took « 
on the Onondaga, a double-turreted monitor, which lay about 50 yards | 
we had no further privileges on the monitor. Our lives at this time wer: 
peril and we suffered more than words can describe. 

During this winter I contracted bronchitis and was very ill for two mo: 
only resting place being the wet sand-bags and the torpede-box below 
spot to crawl into to escape the dripping water from above. In the spri: 
sent to the hospital, at this time entirely helpless ; I was two months in t 

vital when the surgeon brought me my discharge, as my health was .; 

roken, and at that time they did not think I would live to reach New Y« 
my howe. I heve suffered ever since with chronic bronchitis, and my 
been one long period of suffering. 

I have been unable to support myself or family for long years, and ha 
dependent upon my daughter, who is now a widow, and is obliged to pri 
us all by her own exertions. My family have to attend to me peresually I 
stitution has become so weakened by frequent paroxysms of coughing, w} 
completely prostrated me. I desite to secure the highest grade of pension 
per month—as my sufferings have been severe and I am unable to care for: 
financially or physically, but a pensioner on others. 

BENJAMIN T. BAK! 

Subscribed and sworn to before me this 17th day of April, A. D. 1888 

[SEAL] M. M. ROHRER 

Notary P 


This certifies that Iam the daughter of Benjamin T. Baker, and person 
cognizant of his condition in the past and at the present time. He has be. 
invalid since the war, having contracted chronic bronchitis while in the « 
of the United States Navy through neglect of the Government to provide }) 
accommodations while on board the torpedo-boat Spuyten Duy vil (Capt 
Lay) at Dutch Gap. No sleeping accommodation was provided him, and } 
constantly saturated with the water which dripped from the deck above. 1! 
great sufferer; redaced to a skeleton from years of pain and torture, of w! 

ive a copious account would make the heart of adamant turn in pity. H 
fia very severe hemerrbages from the lungs, in every instance leaving him 1. 
death. He can not bear the least atmospheric change without a violent {i 
coughing, which lasts many minutes or an hour, as the case may be; in the Lat 
event he becomes so exhausted he faints away, and lies unconscious until rest 
atives are administered, then he is unable to leave his couch for hours afte: 
such times we have to give him stimulants frequently, and by this artificial 
A him alive. He has not been able to bathe himself for several years. 

He never lies down at night or rises in the morning without a long pa 
of coughing, usually ry hour, and often longer. His medicine and a «: 
ulant is always brought to his room and prepared for use, to relieve him if pox: 
ble. These spells must be endured; he expects them upon rising and retiri: 
and the anticipation is such agony he often wishes himself dead. <A poor, wos 
emaciated y seems but to imprison a soul to torture and harass. TT) 
seen particles floating in the air irritate his throat so constantly that an inces 
hacking and expectoration is kept up night and day. No interval from pa 
marks the day, no respite of a few moments for the lungs in the efforts to clea 
the air passages. These convulsions are incessant, in a greater or leas ¢ 
month in and month out, while these drag into years, for his life is one long per 
of pain and suffering and fighting with disease. Four or five of these | 
paroxysms of coughing have to be gone through overy day ; hence his stre: 
gone and he is rendered entirely helpless. 

He is now past seventy years old, with no hope of ever again being able to k: 
a month's frredom from suffering. He served a double record during the lat: 
bellion, having been in both the Army and the Navy, remaining in the Ar 
until totally unfit for duty by sickness from exposure, only giving up whi: 
could no wear stand on his feet, and then by order of the surgeon, who : 
lutely drove him from duty to the hospital, ho being a friend, and fearing he wou 
die on his feet. Hie left the hospital for his home, accompanied by two fricn 
from New York, whowent to fetch him, the surgeon quietly telling these fi 
he would die on the way home. This was the belief of every one. But bh 
covered sufficiently to go out, and immediately entered the Navy and again too! 
the canse of his country’s honor. Surely his record as a soldier deserves sou 
recognition, and his present condition a great deal of aympathy and the proj: 
ward. 

His wife is sixty-two years of age; entirely broken down in health, and term! 
emaciated by constant anxiety and attendance upon her invalid husband. 1! 
sight is so very defective from a cataract, and her other physical weakness, th.’ 
she is no longer able to attend to his personal wants, as it is dangerous, even 
her health would permit, for her todo so. In a moment of fright, when the sai! 
Benjamin T. Baker was in a violent paroxysm of coughing, she was hastening ‘ 
him with a restorative, and supposing she had reached his room, she stepped o' 
the stairs, falling down nineteen winding steps, escaping death by a miracle, b 
injuring berself very seriously. She was terribly bru and ill for three wee! 
from this shock she probably never will recover. 

The care of parents now devolves upon me, which Iam quite inade i! 
to, both financially and ph y. Istraggle through, but am fearful wit) this 
constant strain I shall give out completely. Iam not ableto oaiey a nurse ; t 
e little detail which makes up so much of an invalid’s life depends on me. ! 
must be in constant attendance. The proper care of one alone would be deeme: 
suflicient for one person. ; 

Aside from this my young sister is in a very precarious state of health. Sie + 
the orly other ks child of my parents, and her condition is another sor 
added to my life. She can not endure the severity of our Northern winte!* 
Hitherto she has gone South, accompanied by mother or myself. Having me! 
with severe financial losses two years ago, I could not go away with her or s«1 
her away with another. My means would not it me to move uy family, and 
I could not leave two invalids to preserve the life of another. My physician con 
stantly warns me of my sister's danger, and I am saddened by the thought 1)0' | 
am chained by poverty, unable to my hand to save her. The money w/)i 
I now employ to render my parents comfortable wovld permit me to make 4 | 
vision for her, but at the present time we must peep together tolive. 

A consultation with our physician, Dr. IT. H. Yarror, of Philadelphia, a ‘" 
days since, resulted in the same w: g words: ‘ Your sister should go Sout! 
in the early fall and remain until the late spring.’’ This is ominous for 1: 
‘oo clas ae ee ea hc s _ 

parents, ter as W are dependent upon me for everything— 0» 
cl food, etc. Having no other income than the $24 a month awarded )«" 
jamin T. Baker a few months ago, this amount hardly 8 for the medicines « 
tonics which are constantly , and as often changed in the hope of so" 
new drag which ° 
The physician's is also another of the cares which rest entirely upo: 
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xpenditare is not trifling. My sister being obliged from my inability to 
pia with her or send ber away has caused me more expense in this direction 
jor several years, as her condition is very much aggravated by the severity of 
this winter. She, too, is so weak I bave to give ber great care and be very watch- 
fal. 1t isa very dixtressing state of affairs fur me to see her becoming more frail 
every day, and to feel that she is fading away like a flower simply because I can 
not give her the proper attention. . . : . 
This case is all the more aad from the fact that in his enthusiasm Benjamin T. 
Baker, to preserve the honor and glory of his country, closed out a flourishing 
business, leaving his wife and young family a small competency to answer their 
wants during his absence, thereby changing their living trom one of luxury and 
happiness to that of extreme economy, loneliness, and sorrow. We can only sit 
now and dwell upon the impoverishment of his family—everything fone, and he 
a dependent upon & widowed daughter. I am obliged to earn my living by my 
sen, Which is often very embarrassing and in my case not remunerative. I barely 
make enough to provide for my dependent ones and myse'f. I am sadly retarded 
by the incessant care demanded of me, and I find my strength weakening 
“I therefore make this statement of the true facts and the infirm, and helpless 
condition of the said Benjamin T. Baker, hoping Congress will give him an in- 
crease of pension from $24 to $72a month, his dependent and painfal condition 
making his case worthy of this reward. 
WILHELMINA A. SAVILLE. 


Subscribed and sworn to before me 26th day of April, A. D. 1888. 
[sBAL.} M. M. ROHRER, Notary Public. 





This certifies that I have known Benjamin T. Baker personally and am thor. 
oughly eognizant of his condition. He has long been a sufferer from chronic bron- 
chitis and hemorrhages. To mypersoval knewledge he is totally unable to aid 
himself, being a confirmed invalid, and being in such an enfeebled condition he 
requires the attendance of his wife or daughter constantly. 

“He has severe coughing spells, which render him insensible and prostrate him 
for hours at a time, He is reduced to a skeleton through disease contracted 
while in the Navy during the rebellion. He is entirely dependent upon his 
daughter (a widow), who is also dependent upon her own exertions for a liveli-' 
hood, and who also has others dependent upon Ler. His wife is now in failing 
heaith, ber sight being very defective and her physical condition generally giving 
way, rendering her unable to give personal attention to her invalid husband, 
thereby throwing the entire care upon her daughter, who can not afford to hire an 
attendant to relieve her. 

0. S. DAVIS. 


Snbseribed and sworn to before me this 17th day of April, A. D. 1288, at Wash- 


ington City, District of Columbia. 
| SBAL. | JOHN T.C. CLARK, Notary Public. 


This certifies that I have known Benjamin T. Baker, formerly residing in Phil 
adelphia, for several years. His physical condition renders him unable to sup- 
port himself and family, he having suffered with chrouic bronchitis very severely, 
at times baving severe hemorrhages. I attended him for several years during his 


THOMAS J. YARROW, M. D. 
PHILADELPHIA, April 14, 1888. 


Sworn and subscribed to before me the 14th day of April, A. D. 1888. Witness 


residence in this city. | 


[SEAL.]} F. T. CLARK, Notary Public. 

STATE OF PENNSYLVANIA, 5 
City and County of Philadelphia, se : , 

Personally came B. T. Fisher, residing in the city of Philadelphia, who, being 
duly aftirmed according to law, affirms and says that he is acquainted with Ben- 
jamin T. Baker, formerly residing in the py | of Philade!phia, now a resident of 
Vashington City. From my knowledge of him and his family he haa been for 
some time past wholly dependent upon the love and care of his daughter, Mrs. 
Wilhelmina Saville, herself a widow, dependent upon her own exertions to provide 


health, now over seventy years ofage, very deaf, and in my judgment will, during all 
his future yom, be dependent upon others and not able to earn anything, by 
reason of his general physical debility ; and I understand he requires an attendant 
nearly all the time to perform the ordinary things of life, sach as washing him- 
self, ete. 

B. F. FISHER. 

Affirmed and subscribed to before me, a notary public, this 13th day of April, 
1888. 

{SEAL} WILLIAM E. KNOWLES, 

Notary Public. 
SrTaTe OF PENNSYLVANIA, ‘ - 
Oity and County of Philadelphia, se: 

Personally came Seth W. Wilson, residing in the city of Philadelphia, who 
being duly sworn according to law, says that he is and has long been acquainted 
with Benjamin T. Baker, formerly residing in the city of Philadelphia, now a res- 
ident of Washington City. rom my knowledge of him he has been for some time 
past wholly dependent upon his « aughter, Mra. W. A. Saville, herself a widow, 
su ing her father and mother by her own labor. ° 

r. Baker, now over seventy years old, is, and has long been, in infirm health, 
is very deaf, and in my opinioa wlil never be able to exercise any care or provision 
oo as he now requires a personal attendant in the ordinary exercise of 

y hfe. 

SETH W. WILSON. 


Subscribed and sworn to this 13th day of A= A. D. 1888, before me. 

(SRAL.} . F. REARDON, Notary Public. 
STATE OF PENNSYLVANIA, 

City and County of Philadelphia, ss: 

Personally came A. L. Farrand, residing at Ardmore, Pa., who, being daly 
sworn according to law, says that be has been long acquainted with Benjamin T’. 
Baker, formerly of Philadelphia, but now residing in Washington, D. C.; that 
the said Benjamin T. Baker. now past seveuty years of age. is vow, and has for 
several years past been, totally unfit to perform either mental or physical labor. 
The sole dependence of himself aud wife rests upon his daughter, Mrs. W. A. Sa- 
ville (widow), whois obliged to labor for their support. nok: awe 

. L. FARRAND. 


Sworn and subscribed to the 14th of April, A. D. 1888. before me, 
[SRAL.} ISRAEL HECHT, Notary Public. 


Mr. KILGORE. I would like to know what pension this man is 
drawing now. Does any one know anything about this bill? This 
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my hand and notarial seal. 


for herself and her father and mother. The said Benjamin T. Baker is in infirm 
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man appears to have been a quartermaster—-not a man whose claims 
would commend him to any preference. 

Mr. MORRILL. The gentleman will bear in mind that in pen 
siouing our soldiers and sailors the question is not one of rank at 
all, but of disability. Under our present law there is no rate be- 
tween $30 and $72, so that unless a man can show himself entitled 
to $72 a month, he can not receive more than $30. We propose to 
allow this man $10 a month, which we are thoroughly satisfied he is 
entitled to according to his disability. 

Mr. KILGORE, The report, so far as read, did not indicate any 
disability. 

Mr. MORRILL. Iam aware of that, but as the report is long it 
was not all read. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The report shows that this man is now 
receiving a pension of $24 a month. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 


BENJAMIN F. BROWN. 
The next Senate bill was the bill (S. 2574) granting a pension to 
Benjamin F. Brown 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au 
thorized and directed to place on the pension roll the name of Benjamin F. Brown 
late second lientenant of the First New Hampshire Volunteers, at the rate of $30 
per mon bh. 


The report (by Mr. NuTE) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2574 
granting a pension to Benjamin F. Brown, submits the following report as adopted 
by the Senate 

‘Benjamin F. Brown was a second lieutenant of the First Regiment United 
States Sharp<hooters, serving nearly two years in the late war. He is now an it 
mate of the Lunatic Hospital at Worcester, Mass., with no prospect of recover 
according to the statement of Dr. Park, the superintendent of that mstitution 
There is appended acopy of a report made to Mrs. Brown of her husband's con 
dition in December last. The lady is blind and has been so for several years 
Their property is gone and the case appeals strongly for favorable action 

“A copy of the soldier's service is attached hereto, which shows the excellent 
record which he made and also that he was discharged because of disability. The 
claim was rejected by the Pension Office on the ground of insatticient testimony 
as to continu»nce of disease since discharge. General Berdan, who commanded 
the regiment in which Mr. Brown served, bears testimony to the soldier's excel 
lent character, to his illness while in the service, and to the probabi.ity of the i 
currence of sun-stroke while in the line of duty. 

“In view of the strong testimony filed in this case before the Pension Office and 
of the recommendation of the board of aurgeonsof that office by whom the clain 
ant was examined, your committee report the bill favorably. 


Tne Worcester LUNATIC ASYLUM, 
* Worcester, Mass., December 10, 1889 


“Dean MADAM: Mr. B. F. Brown is suffering from paralysis. He walks about 
with great difficulty and his speech is so mach affected that it is almost imposs 
ble to understand him when he talks. He is delusional and at times considerab! 
excited. He was committed to this hospital from Newton, October 31, 1887, then 
said to he twelve years insane. 

“Very respectfully 
lr. G. PARK, Superinten 
“Mrs. B. F. Browx, 
‘Newton Highlands, Mase 


NEWTON HIGHLANI Mass., Decembcy 9, 1889 

**To whom it may concern: 

“This will certify giat Mra. B. F. Brown is a resident of thia parish and kn 
by myself and all her neighbors to be blind, an affliction of several years’ stand 
ing. 

GEO. G. PHTPPS 
Pastor of Congregational Churcl 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordiy gly 

read the third time, and passed. 
ALBERT P. DAVIS, 

The next Senate bill was the bill (S. 3159) granting an increase of 
pension to Albert P. Davis. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and be is hereby. a 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of Albert P. Davis 
late a private in Company K, Ninth Regiment of New Hampshire Volunteers. at 
the rate of $30 per month, in lieu of the pension he now receives. 


The report (by Mr. Nure) is as follows; 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bil) (8. 3159 

granting an increase of pension to Albert P. Davis, submit the following report 

as adopted by the Senate 
Your committee report this bill favorably and recommend its passaco in vie 
of the claimant's affidavit and the medical testimony hereto attached. Dr. Gal 
linger was a Representative from the Second New Hampshire district in the Forts 
ninth and Fiftieth Congresses, and a member of the House Committes on In 


valid Pensious during that period ; Dr. Morrill is onc of t nost prom 


i ent ph 


sicians in the State. 


Orrice ov J. HH. GALLINGER, M. D., 
Concord, N. H., March 13, 1890. 

This may certify that I have this day made a careful physical examination of 
Albert P. Davis, late of Company K, Ninth Kegiment Now Hampshiro Voluntee1 
Infantry, and find his condition to be as follows: 

(1) Hislefthand is practically aseless from a wound received in the United St 
Army, and for which he is pensioned. 

(2) In consequence of an injury received in a railroad accident in April, 1879 
the right arm is almost entirely useless, anchylosis of the clbow joint existin 


ting and 
much other deformity having resulted. 5 
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(3) There are evidences of chronic malarial trouble, which confirm soldier's 
statement tbat he has suffered from chills and fever ever since his army se 
In short, soldier is a total physical wreck, and in my epinion is equitably en- 


titled to a pension at the rate of $30 per month. 
J. H. GALLINGER, M. D. 


Coxcorp, N. H., March 11, 1890. 


Albert P. Davis first consulted me ten years ago for symptoms of chronic ma- 
jaria. I have visited him and preseribed for him occasionally since that date for 
the same disease. 

I am now treating him for an acute attack of malaria, with headache, nausea, 
vomiting, high fever, following a severe chill, then sweating and moderate icteries. 
Yesterday afternoon and to-day he was able to come to my office for advice. 

Mr. Davis is a man of great pluck and energy, otherwise he would long ago have 
been helpless. The functions of the liver are imperfectly performed at all times, 
and occasionally they seem to be almost entirely suxpended. Moreover, the gen- 
eral and habitual malaise resulting from the malnutrition which almost invari- 
-_ attends chronic malaria is another cause of constant weakness and debility in 

118 Case. 


5. C. MORRILL, M. D. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly 

read the third time, and passed. 
MARGARET FLAHERTY. 

The next Senate bill was the bill (8. 2575) granting a pension to 
Margaret Flaherty. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of Margaret Flaherty, 


mother of Bartlett Flaherty, late a private in Company F, Thirty-first Maine Vol- 
unteers, at the rate of $12 per month, in lieu of the pension she now receives. 

The report (by Mr. NuT®#) is as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (8S. 2575) 
ranting a pension to Margaret Flaherty, submit the following report as adopted 
by the Senate: 

“The claimant is now on the pension-rolls by special act at $8 per month. The 
rate being named in the special act prevents an increase under the general law to 
$12, the rate at which dependent mothers are new pensioned. This is the only 
case of a dependent mother pensioned at the lower sum now on the rolls of the 
Concord (N. H.) agency. 

“Your committee therefore recommend the passage of tho bill as an act of jas- 
tice to the claimant, who is an old lady deserving and poor.” 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and if was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 


HARRIET B. HAMILTON. 


The next Senate bill (on the Private Calendar) was the bill (8. 3234) 
grauting a pension to Harriet B. Hamilton. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, author 
ized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and limita- 
tions of the pension laws the name of Harriet B. Hamilton, step-mother of William 
L. Hamilton, late a private in Company D, Fourteenth Regiment of New Hamp- 
shire Volanicera. 

The report (by Mr. Nutr) is as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 3234) 
— # pension to Harriet B. Hamilton, submit the following report, as adopted 
»y the Senate 

e The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill granting a pension 
to Harriet B. Hamilton, have examined the same and report: 

‘‘Mrs. Hamilton was the step-mother of the soldier. The soldier's father, Alfred 
Hamilton, drew pension as dependent parent from time of soldier's death in 1866 
to his own death in 1888. Mrs. Hamilten married Alfred Hamilton in 1844, and 
had charge of the soldier during his youth, being in fact the only mother he knew. 
Precedents for the desired action are numerous. The bill is reported with a fav- 
orable recommendation.’ 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and i? was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 
MARTHA N. HUDSON. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (8. 3431) 
granting a pension to Martha N. Hudson. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc, That the Seeretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed te place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 


ilmitations of the pension laws, the name of Martha N. Hudson, widow of Lieut. 
Col. James Hudson, of the Eighth Massachusetts Volunteers. 


The report (by Mr. Nuts) is as follows: 
The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (8.3431) 
granting a pension to Martha N. Hudson, submit the following report as 


by the Senate, with an amendment, inserting between the words * pension laws,” 
in line 5, and the word “ the,” in line 6, the words “at the rate of $8 per month." 
{Senate Report No. 1504, Fifty-first Congress, first session. } 

Martha N. Hudson is the widow of Lieut, Col. James Hudson, of the Eighth 
Massachusetts Volunteers. Colonel Hudson died in 1869. In 1870 Mrs. Hu 
married again, one Joseph Chipman, by whom she was deserted in 1874, and from 
whom she obtained a decree of divorce in 1881. Chipman died in 1882. By this 
second marriage she forteited her right to pension under the general law. She 
has supported herself by her own labor since her husband's desertion, sixteen 
years ago, but now finds herself unable longer to do so, owing to increasing weak- 
ness and age. 

Mrs. Hudson's petition, certificates showing each of her marriages, her divorce 
from Chipman, and the death of each husband, are hereto attached. 

She ie now about sixty years of age, dependent for support 7 others, 7 
cially her brother, who is not able to assume the extra responsibility in addition 
to that imposed by his own family. 

In view of these facts and Culonel Hudson's meritorions services, your com- 
mittee report the bill favorably and recommend its passage. 


STatTe OF Massacnuserts, County of Suffolk, es: 


I, Martha N. Hudson, of Charlestown, in said county, under oath and say 
I was married to James Hndson, jr., at Lynn, Maas., in so He was 


captain of Company F, Eighth Regiment Massachusetts Volunteers. H, 
swered to the first call for troops in 1861 and served as captain of said cor 
for three months. He was stationed at Annapolis and at the Relay House, ) 
also at Washington, D. C. In November, 1862, he was appointed lient: 
colonel of the same regiment and with hiscommand served nine months. 
stationed at New Berne, N.C. Upon his arrival home in July, 1868, he ws 
with malarial fever and chills, and for several weeks kept his room and be: 
was sick a great deal of the time after he left the service in 1863 until his «d: 
April, 1869. In 1870 I married J h Chipman, of Beverly, Mass., who se: 
Captain Porter's company, unattached infantry, in July, 1864, for one hi 
days. I obtained a divorce from him for non-support in 1878. He was ra: 
and killed by the cars at Beverly, Mass., in 1882. 

Ever since thedeath of Colonel Hudson I havésupported myself by manual 
though at times wholly unable, owing to the feeble condition of my health 
now wholly dependent upon charity, as my health is ae poor I am unable t 
cagthing. to be relieved from which I shall ever pray and ask your hon 

y to afford me that relief. Colonel Hudson's health was so impaired w 
the service of the United States that he was unable to properly attend to his 
ness up to his death. He left but a little property for my support, which » 
used up in two years. I am fifty-cight years old, was born in Salem, Mass., ! 
County. My maiden name was Martha N. Kenney. 

MARTHA N. HUDSO 


‘ Bostox, March 19, 1: 
COMMONWEALTA OF MASSACHUSETTS, Suffolk, ae : 


Then personally appeared the above-named Martha N. Hudson, to me pers: 
known, and made oath to the truth of all the statements in the foregoing afli: 
including the eight interlined words on this page. 


Before me. 
ABNER C. GOODELL, Jr 
Juatice of the Peace for Essex Count 
Duly authorized to administer oaths in said county of Suf 


COMMONWEALTH OF MASSACU USETES, 
Secuerary’s DerarTeent, Boston, March 19, 139 


I hereby certify that at the date of the attestation hereto annexed, Abne: 
Goodell, jr., was a justice of the peace 
sioned and constituted ; that to his acts and attestations, as such, fall faith a: 
credit are and ought to be given, in and out of court; that I believe bis signat 
to be gennine; and that said justice of the peace is by law authorized to tak« 
positions, administer oaths, and take acknowledgments of deeds and other inst 
ments throughout the Commonwealth. 

In testimony of which I have hereunto affixed the seal of the Comminwea 
the date first above written. 

[SEAL.] HENRY B. PIERCE, 

Secretary of the Commonwealt} 


COMMONWEALTH OF MASSACHUSETTS, 
City of Iynn, March 5, 189 

I, Chas. E. Parsons, hereby certify that it appears by the record of marria 
in said Lynn that a marriage was solemnized in said Lynn between James H 
son, jr., and Martha N. Kenney, on the llth day of January, in the year 1854. 

The record is in the following words and figures to wit: Date of marria: 
January 11, 1854; name and surname of groom, James Hudson, jr.; name a: 
surname of bride, Martha N. Kenney; by whom married, E. Winchester R 
nolds, clergyman. 

I, Chas. E. Parsons, above named, depose and say that I hold the office of « 
clerk of the city of Lynn, in the county of Essex and Commonwealth of Mas 
chusetts ; that the records of births, marriages, and deaths in said city are 
my custody, and that the above is a true extract from the records of marriay 
in said city, as certified by me. 

Witness my hand and the seal of the said city of Lynn, on the day and year fi 
above written. 

[SEAL.! CHAS. E. PARSONS, Qity Cleri 


Novsg.-—By a decision of the Commissioner of Pensions, December 6, 1864, th» - 


certificates need not be sworn to. The seal of a city issuflicient, without furt! 
attestation. 


— 


COMMONWEALTH OF MAssACHUSETTS, 
City of Lynn, March 5, 1890 

I, Charles E. Parsons, hereby certify that it appears by the record of deaths 

said iges. James Hudson, jr., died in said Lynn on the 8th day of April, in t 
ear 1869. 

. The record is in the following words and figures, to wit: Date of death, Ap 

8, 1869; name and surname of omeek. James Hudson, jr.; name and surname 

father Isaac O. Hudson; name and surname of mother, Louisiana Hudson 

whom registered, Benj. H. Jones, city clerk. 

I, Charlies E. Parsons, above named, depose and say that I hold the offive of cit 
clerk of the city of Lynn, in the county of Essex and Commonwealth of Mass 
chusetts; that the records of births, marriages, and deaths in said city are in 1» 
custody, and that the above is a true extract from the records of deaths in 50 


, a8 by me. 
“Wiseoes my hand and the seal of the city of Lynn on the day and year fi: 
abgve written. 
SEAL. | CHAS. E. PARSONS, City Cler) 


COMMONWEALTH OF MASSACHUSETTS, 
Town of Beverly, March &, 1590 


I, William H. Lovett, hereby certify that it appears WY the record of marria: 
in said Beverly that a marriage was solemnized in said Beverly between Jos: 
Chipman and Martha A. Hudson, m. n. Kenney, on the 12th day of June, iu t 

ear 1870. 

- The record is in the following words and figures, to wit: Date of marriage, J. 
12, 1870; name and surname of groom. Joseph Chipman; name and surnam: 
bride, Martha A. Hudson, m. n. enney; by whom married, G. W. Whitney, | 
ter Universalist chureh. 


I, William H. Lovett, above named, depose and say that I hold the office 
town clerk of the town of Beverly, in the county of and Commonwealt!: 
Massachusetts; that the records of births and deaths in said town 


oa and that the above is a true extract from the records of marri: 


in town, as certified by me. 
WILLIAM H. LOVETT, Town Clr! 


Maancu 5, 189 
Essex, 63: " 
Subscribed and sworn to before me this day ; and I certify that I am not in‘ 


ested . 
JOHN M. MURNEY, Jvstice of the Peace. 


for the said Commonwealth, duly comm. 
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ComMONWEALTH OF MASSACHUSETTS, Essex, se: 


e supreme judicial court begun and holden at Salem, within and for the 
——_ of I x, = the first Tuesday of November, in the year of our Lord 1881. 

Martha N. Chipman, of Salem, in the county of Essex, shows that she is the 
wife of Joseph bhi man, pow resident at Beverly, in said onate, and that she 
eras lawfully married to said Joseph on the 1th day of June, A. D. 1870, at said 
Beverly, and that she and her husband lived together as husband aud wife 
at said Beverly, and at Lynn, in said county, until the month of April, A. D. 
1874, at which time said J h utterly and willfally deserted the libellant, with- 
out cause and her will, and has continued such desertion ever since and 
until this date, being more than three consecative years ; and she also shows that 
during said time since April, 1874, and before that date, said Joseph, being of suf- 
ficient ability, has wantonly and cruelly neglected and refused to furnish the 
libellant with sufficient or any maintenance, 

Wherefore the lidellant prays for a divorce from the bonds of matrimony be- 
tween her and ber said husband, and that said Joseph may be decreed to pay her 
sufficient and suitable alimony, as well pending this suit as subsequently, for her 
comfortable support, and that the goods and estate of said Joseph may be attached 
to the amount and value of $5,000, as security for the payment of such alimony and 
the enforcement of such other decrees as may be made in the premises. 

This libel was entered at April term, 1878, when it appeared to the court that 
all proceedings required by law had been had upon the same. And the said Jo- 
an Chipman, aithongh solemn! called to come into court and show cause why 
the prayer of said li ¢ should not be granted. did not appear, but made de- 
fault. And the evidence adduced in support of said libel having been heard and 
understood, the court — of the opi that the material facts therein alleged 

Tov! 

It was thoveders eonablaned and decreed nisi, by the court, that the bonds of 
matrimony theretofore entered into between the said Martha N. Chipman and the 
said Joseph Chipman, for the desertion of the said Joseph, be dissolved ; the decree 
te be e absolute, on motion, after the expiration of six months from the first 
publication thereof, —— compliance with the terms thereof, unless sutlicient 
cause to the contrary should pupene. ; 

And now the ———— of six months having expired, and it being made to ap- 

that the said llant has on pee ose ame of = aooeee, - no 
cause to the centrary appearing, it is conside: y the court here that the decree’ 
aforesaid be made aeons of which all persons interested are to take notice and 
govern themselves accordingly. 

The foregoing is a trae copy of record. 

In testimony whereof I hereunto set my hand and affix the seal of said court on 
this 15th day of March, A. D. 1890. 

Attest: 


(SAL. ] EZRA L. WOODBURY, Assistant Clerk. 


COMMONWEALTH OF MASSACHUSETTS. 
Town of Beverly, March 5, 1890. 

I, William B. Lovett, hereby certify that it —_ by the record of deaths in 
said Beverly that Joseph Chipman died in said Beverly on the 11th day of Octo- 
ber, in the year 1882. - 

The record is in the following words and figu to wit: Date of death, October 
11, 1882; name and surname of deceased, Joseph Chipman; name and surname of 
father, John Hi. Chipman; name and surname of mother, Elizabeth Chipman 
(Hill); by whom registered, William H. Lovett, town clerk. 

I, Wi iL. Lovett, above named, depose and say that I hold the office of 
town clerk of the town of Beverly, in the county of Essex and Commonwealth of 
Massachusetts; that the records of births, marriages, and deaths in said town are 
in my custody, end that the above is a true extract from the records of deaths in 


said town as certified by me. 
WILLIAM H. LOVETT, Town Clerk. 


Marcu 5, 1890, 
ESSEX, 88: 
Subscribed and sworn to before me this day; and I certify that I am not inter- 


ested herein. * 
JOHN M. MURNEY, Justice of the Peace. 


The amendment reported by the committee was read, and agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to a third reading; and it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


SALINA B. MERRICK. 


The next Senate bill was the bill (8S. 3543) grancing a pension to 
Salina B. Merrick. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject te the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Salina B. Merrick, view of Arthur 


L. Merrick, late a private in Compaffy K, Fifteenth Regiment of New Hampshire | 


Volunteers. 
The report (by Mr. Nur#) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 3543) 
grnating @ pension to Salina B. Merrick, submit the following report as adopted 
y the a 


“Artbur L. Merrick was tho color-sergeant of the Fifteenth Regiment of New 
Volinteers. He received a gunshot wound of the right thigh at Port 


Hampshire 
Hudson in 1863, from which he suffered severely until his death in 1888, and for 
which he was pensioned at the rate of $16 per month at the time of his death. 
The bullet was never extracted. 
reports of examinations of him by the examining board of surgeons 

indicate clearly that there resulted from the soldier's wound great suffering, lack 
of exercise, use of opiates to obtain relief from pain, and a weakening 
of the system asa natural outcome of the foregoing. In the record of his death 
filed by the attending sician, the immediate cause is stated as heart-failure, 
the pens cause as his army disabilities. The Bureau of Pensions declines 
to accept connection thus indicated between these causes, although the claim 
= the a of the reviewer. anbehe 

am sician, reputation ity areattested, assigns tho 
soldier's army dinwbilitics asa peotates cause, and two other reputable physi- 
cians make affidavit to for valvular disease of the heart, which 
they a result of his army wounds. In view of this medi- 
— ee ‘s honorable record, widow's need, your committee 
Teport the favorably and its passage." 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 
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WILLIAM 

The next Senate bill on the Private Calendar was the bill 
granting a pension to William Norweod. 

The bill was read, as follows 

Be it enacted, etc., That 
thorized and directed 
limitations of the 
United States Navy. 

The bill was ordered to a third 1 
read the third time, and passed 


NORWOOD. 


nen 
pen 


MALINDA COLI 


The next Senate bill on the Private Cal 
granting a pension to Malinda Collins. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and hereby is, 
ized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Malinda Colli widow of James I 
Collins, a private in Company'A, Sixth Regiment Provisional Enrolled Missow 
Militia, and Company H, Seventy-fourth Regiment Enrolled Missouri Militia 

Mr. KILGORE. Unless we can have some explanation of this 
case, I would like to hear the report. 

Mr. MORRILL. I think I can save time by stating the facts of 
the ease. This man, who was a member of the Missouri Enrolled 
Militia, was taken prisoner and paroled. Instead of obeying his 
parol, he returned to his command. He was again taken prisoner 
and was shot. This bill is to pension his widow. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 

THOMAS H. WILKERSON. 

The next Senate bill was the bill 
Thomas H. Wilkerson. 

The bill is as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subjeet to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Thomas H. Wilkerson, a private in 
the company of Capt. John W. Biven's company of Arkansas Home Guards, at 
tached to the First Regiment of Arkansas Cavalry. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and being read the third 
time, was passed. 


anthor 
to the provisions and 


8. 1040) granting a 


pension t« 
pen m ) 


GEORGIANA W. 


The next Senate bill was the bill 
Georgiana W. Vogdes. 

The bill is as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, a 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of Georgiana W 
Vogdes, widow of Israel Vogdes, late colonel and brevet brigadier-general, United 
States Army, and pay her a pension at the rate of $100 per month. 

Mr. KILGORE. Let the report be read. 

Mr. CRAIG. I will state to the gentleman that this is a particu- 
larly lengthy report, and I think I can state the facts in brief form 
so that the gentleman will be satistied that the bill ought to pass. 
In the first place we have amended the bill so as to provide fora 
pension of $50 per month. 

Mr. KILGORE. Iam not having the report read for my benefit, 
but for the benefit of the House. 

Mr. CRAIG. But the report recommends this amendment, and I 


VOGDES, 


8. 3532) granting a pension to 


cr 
Is 


| supposed that the gentleman’s objection was to the amount carried 


by the bill. 
Mr. KILGORE. Did this an serve in the Army? 
Mr. CRAIG. He served in the Army from 1833 to 188! 
Mr. KILGORE. All right. 
The amendment was adopted. 
The bill as amended was ordered to a third reading; 
read the third time, was passed. 


J, SEATON KELSO. 
The next Senate bill was the bill (8. 3760) granting a pensidn t 


to 


and beiny 


J. Seaton Kelso. 


The bill is as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of J. Seaton Kelso, late assistant surgeon 
Second Wiseonsin Cavalry. 

_ The bill was ordered to a third reading; and being read the third 
time, was passed. 


JOHN M. DUNN. 


The next Senate bill was the bill (S. 4370 
John M. Dunn. . 

The bill is as follows : 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Join M. Dunn, late first lieutenant of 
Company E, First Regiment Delaware Volunteers, and subsequently first lic 
tenant of Company C,-Seventh’ Delaware Volunteers, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $72 per month, in lieu of the rate of $4 per month which he is now r 
ceiving, 

Mr. KILGORE. Let the report in that case be read. 

The SPEAKRR pro tempore. The Chair is informed that 
port is still in the hands of the Printer. 

Mr. DALZELL. I will state to the gentleman from Texas that 
this bill passed the Senate giving a pension of $72 a month. As pro- 


granting @ pension to 


the re 
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posed to be gnended by the House committee it gives but $50. The 
report of the Senate committee, however, is adopted. And I want 
to say to the gentleman that this report reads like a romance. 

Mr. KILGORE. That is the reason I would like to have it read. 
{ Langhver. } 

Mr. DALZELL. No braver soldier ever drew a sword. I can 
furnish the gentleman with a copy of the report if he desires to ex- 
atmnine it, 

I am told by gentlemen who have examined the evidence that this 
man is in a condition where under existing law he would be entitled 
to $72 a month in a short time. 

Mr. KILGORE. The House committee recommend $50, I under- 
stand ? 

Mr. DALZELL. 
from $72 to $50. 

Mr. BELKNAP, The amendment is stated in the report. 

Mr. KILGORE. Ali right. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was adopted. 

The bill as amended was ordered to a third reading; and being 
read the third time, was passed. 

EMILY F. WARREN, 

The next Senate bill was the bill (8. 1812) granting an increase 
of pension to Emily F. Warren. 

The bill is as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of Emily F. Warren, 
widow of G. K. Warren, late a major-general in the United States Army, and pay 


her a pension at the rate of $100 per month, subject to the provisions and limita- 
tions of the pension laws. 


Mr. KILGORE. Let the report be read. 
Che report (by Mr. NuTE) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1812) 
granting an increase of pension to Emily F. Warren, submit the following report: 

The committee find the facts fully set forth in the Senate report accompanying 
said bill, which is annexed hereto and made a part of this report. 

Concurring in said report your committee recommend the passage of said bill. 


Yes, sir; the committee recommend a redaction 


[Senate Report No, 231, Fifty-firet Congress, first session. | 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill granting an increase 
of pension to Emily F. Warren, widow of Maj. Gen. G. K. Warren, have examined 
the same and report: 

The appended report, made by your committee in the last Congress, is adopted 
and the bill reported with a favorable recommendation. 


REPORT. 


Mrs. Warren is now becoming old, in weakened health, with a very limited and 
uncertain income, so that her present pension does not afford the comforts of life. 
Beyond this she has little that she can depend upon, and besides herself has nec- 
essary expenditares for two of her children. Her personal labor has become un- 
avoidable in obtaining a livelihoo:l. 

In several familiar cases pensions to the amount provided in this bill have been 
granted to the widows of oflicers whose record of service, however distinguished, 
could not and did not surpass that of General Warren. 

It is an act of justice merely to the memory of this gallant and devoted officer, 
whose remarkable record is hereto appended, to provide for the comfort of her who 
is the widow of one of the purest patriots who ever served in the American Army. 


{General Orders, No. 5. | 
HEADQUARTERS Corps OF Exoukens, U. 8S. ARMY, 
Washington, D. C., August 9, 1882. 

It has become the painful duty of the brigadier-genera] commanding to announce 
to the Corps of Engineers the death of a brother officer, Lieut. Col. Gouverneur 
K. Warren, brevet major-general, U. 8. Arnry, whodied at Newport, R. L, yester- 
day. 

General Warren was graduated from the Military Academy and promoted to 
the rank of brevet second lieutenant in the Corps of Topogra sheal Reainoare. 
July 1, 1250. He served as assistant engineer on the To capegtieal and Hydro- 
graphical Survey ot the Delta of the Mississippi, 1850-'52, and to the board for the 
improvement of canal around the Falls of the Ohio, 1852-'53; in charge of sur- 
veys for the improvement of Rock Island and Des Moines Rapids, Mississippi 
River, 1853-54; in compiling the general map and _ reports (conjointly with Cap- 
tain, now General, A. A. Humphreys, of Pacific Railroad explorations, 1854; as 
chief topographical engineer on Sioux expedition, 1855, being engaged in the ac- 
tion of Bine Water, September 3, 1855; in charge of reconnaissances in Dakota 
Territor, and making map and report of same, 1855-'56; and in Nebraska Terri- 
tory, 1866-57, and preparing maps and reports thereof, 1857-'59, 

He was assistant professor of mathematics at the Military Academy, 1859, and 
principal assistant professor, 1859-61. 

He entered upen his distinguished service in the late cival war (1861-'66) in the 
Department of Virginia as lieutenant-colonel of the Fifth New York Volunteers, 
being engaged in the action at Big Bethel Church, June 10, 1861. He was cugaged 
on the detrnses of Baltimore, and constructing fort on Federal Hil, 1861-'62, being 
temporarily detached on expedition to Northampton anid Accomack Counties, Vir- 
ginia, 1861 ; inthe Virginia peninsularcampaign (Army of the Potomac), 1862, being 
engaged fm the siege of Yorktown, April |1-May 4, 1862, and in command of brigade, 
May 24, 1862; skirmish on Pamunkey River, May 26, 1862; capture of Hanover 
Court-House, May 27, 1862; battle of Gaines’s Mill, June 27, 1862, where ho was 
wounded ; repulse of Wise’s division at Malvern Hill (in command), June 29, 1862 ; 
vattle of Malvern Hill, July 1, 1862, and skirmish at Harrison's Landing, Jaly 2, 
1862. 

In the Northern Virginia campaign, 1862, he was engaged in the battle of Ma- 
passas, August 30, 1862. and the skirmish near Ceutreville, September 1, 1862. He 
was in command of brigade (army of the Potomac) in the Maryland campaign, 
1862, being engaged in irediiean and battle of Antietam, September 15-17. 1862; 
skirmish with the enemy's rear guard on the Potomac September 19, 1862 ; an 
marched to Falmouth, Va., 1862. In the Rappahannock campaign, 1862. '63, he was 
in command of brigade till February 4, 18645. He then became chief topograph- 
ical engineer of the Army of the Potemac, and was engaged in the battle of Fred. 
ericksburgh, December 13-16, 1863; making reconnaissances, 1862-'63; action on 
Orange Pike, Mav 1, 1863; storming of Marye Heights, May 3, 1863, and battle of 
Salem, May 3-4, 1863, and as chief engineer of the Army of the Potomac, June 8 
to August 12, 1863. 
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In the Pennsylvania campaign he was engaged in charge of the re-embar?. 1; 
of stores at Acquia Creek, 1863; reconnaissance and battle of Getty sburgh 
1-3, 1863, where he was wounded; and construction of bridges, and makin 
counaissances while pursuing the enemy, July-August, 1863. 

He was in command of Second Corps (army of the Potomac) from August }° 
1863, to March 24, 1864. 

In the operations in Central Virginia he was engaged in movement to Cu); 
and the Rapidan, September 13-16, 1¢63; combat at Auburn and Bristoe s: 

(in command), October 14, 1863; skirmish at Bull Run, October 15, 1863 
Kelly's Ford, November 8, 1863; movement at Mine Run, with heavy skirmis 
November 26-30, 1863, and demonstration upon the enemy across Morton's | 
February 6, 1864. 

He was in command of Fifth Corps (army of the Potomac) from March 24, | 
to April 1, 1865. 

In the Richmond campaign he was engaged in the battle of the Wilderness, Ma 
5-6, 1864; battles about Spottsylvania, May 8-20 1864; battles of North Anna 
May 23-25, 1864; skirmish on Tolopotomy Creek, May 29, 1464; battle of Bethesd 
Church, May 30, 1864; battles of Cold Harbor, inne 1-4, 1864; skirmish on \V 
Oak Swamp, June 13, 1864; assaults on Petersburgh, June 17-18, 1864; siege of 
Petersburgh, June 18, 1864—April 2, 1865; Petersbrrgh mine assault, July 30. 1 +04 
actions for the occupation of the Weldon Railroad, August 18-25, 1864; combat 
Peebles's farm, September 30, 1864; action at Chapel House, October 1, 1864 
mishes near Hatcher's Run, October 27-28, 1864; destruction of Weldon Railros 
to Meherrin River, December 7-10, 1864; combat near Dabney’s mill (in 
mand). February 6-7, 1865; actions and movement to White Oak Ridge, March 29 
31, 1865; battle of Five Forks, April 1, 1865. 

He was in command of the defenses of Petersburgh and Southside Railroad 
April 3 to May 1, 1865; in command of the Department of Mississippi. May 14 
1865; and was at New York City preparing maps and reports of hia campaiyus 
June 20, 1865, to July 31, 1866. 

General Warren was promoted successively from the grade of lieutenant to 
that of lientenant-colonel, Corps of Engineers, and major-general, United States 
Volanteers. He received the brevets of lieutenant-colonel, United States Arn 
“for gallant and meritorious services at the battle of Gaines’s Mill,” Va., 16: 
colonel, United States Army, “for gallant and meritorious services at the battle 
of Gettysburgh,” Pa., 1863; brigadier-general, United States Army, “for gallant 
and meritorious services at the battle of Bristoe Station,” 1865. and major genera! 
United States Army, “for gallant and meritorious services in the field daring 1 
rebellion,” 1865. 

Since the close of the war he bas been superintending engineer of surveys and 
improvements of the Upper Mississippi and its tributaries, 1866-1870; of survey of 
the battle-field of Gettysburgh. Pa., 1868-'69; and survey of the battle-field of 
Manaxsas, 1878; of Rock Island Bridge across the Mississippi, 1870; of the fort 
fication of New London and New Haven. Conn . 1870-1874; of the improvement of 
certain rivers and harbors on Long Island, 1870-1874; of construction of Block 
Island Breakwater, R. I., 1870-1*82. 

He was a member of commission to examine Union Pacific Railroad and te): 
graphic lines, 1868-'69, and member of many important boards of ofticers of t! 
Corps of Engineers organized for the consideration of the plans and the exe: 
tion of the works of the corps, among which were the board on improvement 
the Dee Moines Rapids 1867; board on bridge across Niagara River, at Buffalo 
N. Y., 1870-71; on bridging the Ohio River, 1870-71, and 1878-1882; on plan f 
docks constracted for breakwater at Chicago Harbor, Il] , 1871; on the comple 
tion of Cincipnati and Newport Bridge over the Obio, 1871; on the harbors of 5: 
Louis, Mo., and Alton, IL, and banks of the Mississippi, 1872; on bridging ¢! 
channel between Lake Huron and Lake Erie, 1873; on ship-canal from the Miasis 
sip»i to the Gulf of Mexico, 1873-74; to examine the St. Louis bridge across th 
Mississippi, 1873; on the reclamation of the alluvial basin of the Mississip) 
1874-75; on Mississippi bridges between St. Paul, Minn., and St. Louis, Mo 
1876; and on the improvement of the Mississippi River, from the Falls of St 
Anthony to Rock Island Rapids, 1878. “He was engaged in the survey of th: 
battle-field of Groveton, Va., and in the preparation of campaign maps of certain 
operations in 1862-'63 of the Army of the Potomac io Virginia. 

He was appointed a member of the advisory council of the harbor commissione:s 
of tho State of Rhode Island, 1878. 

In 1870 General Warren was assigned to the charge of the surveys and improve 
ments of various rivers and harbors in Southeasterp Massachusetts and in Riv ie 
Island and Connecticut, on which duty and in the supervisien of the constructio 
and repair of the fortifications of New Bedford, Mass., of Narraganevtt Bay, and 
of Newport. R. L., he remained until the time of his death. 

In scientific investigations General Warren had few superiors, and his elaborat: 
reports on some of the most important works which have been confided to t! 
Corps of Engineers are among the most valuable contributions to its literature. 

In the field, in the late civil war, he was a brave and energetic officer, and in 
the high command to which he attained by his patriotic vator and skill he merited 
the admiration of the Army and the applause of his ovuniry. 

He was kind and considerate in all the relations of life, and his family in its 
affliction will have the hearty sympathy of the Corps of Engineers. 

As a testimonial of respect forthe deceased, the officera of ths corps will we: 
the usual badge of mourning for thirty days. 

By command of Brigadier General Wright. 

® GEORGE H. ELLIOT. 
Major of Enginee;: 

Mr. KILGORE. Mr. Speaker, it has not been the practice of thi 
House to pass bills carrying so large a sum at these Friday evening 
sessions, and if the House insist on it now it will be a departure 
from the practice heretofure. It has always been the rule to carr) 
them over to a full House. There is no difficulty about.it—— 

Mr. CUTCHEON, I want to suggest to my friend from Texas that 
we are getting pretty near the end of the session now; and it would 
be unfortunate to pass any of these bills over to a full House ; be- 
cause conference reports and other matters will probably intervene 
to prevent their consideration. Besides, I think you never knew t!: 
House to reject one of th: se cases. 

Mr. KILGORE. No, sir. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. And undoubtedly the time of the House wil! 
be well taken up by other matters. 

Everybody knows General G. K. Warren, commander of the 01: 
Fifth Army Corps, one of the most distinguished officers of the Arm) 
one of the very bravest of the brave. 

Mr. KILGORE. I know that; I came in contact with him a tin: 
ortwo myself. [Laughter.] 

But I understand the gentleman to say there will probably be 10 
other Friday evening sessions during this session of Congress—— 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Ihopein viewof that fact the gentleman wi!! 
not object to this bill. 
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Mr. KILGORE, I have Dever consented to the Passage of any bill SEc. : That said Charles S. Blood be allawed all pay and emolnm¢ nts to whi, 
of this character on a Friday night Session. If] consent to-night I Of the manny’ been =e pany ageeived nt, vorable discharge on — 
Wwaut it understood that it wil! not be pleaded on me hereafter or : 7 Pe aes 5 nT alone, 









2 . > . "h . ; IO Ter , ? trike on¢ ‘tion O. ad he fa 
that I will ba estopped from making objection in the future, ; Phe committe re¢ ine *? 8trike out se, tion 2 and ad l the fo! 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair wii] Suggest that it wil] © NINE Proviso to we, tion 1; 
. Pen ne , ’ ’ all tie? ‘ rallowen 
not be quoted as a recedent against the &entleman, (Laughter, } virtoe ied, a hat said Charle * S. Blood shall 1 *atitled to no pay ora ances by 
Mr. KILGORE. Flees not, becanse under all of the circumstances | of his regims,** ~ *Fom the date of his dis nna" Co the date of the final r out 
i j illi at its ) ‘ough to- one: 
or with this case ] 4m Willing that it shall go thro gh to The report (by Mr. OsBornr) is ac follows 
night, > ALL p nie : ill wi The Committees on Military Affairs, to Whom was refer, l the bil] (H. R. 71] 
i ordered ta tiked omere If there be NO objection, th, bill wil] for the relict ate a'les 8. Blood here? ud the sume undertote sideration and dt” 
© ordered to at ao 3 es mit the following report 
Mr. CHEADLE. I do not think that bil] should be passed. There The facts in th “ase largely appear M the report of th, A djutant-Genera! ub 
J » rhe wi »~  Thisis & £00d case to | Mitted he rewith and made * Part of this py, port 
ought to be some lace where We will stoy This is not & ZO0d case Charles $ weg ™ petitioner, are? faithful sotdier ana 


Stop on, because t ¢ husband of this widow tely mest distinguished | tWo years, and abont th. Ist of July 1°63, was sery Nz on detached duty a Vay 
soldier. But | Want to Say that it is absolutely Wrong, this Whole from his command, and at hich time he'wa. and pt to report back te 4 con 
principle of sranting such Pensions, for the representatives of the my. Hearing at the same time that his ; mmand | td been order, dto St. Lo is 
people to give to the widow of ODeG man eight times the 4mount we me - was i to a them, : hen he got noti e that his mothe I vas ae ve ly 
give to the widow of another There can be od UStification for it, comment” While on hig weasien he found bet aptain, where. staded bins 
lam told that the other day @ pension of $2,000 @ year was voted | remain with him & few days at St. Louis, as he (the captain) wa. BCVere]y 
toa person who is worth $250,000. - iat is one Special Case, and we | wounded and needed his Care. Owing to Bi h absenc © Without leave fur & period 
can all remember the other evening that We pensioned a Widow at of about four weeks, he Was court-martialed and discharged from the service 
hi although a large part of the time he had been ‘aring for his Captain's we) nd 
$12 per month who had four sous shot to death in the late war, w hile Your committee 2 lieve that 42 penalty’ was disnt portionate tot , 
she herself had been 'n the poor asylum for twelve years, Now, uf View of the Mitigating cir; UMstances and this 18 borne ut by the fact th il the 
the pengion of $30 is hot enough to give to the widow of an Officer, | Se Cretary of War made an attempt to sez aside the findings of the court ifter a 
then increase the amount given by the &eneral law, and stop this "Your cosy or al eee that the bil be ame nil dite stata. as 
‘ s 2 . . . . : o co Pe Tec: 1 a ne i] > an) ae Vv go DOA me, 
special fiension legislation, because there éan be nothing more ‘ahe- | 3 section and adding wt the first sectic, the following werd Provided, "Th, 
ical to the best interests of the People and that sets a Worse clags | said Charieat Blood shall be entitied to no pay or al] inces by virtue of thin 
Precedent to go down to the future than the Precedent based OD these from the date of his dismiasal to the date of the final ; Uster out of his r giment 
special bills &iving these large sums to favored classes aud confining | and that the bill so amended do pass 
others to the limited amount fixed by the Pension laws, a 





18 18 the very worst form of Class legislation ; and I but repeat CASE OF CHARLES g, BLOOD, LATE oF PORTY-SkVENT ILLINOIS VOLUN TEP Rs 
the sentiment of every Wage-worker in the country when T enter my Record axp PEXSION Divistoy March 12. 19% 
protest against it. The men who dig the money out of the fronnd, _ The records show that Charles S. Blood Was mustered in as second lie nant 
Who earn it by their labor Out of the earth : the farmers of th¢ Tiempany a: erearenth, miiaels ch the ser to hay, cope 1862, and was 
country and the workingmen of the a uity every where, are all op. | “missed the service mi orders of which the vowing is a cop; 
Posed to it, and on behalf of myself and the People I have the honor | ‘General Orders, No, 63. } 
to represent directly, and al! the other common People of the coun- | HEADQUARTERS J); PARTMENT , ¥ THE Tr NNESSER, 
try, tau My protest against the Passage of this and all Similar | . Vicksburg, Miss... et er 14, 1863 
bills, aa, At a a heral court martial which convened at head uarters Eleventh 
The SPEAKER pro lempore, If there be no objection, the bil] will | itera. Misesari lufantry Volunteers (Camp She rman M s.), on the 20th 4 - 
"There wate itd reading. isued tra mare Thi ire" Ne tat aa ny a a 
There was no objection, General Buea’ and of whan Maj. William Stubhs Fighth Pt ta Soe = 
The bill Was passed, fontry Voluntes rs is President, Was arraigned and tried: Second Lieut. ¢ harleg S 


The SPEAKER pro tempore, In the absence of objection, Honse Blood, Company A, Forty Seventh Regiment Illinois Infantry Volunteers 
bill No, 5659, of the same title, wil] be laid upon the table. The Chair “CHARGE 1. -Disobedience of orders. 
18 informed by the Clerk that thig completes the Senate bills, With- “ Specification 1: In this, that he. Charles S. Blood, a¢ cond lieutenant Com pa, 


out objection, the Chair Will now recognize alternately Sentlemen A, Forty-seventh Regiment Mlinois Infantry Volunteers, did, on the 29;), day of 
who are present, . June, '*63, he being on duty at headquarters Third Division, Fifteenth Army 


. : : ia —. Corps, receive a Written order from Brigadier-Genera] Tuttle commanding said 
Mr. NUTE. Mr. Chairman, it has been customary, J believe, at division, relieving him trom duty at that place and ordering him, the Said Blood 
this Point in the Proceedings to take up bills on the Calendar, I tO report for duty to the ofticer commanding his company. That in disobedic nee 
ave made a very careful] €Xamivation of the Calendar to-day, and ] | of said order he, the said Charies s, Blood, did not s,, Peport Or rejuin his com 
Cas o ° . Aeon 7} Pany, which Was at that time at ¥ oung’'s Point, La., but did remain absent from 
find Several me Which I have reported from the Committee 4 only the command until] the 10th day of Auynst, 1863. This in the Vicinity of Vj, ks 
one from my own State, but on hehalf of gentlemer, from other States arg, Miss., at the tin’. above given 
Iwish to Say that these bills Were reported some four or five months ‘CHARGE 2.— Absence without leave. 
ago, and they have been piasoed over, ‘ere are only Seven of them, | Specification 1: Ip this, that he Charles § Blood, second lientenant of Con 
ls for any Stated sum, That 18 the Case of | pany A. Forty-seventh Illinois Infantry, did absent ‘imself, and remain absent 
an arm nurse and the amount 1s $12 er month, The others are | trom his company and regiment Without autbonty from the “9th day of June, 
y , P 
simply 0 Place the applicants on the Pension-ro]]}g subject to the lim- 1863, to the 10th day of August. 1863, 7 his in the vix ‘Mity of Vick sburg Miss at 
j t 


itations of the Pension laws. the time above giy; D. 
Mr. JOSEPH D, TAYLOR. Mr, Speaker, there were abouta dozen | “ CHAnar 3 —Oonduet prejudi. 'al to g00d order and military discipline 
of us on the last pension evening who remained here Until half past iPecification 1: In this. that Charles s Blood, secona lieutenant, © mpany 


10. Some of us remained faithfully through S¢Vera] Similar 8es- | A, orty -seventh Illinois Infantry Volunteers, did, on or about the “9th duy of 


June, 1863, in, detian, e of Brigadier.Gen, ral Tuttle’. Special Order No 36, of that 


A ‘ date, to report to his compan y commar der. absent himself Without authority from 
Mr. NUTE. T is is only the regular order I am calling for, ris company, regiment, and the division and go to the city of Peoria, Iil.. and 


r. SAWYE - But there 18 not one of these men whose bills you | dia HOt report to his command UDtil on or about the oth day of A Ugust, 1463. 
have reported who takes enough interest in them to be here, This in the Vicinity of Vicksburg. Miss., at the lime above giy, n. To which 
charges and SPecitications the accnsed pleaded 48 follows: T,, the specifi, ation to 


x + -p ‘ - anf _ » & sear | 
The SPEAKER pro tempore, The Clerk will report the first few | first charge guilty. To the firs charge. £Znilty, 4 6 the SPecification 1 > 8eCOond 
B r. charge, guilty, To the Second charge guilty To the SPeCification to third 
Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. I object, charge, guilty. To the third charge, guilty. 
5. MORRILL, Your objection Will not do 41y good, for this ig | FINDINGS Axp SENTENCE 
the regular order. You Can not object to the reguiar order. 


Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. I will agree, Mr. Speaker, not to ob. the acensed, Second Lieut. Charles § Blood Company A, Forty.sey, nth Reg 
ject, if the £entleman Will limit himself to three bills, That wilt be ment Illinois Infantry Volunteers, as follows: Of the “Pecification to the tirst 


“The court hay INE maturely Considered the 6Videncs adduced in this case find 


ee 


: aan’ charge, Ruilty. Of the first charge. Euilty. Of the SPecification to the second 
two more than I have had Passed this S€ssion, charge, guilty. Of the Second ¢ harge Luilty, Of the SPecification t the third 
Its 


Mr. NUT > at this is the regular order. ; charge, guilty. of the third charge, ui 5 
r, MORRILL, r Speaker, I move that the Committee of the And the court do therefore sentence, him, the said <, cond Lieut. Charjea < 


Whole be discharged from the further Consideration of the several | Blood, Compan y A, Forty seventh Regiment Ilin..ig Volauteer 1; fantry. to be 
bills now on the Calendar which are about to be reported by the dismisses the service of the { nited States and to forfeit ail Pay and all allow ines 
r 





due him from the 24 day of July, 136 4. 


“ HRangt ARTERS Fiprp, NTH Anmy (% RPS, 
Camp on Black Bi, Yr, Mise. Sepltembey 1, 186 


The SPEAKER Pro tempore. Without objection, it y ill be so or. 
dered. Ts there objection ? [After a Pause.] The Chair hears none. | 


CHARLEs sg, BLOOD, j 


“ The Proceedings findings. and senten, ©in this cass are approy ed. No amount 
of good reputation wi] justify a di, sertion of duty sin, has thi, C486 exhibits. TI 
Office, Should be dismissed. 


The first House bj}| on the Private Calendar Was the bill (1. R. ; W. T. SHERMA N, 
7110) for the relief of Charles 8. Blood. ae Majo: de néral . “ ending PV teenth Ay my ( 
nar as Ted, a8 follows, | pany a Peon sent Uilinol Tnfanies Second “Accordingly” <S,Biee, Com 
Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of War be; and he is hereby. authorized Officer of the Onuiud States, : <= ; 
and directed to get aside the findings of the court-martial] in the case of Charleg " By order of Maj, Gen, U. & Grant. 
8. Blood late Second lieutenant of Company a. Forty-seventh Regiment of Iinoig T. 8. BOWERS 


Volunteer Infantry, and to grant him an honorable discharge, Assistant 4 dj ‘tant-Genera) 
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On December 7, 1863, and January 28, 1864, petitions were forwarded to this De- 
a, signed by a number o* officers of his reginnent, praying that Lieutenant 

lood be reinstated. 

These petitions were referred to the Judge-Advocate-General of the Army, for 
review, and were returned by that officer, under date of July 12, 1864, with the 
following report 

* . . . . . 

‘The proof in the case is that the accused maintained an excellent character 
for gvod conduct and efficiency as an officer up to the commission of the offense 
for which he was tried.’ 

“Tt is shown by the testimony that the accused, being on duty at the head- 
quarters of Third Division, Fifteenth Army Corps, near Vicksburg, Miss., re- 
ceived, on the 29th of June, 1863. an order from Brigadier-General Tuttle, direct- 
ing him to report for duty to the officer commanding his com y, at Young's 
Point, La, It was also shown that for several days after receiving this order the 
accused was necessarily engaged in the performance of duties required of him by 
® previous order; and it appears from his own statement before the court that 
before he had completed the performance of these duties he received a letter from 
his father informing him that his mother was extremely ill, supposed to be at the 
point of death, and was most anxious to see him. 

‘The accused further states that he had been in the service over two years 
without visiting home, and that following the impulse produced by his father’s 
letter, he at once started in fulfillment of what he believed to be the dying request 
of his mother, with the purpose of remaining at home not more than three days; 
but, fearning on his arrival there of the fall of Vicksburg, he remained at home sev- 
enteen days. 

‘Seventeen officers of the Firat Division, Sixteenth Army Corps, petition the 
President to reinstate this officer to his former rank and position in the Army, 
because he has always borne an excellent reputation as a thorough and efficient 
officer, whether in camp, on marches, or in action, and with the exception of the 
offense for which he was dismissed he has as clear a record of duties faithfully dis- 
charged as any officer need have; that he remained more than six months with his 
regiment after his trial, always ready and anxious for daty. 

“The president and judge-advocate of the court that tried the accused concur 
with the petitioners in the object of their prayer. These officers state that as no 
defense was made the court could not do otherwise than it did, but that in their 
opinion there existed, outside the record, ‘at least a good partial defense, and that 
the accused was not guilty to the extent apparent on tne record.’ 

‘‘ Brigadier4jeneral Mower, to whom the case was submitted for information, 
states that while in his command Lieutenant Blood had, on all occasions, borne an 
- excellent character. He was brave, worthy, and efficient, and was considered one 
of the best officers of the regiment. 

“In view of the mitigating ciroumstances presented in his case, of his honorable 
record before trial, and his creditable conduct thereafter, it is believed that the 
—— y imposed on this officer by the seutence of the court may properly be re- 
moved. 

This report was referred to the Adjutant-General, with the following indorse- 
ment: 

“War DEPARTMENT, July 18, 1864. 


*‘Case of Charles 8. Blood, late lieutenant, Company A, Forty-seventh Illinois 
Volunteers. Respectfully referred to the Adjutant-General. 

‘The recommendation of the Judge-Advocate-General approved. 
sary orders will be issued removing the disability in his case. 

‘By order of the Secretary of War. 


The neces- 


“JAS. A. HARDIE, 
“ Colonel and Inspector-General United States Army.” 


And thereupon on July 20, 1864, the commanding officer of the Forty-seventh 
Tilinois Volunteers, and the governor of Lllinois, were notified of the action of this 
Department in letters of which the following are copies : 

“War DerarrMext, ADJUTANT-GENERAL'S OrFice, July 20, 1864. 

“Sim: Tam directed to inform you that the President has removed the disa- 
bility reeulting from the dismissal of C. 8. Blood, formerly a lieutenant in your 
regiment, and the governor of Illinois has this day been notified of the fact. 

“THOMAS M. VINCENT, 
‘Assistant Adjutant-General. 
‘COMMANDING OFFICER, 
‘* Forty-seventh IUinois Volunteers. 
‘(Through headquarters Sixteenth Army Corps.) 


“War DEPARTMENT, ADJUTANT-GENERAL'S OFFICE, 
“Washington, July 20, 1864. 

“ Sim: By direction of the President of the United States the disability resulting 
from the dismissal of Charles S. Blood (formerly a second lieutenant in the Forty- 
seventh Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry), by sentence of general court-mar- 
tial, as promulgated in General Orders, No. 63, Headquarters Department of the 
Tennessee, October 14, 1863, is hereby removed, and he may be recommissioned 
should your excellency so desire. 

‘Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
‘THOMAS M. VINCENT, 
‘Assistant Adjutant-General. 
The GOVERNOR OF ILLIXOR, 
“Springfield, Til.’ 


Since which date the status of the case has not changed. 


Respectfully submitted. 

F. H. AINSWORTH, 
Captain and Assistant-Surgeon, U. 8. Army. 

The Secretary or War. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 

tr ; 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and being engrossed, was accordingly read the third time, 
and passed. 

CHARLES DUERSON. 


The next House bill on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
5583) for the relief of Charles Duerson. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-rell, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Charles Duerson. 


The report (by Mr. WiLson, of Kentucky) is as follows: 


The Commitice on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 5583) 
granting a pension to Charles Duerson, submit the following report: 

Mr. Duevson was a resident of Winchester, Ky., which town was captured by 
the Confederate forces, and he being a Unionist went to Maysville, Ky., within 
Federal lines, where he remained several weeks and until the Federal forces 
atarted for Mt. Sterling, Ky. where General Humphrey Marshall and his Con- 
federate forces were located, when about one hundred loyal citizens, Mr. Duerson 
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on the march and in line of duty, a gun was accidentally discharged in the ranks 
and the whole load of buck and h 
he was confined several weeks and by which he was disabled so 
rejoin the said regiment to be mustered c 
when wounded and was under arms in line of duty, and although his case is not 
covered by the pension lawa, yet your committee find 

Duerson on the pension-rolls, and therefore report the bill back with the recon 
mendation that it pass. 
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being one of them, formed themselves into a company, and were furnished horse ; 
and arms and attached themselves to the Fourteenth Kentucky Cavalry, but 
were not then mustered into the United States service. 


When within a few miles of Mt. Sterling, while the command was in ranks an 






through Dnerson's left leg, from wh 
he did 


He was in discharge of military duty 


precedents for placing M; 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; : 


being engrossed, was accordingly read the third time, and passed 


MARIA T. LEE. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 4235 


pensioning Maria T. Lee. 


The bill was read, as follows : 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be authorized and directed 


to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and limitations of the pe: 
sion lawa, the name of Maria T. Lee, dependent mother of Wilbur P. Lee, lat 
Company F, One hundred and twenty-sixth Illinois Volunteer Infantry. 


The report (by Mr. MoRRILL) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 4228 
granting a pension to Maria T. Lee, submit the following report: 

The basis of this claim is the service and death of claimant's son, Wilbur | 
Lee, a private in Company F, One hundred and twenty-sixth Illinois Volunteers 
who died in hospital at Helena, Ark., September 18, 1863, of typboid fever, an 
the dependence of the mother. 

Her claim was rejected on the ground that since the date of the filing of hi 
claim she has not been dependent upon the soldier for her support, for, as show 
by the evidence she and her husband in 1880 conveyed to their son, William 1! 
Lee, a farm, in consideration of which their said son at that time entered into 
contract to support claimant and her husband during their lifetime. 

The evidence in the case shows that at the timef the soldier's enlistment his 
father was a superannuated preacher, about fifty-six years old, residing with clai: 
ant upon a farm near Hillsborough, Dl. With the assistance of the members o 
his family he carried on the farm. In 1864 claimant bought a farm near tha 
place, and she, with her husband, removed to and lived upon their farm from tha‘ 
time to 1877, when they sold out in Illinois and removed to Sumner County. Kansas 
where they bought a farm, costing $1,700, and conveyed the same to their so: 
William H. Lee, in consideration of which he entered into an agreement for t 
—" of claimant and her husband during their natural lives. 

‘he evidence shows that the son furnished a very limited and inadequate su 
port of the parents, and since October, 1889, has fafled entirely to suppert the: 
and they have lived upon small contributions and the benevolence of friends. 

The husband is feeble and unable to do any kind of labor. ‘The parents 
very poor, in fact have no property of any kind, and are getting old. 

In view of all the facts your committee recommend the passage of the bill. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; an 

being engrossed, was accordingly read the third time, and passed 
W. B. CLOER. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 7107 
granting a pension to W. B. Cloer, late private in Company L, D 
Storm’s Arkansas militia. 

The bill was read, as follows : 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, a 
thorized and directed to place the name of W. B. Cloer, late private Company | 
D. Storm's company Arkansas militia, on the pension-rolls, subject to the cond 
tions and restrictions of the pension laws of the United States. 

Mr- KILGORE. Mr. Speaker, I can not understand how a men 
ber of the Arkansas militia is entitled to be put on the pension-ro!l! 

Mr. MORRILL. He was wounded, and we have just passed a bi! 
for the widow of a man who was in the Missouri militia who wa 


shot. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will suggest that in many 
instances militia soldiers were called into the service of the Unite: 
States and while so serving received injuries. 

Mr. KILGORE. Let us have the report. 

The report (by Mr. GooDNIGHT) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 7107 
granting a pension to W. B. Cloer, submit the following report: 

W. B. Cloer was a member of the Arkansas State militia, organized at Fayett: 
ville, Ark., under orders of the United States military authority, January, 186: 
While in the line of duty, under Capt. Leroy D. Stone, the pensioner was sever!) 
wounded in the head, left shoulder, end arm by gunshot fired by the enemy. 

That his injury is permanent and in the left arm and sho almost tota 
That the soldier was treated for these wounds by a surgeon of the United Statc« 
Army, H. J. Manard, at Fayetteville, Ark., from June till in the fall of 1864, whe: 


he was disch from the service on account of these wounds and permanent 
disability there All of which appears by proof of ca and surgeon a: 
disinterested evidence. That soldier is needy and disabled to large degree. 


Your committee therefore think this a meritorious case and recommend the pa: 
sage of the bill. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; ani 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passe. 
MATTHEW C. GRISWOLD. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 61 
granting an increase of pension to Matthew C. Griswold. 
The bili was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, « 
thorized and directed to increase the sion of Matthew C. Griswold, late a fi: 
lieutenant of Gompany L, Twentieth New York Cavalry, to $30 per month, t! 
same to be in lieu of the pension he is now receiving. 


The report (by Mr. SawYeERr) is as follows: 
The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H, R. 61% 
going cn eee of pension to Matthew C. Griswold, have considered +! 


same report: 
The clatmant is pensioned for disease of lungs, phicbitis, and disease of ki 
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neys, at the rate of $17 per month. He wasa first lieutenant in Company L, 
Twentieth New York Cavalry. , 
Dectors Leroy J. . H. Beecher, and George W. Avery, all prominent 
shysicians at Norwich, N. ¥., and a number of other prominent citizens of the 
=e place, testify that his diseases have reached sucli a stage as to incapacitate 
him for the performance of — manual labor. y ; : 

Both his legs are covered with patehes and varicose veins which render him 
lame and unable to labor while standing, and he is severely disabled by chronic 
ees application for increase in the Pension Bureau, but the same was 
rejected March 21, 1889, the examining surgeons not having fixed a higher rating 
than that at which he is now pensioned. 

Accompanying the bill is the testimony of Dr. D. M. Lee, late an assistant sur- 
geon Twenty-second New York Volunteer Cavairy, which shows that the claim- 
ant is a sufferer from phtbisis pulmonalis and that tubercular deposits and pleu- 
ritric adhesions existin a marked degree. The doctor testifies, further, that the 
claimant also suffers from valvular disease of the heart, which probabl$ results 
from the disease of the lungs, and that the veins of his legs are extensively vari- 
cosed. These diseases, in the doctor's opinion, wholly and totally disable the 
claimant for the performance of any manual labor. 

The testimony of Dr. Lee is corroborated in every respect by the testimony o* 
Dr. Daniel J. Mosher and by an additional affidavit of Dr. Leroy J. Brooks. 

It will be noted that opposed to the rating allowed by the examining surgeons 
is the testimony of five physicians, viz, Lee, Mosher, Brooks, Beecher, and Avery, 
all of whom know the claimant personally and are competent judges as to the 
extent of his disabilities. ‘These physicians swear in positive terms that the claim- 
ant is so disabled as to be incapacitated for the performance of any manual labor. 

In view of the facts set forth above, your committeo are of the opinion that the 
increase of pension econtemplared by this bill should be granted, and the bill is 
therefore reported back with the recommendation that it do pass. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


NATHAN G. BROWN. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 8925) 
granting a pension to Nathan G. Brown. 
The bill was read, as follows: © 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, di- 
reeted to place upon the pension-roll of the United States the name of Nathan G. 
Brown, the dependeat father of Edwin F. Brown, late a private inCompany A in 
the Righth New York Heavy Artillery, and to pay him a pension of $12 a month, 
subject to the provisions and limitations of the peusion laws. 


The report (by Mr. SawYER) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 8925) 
granting a pension to Nathan G. Brown, submit the following report : 

‘That the claimant is the father of Edwin F, Brown, late a private in Company 
A, Eighth New York Heavy Artillery. 

The recordsof the Adjutant-General’s Office show that the son was enrolled in 
said company July 21, 1862; that he was captured at Ream’s Station August 25, 
1864; taken to Richmond August 27, 1864; transferred to Salisbury, N. C., Octo- 
ber 9, 1864, where he died January 3, 1865, leaving no widow or child. 

The evidence filed with your committee shows that the claimant is now nearly 
seventy years of age, poor, depending upon his labor as a blacksmith for his sup- 

ort. e has made noapplication for a pension because of his inability to show 

ependence upon his son at the time of his deatlr, he then being a boy sixteen 
years of age. 

Your committee recommend that the bill dg pass. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


MARGARET CONSTABLE. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 5717) 
for the relief of Margaret Constable. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
theorized and directed to eS on the pension-roll the name of Margaret Constable, 
widow of Capt. David C. Constable, late of the revenue-marine service of tho 
United States, who was wounded in action on the James River in 1862, at the 
rate of $50 per month. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 
In line 8strike out the word “ fifty’ and insert in lieu thereof the word ‘‘thirty.” 


Mr. KILGORE. I think there ought to be some explanation of 
this. Let us have the report. 
The report (by Mr. SawYER) was read, as follows: 


gusting o witen’s ponsion to Margaret Constshi, submit the following reperte 
a ‘s pens’ o Margaret Co: submit the wing report: 

The claimant is the widew of David C. Constable, who became a lieutenant in 
the United States revenue marine service in 1852, was commissioned a eaptain in 
1862 by President, Lincols ‘' for gallantry in action,” and who died at Ugdensburg, 


29, 
15, 1862, he was in command of the United States revenue marine steamer 
. Stevens (also known as the Nangatuck), which vessel was at that time co-oper- 
ating with the onthe James River, Virginia, onder Commander John Rodgers, 
United States Navy. Acting under orders from Commander Rodgers, Lieutenant 
Constable made an attack on theConfederate battery at Ward's Hill, near Richmond, 
Va., May 15, 1862, and during said engagement he received an inj ee the burst- 
Parrott on his vessel, resulting in concussion of the brain, which in- 
or a and ultimately caused es death. i 
gallantry action t above t waa, on May 29, 1862, per- 
y by President Lincoln with @ commission as captain, which is 
to in a letter of commendation from Secretary Chase of same date, and 
was given a # leave of absence to recover his health, if possible, from the 
effects of injary. The evidence shows that this officer was under treatment 
on account of injury from the date of injury up to the time of his death. 
The widew of Constable now prays that ne one will grant her the 
relief whieh she would not be able to obtain through the Pension Office (no papers 
having been filed), owing to the fact that her late husband was an officer of the 
a service and therefore not entitled to a pension under the gen- 


Ltt 


The bill tobe amended, however, by striking out the word “ fifty ’ ond insert- 
ing in the place thereof the word “ thirty.” 


The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed, and read a third 





_ 


time ; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, 
and passed. 
MARY ROBINSON. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 6048 
granting a pension to Mary Robinson. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Beit enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the pame of Mary Robinson, of South China, Me 
widow of Timothy Robinson, late of Company G, of the Twenty-eighth Regiment 
of Maine Volunteers. 

The report (by Mr. Nutr) was read, as follows 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 6048) 
granting a pension to Mary Robinson, submit the following report 

This is a widow's claim which was rejected by the Pension Department on the 
ground that the death of claimant’s husband, Timothy Rebinson, was not di 
rectly due to disease contracted in the service. It appears from the records that 
said Timothy Robinson enlisted in Company G, Twenty-cighth Maine Volun 
teers, September 10, 1862, and was mustered out August 3, 1863. Re-enlisted 
February 9, 1865, in Twelfth Maine and served until March 3, 1866, when he was 
mustered out with his company. 

At the time of his death he was drawing a pension for ‘‘ malarial poisoning and 
disease of kidneys, also affection of heart, result of malarial poisioning,” as 
shown by certificate of Doctors Martin and Lapham, United States examining 
surgeons, of Augusta, Me., dated February 16, 1887. Dr. FP. C. Perkins, of China, 
Me., who attended the soldier in his last sickness, in an affidavit dated June 26, 
1889, says: 

‘*T hereby certify that Timothy Robinson died January 17, 1889. The cause of 
his death was extravasation of blood into the substance of the brain, resulting in 
complete hemiplegia. And judging from the condition in which IL found 
him [ have no doubt but what the hemorrhage was the result of the fatty deger 
eration of the vessels caused by malaria.” 

The following statement, signed by fourteen members of J. P. Jones Post, Nx 
106, G. A. R., South China, Me., clearly sets forth the needs and claims of the 
claimant : 

‘*Mrs. Robinson is a lady nearly seventy-four years of age, almost entirely des 
titute of any means of support, her health very poor, and broken-down constitu 
tion. She is able to do but very little work of any kind. We consider hex 
claim for a pension surpassed by few, considering her age and means of support 
and taking inte account that a busband, three sons, and four brothers went tothe 
front, all as volunteers, and four of this number fell in battle. 

‘*We saw Mr. Robinson once or twice each day during his sickness, and know 
that he suffered very much from his army troubles, which were a kidney trouble 
and malarial poisoning, for which he was pensioned. Although in his last days 
of. life he was stricken with paralysis, yet we are of opinion that the direct cause 
of his death was his army troubles, and as there was no examination after death 
we think the widow's claim should never have been rejected because paralysis 
was among the list of ailments in his last moments.’ 

In view of the evidence submitted the committee aré 
claim is a just one, and recommend that the bill do pass 





f the opinion that the 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


LYDIA HOOD. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 9132 
granting a pension to Lydia Hood. 
The bill was read, as follows : 


Beit enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-rolis, at $12 a month, the name of 
Lydia Hood, of Chelsea, Vt., mother (by adoption) of Hollis H. Hood, late of Com 
pany I, Tenth Vermont Volunteers. 


The report (by Mr. Nutz) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 9132) 
granting a pension to Lydia Hood, sabmit the following report 

The evidence in this case shows the following facts: Lydia Hood isan old and 
well known resident of Chelsea, Vt.; her husband was a feeble man, who long ago 
left her a widow, and she has never remarried. 

Before the war she and her husband took into their family a male child a few 
months of age, whose name was not known, if it had any, and they called the 
child Hollis H. Hood and brought him up as if he were their own child, gave him 
an education, and in all ways treated him like a son of theirown. He was tho 
only male child in their family and was much depended upon by the mother, who 
toolked te him for support in her declining years. 

At the breaking out of the war he enlisted as a private in Company I, Tenth 
Vermont Volunteers, being eighteen years old. 

The soldier died in the service from measles followed by fever, near Brandy 
Station, in February, 1364. 

While this soldier was in the service he signed over to his mother his bounty 
and State pay, and after his death the chaplain wrote his mother that his strong 
est desire to live seemed to be on his mother’s account. 

Lydia Hood applied at Pension Office for pension as dependent mother of this 
soldier and claim was rejected because she was not the natural mother of said 
soldier. 

She is now ninety-three years old and ia so destitute that the town authorities 
find it necessary to make provision for her partial support. 

She is shown to be entirely worthy ond in needy circumstances and to have 
taken this soldier and reared and eared for him from'a babe till he became a vol 
unteer in the service of his country. She christened him in her own name and 
under that name he served and died, and the committee, to whom this bill was r 
ferred, think she ought not to be deprived of pension because she was not his 
natural mother. 

We recommend that the bill do pass. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and be- 

ing engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
NANCY M. GROSS. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 6809 
granting a pension to Nancy M. Gross. 

The bill was read as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, au 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 


limitations of the pension laws, the name of Nancy M. Gross, who was a nurse 
in the Second and Sixth Maine Regiments, 1861 and 1862. 
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The report (by Mr. Nutr) is follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 6809) 
granting a peusion to Nancy M. Gross, submit the following report: 

The claimant, Mrs. Nancy M. Gross, asks that a pension may be granted her 
in consideration of ber services as nurse in the war of the sabaiiten. The claim- 
ant etates that she enlisted as a nurse at Bangor, Me., June, 1861, under the name 
of Nancy M. Atwood; was assigned to the Sixth Regiment Maine Volunteers; 
accompanied -aid regiment to Portland, Me., and thence about the 17th of July, 
1861, to Washington, thence to Chain Bridge, Maryland. October 10 was trans- 
ferred to the Second Maine Regiment, then at Hall's Hill, Virginia. 

Late iv the apring of 1862 she was transferred to Washington, D. C., and then 
detaited by Mise Dix for work on the peninsula, around Yorktown, Va., bat was 
obliged to resign on account of illness, and returned to Maine in the summer of 
1862. In 1464 she was anurse in the Gymnasium Hospital at Bangor, Me. Her 
husband, Stover P. Gross, late sergeant of the Second Maine, is a pensioner for 
wounds received at Malvern Hill in 1862, and is unable, with his increasing in- 
firmities, to support himself and dependent family, and in the near future will re- 
quire the constant attention of his wife. 

H. P. Crowell, of Bangor, Me., late sergeant in Second Maine, certifies: 

“LT have been acquainted with Mrs. Nancy M. Gross, formerly Nancy M. At- 
wood, for thirty years. In tho fall and winter of 1861-'62, she was hospital nurse 
in the Second Maine Regiment, and was highly respected by the officers and men, 
especially the sick, to whom she rendered valugble aid, sparing vo pains for their 
comfort and welfare.” 

Virgil P. Wardwell, first lieutenant, Company E, Sixth Maine Volunteers, cer- 
tifles : 

‘‘Nancy M. Atwood went out with us as a nurse. She was with the regiment 
all the time I was with them. I positively know that she was held in the highest 
esteem by the officers and men as a woman, and as a purse she was regarded as 
most excellent.” 

Charles W. Roberts, late colonel Second Regiment Maine Volunteers, certifies: 

“Tam personally acquainted with Mrs. Nancy M. Gross, formerly Mrs. Nancy 
M. Atwood. In the years 1861 and 1862 she did effective service as a nurse in my 
~ and was very hizhly esteemed by the officers and men of my com- 
mend. e 

lion. Hannibal Hamlin states as follows: 

I have no personal knowledge of the services of Mrs. Gross, but my acquaint- 
ance with her enables me to know she is an excellent and worthy woman, and I 
cordially recommend her as worthy of a pension.” 

In view of the evidence submitted, the committee is of the opinion that the 
c'aim is a just one and recommend that the bill do pass, amended, however, by 
widing after the words ‘'sixty-two,” in line 8, the words “and pev her a pension 
at the rate of $12 per month.” 


The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third read- 
ing; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, 
and passed, 
SYLVANUS B. DORSETT. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Speaker of the House has abill 
that he would be very glad to have considered. Without objection, 
the Chair will lay it before the House. 

There was no objection. 

The bill was read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 11575) granting a pension to Sylvanus B. Dorsett. 


Re it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pence the name of Sylvanus 8. Dorsett, 
dependent father of John Dorsett, late private in Company G, Ninth Uni 
States Infantry, killed September 13, 1#47, at the battle of Chapultepec, at the 
rate of $12 a month. 


The report (by Mr. De Lano) is as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 11575) grant- 
ing a pension to Sylvanus B. Dorsett, have considered the same and report as fol- 
lows: 

Jolin Dorse(t, the claimant’sson, enlisted on the 234 of March, 1847, in Company 
C, Ninth United States Infantry; transferred to Company G, same regiment. 
He was killed in action at Chapultepec, Mexico, September 13, 1847. 

In his petition for relief the claimant, Sylvanus B. Dorsett, declares that he is 
the father of the above-named soldier, and that he is aged and infirm, having been 
born June 7, 1#02. He further declares that he lives alone, has no means of sup- 
port, and is dependent entirely upon charity. 

His post-office address is ane Falls. Cumberland County, Maine. 

Edwin R. Wingate, Gideon M. Tucker, Frank A. White, and twenty other citi- 
zens of claimant's vicinity vouch for the truthfulness of the claimant's statements 
and ask that the claimant be granted a peneion. 

No pension on account of the service and death of the soldier, John Dorsett, has 
ever been granted to any one. 

The act of Congress passed atthe present session. providing among other thin 
for a pension to the et as pee > parents of the deceased soldiers of the war of the 
rebellion, does not include within ita scope the aged and dependent parents of 
soldiers of prior wars, and the only way of affording this claimant the relief he 
stands in so much need of is by special act. 

The passage of the bill is recommended. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading ; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

The SPEAKER pro tmpore. The Chair will now recognize gen- 
tlemen to call up bills for consideration. 


MRS. MARGARET WALKER. 


Mr. STOCKBRIDGE, I call up for present consideration the bill 
(H. R. 11635) to pension Mrs, Margaret Walker. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be,.and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of Mrs. Margaret 
Walker, late an army nurse, and to pay her a pension of $12 a month. 

Suc. 2. That th s act shall take effect from the date of its passage. 


The report (by Mr. Martin, of Indiana) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 11635) 
granting a pension to Mrs. Margaret Walker, submit the following report: 

The claimant in this caso Was an army nurse who served for sixtern months, 
twelve or fourteen of which she was at the Camden Street Hospital, in Baltimore, 
and the remainder of the time at the Jarvis General Hospital, Baltimore. These 
facts are shown by the affidavit of Josephine R. Guy, and in part also by a letter 
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written in September, 1862, by Dr. John Dickson, the acting assistant surgeo 
the said C en Street Hospital. 

It is farther shown by the affidavit of one Sarah H. Clark, who is the p: 
lendlord of the claimant, and also by the affidavits of others, that the claiman: \. 
now in her ninety-first year and that she is dependent for oem upon her dau 
ter, who supports her by sewing. Thus the facts of faithfal service for more 
one year, her advanced age and dependence being established, the committe. 
ommends that the bill, which proposes to give ber a pension at the rate of 
month from and after the passago of the act, do pass. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and |. 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


JOUN CASSIDY. 


Mr. CUMMINGS. I ask for the present consideration of th: 
(H. R, 21996) for the removal of the charge of desertion from 
record of John Cassidy. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Navy be, and heis hereby, au 
ized and directed to cause the records to be so amended as to remove the c! 
of desertion from the naval record of John Cassidy, late an ordinary seaman on 
oe United States ship Vandalia, and grant him an honorable discharge, (ted 
une 20, 5. 


The report (by Mr. WALLACE, of New York) is as follows: 


The Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 119% 
for the removal of the charge of desertion from the record of John Cassidy 
a report that they have given the matter due consideration and find tis 
the said John Cassidy enlisted December 22, 1864, while under age, assuming | 
name of John Cummings, he having been rejected under his own name asa mino: 
and served faithfully until June 20, 1865, on board the United States ships L. 

a and Mackinaw, off Fort Fish r, at the taking of Wilmington, N.C., ani 
afterwards up the James and Appomattox Rivers. 

When the war closed the Mackinaw was sent north to Portsmouth, N. H., a 
went ont of commission in June, 1865; Cassidy, with others, was transferred to 
the United States steam-ship Vandalia, and on June 20 was given ove mont s 
leave onshore. Under the impression that the enlistment was for three years 
until the war had closed, and the war having closed, Cassidy, who had found en 

joyment in Brooklyn, did not return to the Vandalia at the expiration of his 
eave. Cassidy's case falls outside the provision of the act of Congress approv« 
August 14, 1888, ‘‘for the relief of certain appointed or enlisted men of the Navy 
ete., only by less than two months in time of service. 

We would also direct attention to the fact that Cassidy was only eighteen years 
of age at the time of his technical desertion. He has since then led an industrious 
and exemplary life and is a respected citizen of Brooklyn and an esteemed bu 
ness man of New York City. For the sake of his children, especially, be is ¢. 
sirous of having the record of desertion removed, and your committee recomme | 
that the bill do pass. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed fora third reading; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM CLAWSON. 


Mr. FLICK. Iask for the present consideration of the bill (S. 
1971) for the relief of William Clawson. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, directed :) 
enter the name of William Clawson as a private of Compang I, Fourth Regim. 
of lowa Volunteer agen upon the rolis of said company, mustered into t 
service August 2, [861, and honorably mastered out August 8, 1863. and to issu 
to him an honorable discharge accordingly; and said Clawson shall be paid « 
the pay, allowances, and bounties due a soldier regularly serving in said company 
between the dates aforesaid. 


The report (by Mr. DOLLIVER) is as follows: 


The Committee on War Claims, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1971) for tho 
relief of William Clawson, report as follows: 

Your committee adopt the report, hereto annexed, from the Committee on Mi 
tary Affairs of the Senate of the present Congress, and report back the bill an! 
recommend its passage. 


[Senate Report No. 747, Fifty-first Congress, first session. ] 


The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1971) fo 
the relief of William Clawson, having considered the same, report as follows: 

The facts of this case, as shown by the sworn petition of William Clawson, su) 

rted in all material respects by a number of affidavits of members of Compan) 

, Fourth Regiment lowa Volunteers, are these: 

Clawson enlisted as a private in that company on the 2d day of August, 185! 
and was sworn into service by its captain; but the mustering officer refused : 
muster him because he thought Clawson had consumption, which proved to be 
mistake. Clawson. with the consent of the captain, remained with the company 
and did regular service and participated in every action in which his comman( 
was engaged, including the siege of Vicksburg, until the 8th of August, 1862, whe: 
his captain resigned and he left the company, having, in the mean time, contract:d 
disease in the service. The fact of hia service between the dates named is clearly 
established, and although his name is not borne on the rollsef the company on filo 
ae War Department, the actual service he performed seems to entitle him ‘0 
Telief. - 

Your committee recommend that the bill be amended as indicated below, «i 
when so amended that it pass. 

Amend by striking ont ail after the enacting clause and inserting the follov 


ing: 

* That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, directed to enter the name 0! 
Wiliam Clawson as a of Company I, Fourth Reg. ment of Lowa Voluntee: 
Infantry, upon the rolls of said company, mustered into the service August - 
1861, and honorably mustered out August 8, 1863, and to issue to him an hon.'- 
able discharge accordingly; and said Clawson shall be paid all the pay, allow 
ances, and bounties due to a soldier regularly serving in said company betwi: 1 
the dates aforesaid.” 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading ; and bei: - 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, aud passed. 
MARY JANE MARTIN. 
Mr. KILGORE. I call up for consideration the bill (H.R. 119:7) 
to pension Mary Jane Martin. 
‘ve bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 4" 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of Mary Jane Mar‘ a 
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of the city of Washington, in the District of Columbia, widow of Andrew Martin, 


ased, late @ private in Capt. James P. Barker's company of Colonel Smitt's 
anna P-nnsylvania Volunteers, Indian war of 1837, and pay her a pension at 


the rate of $20 per month. 
The report (by Mr. De LANo) is as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 11987) grant- 
ing a pension to Mary Jane Martin, have considered the same and report as 
ore ciapent’s late husband, Andrew Martin, deceased, was enrolled October 
31. 1837, at Philadelphia, Pa.,a private in Capt. J.P. Barker’s company, First 

tegiment Pennsylvania Militia, for six months, and is reported on company 
muster-out roll, dated May 25, 1838, at New Orleans, La., ‘ discharged at Fort 
Brooks,” date and cause not stated. : 

John W. Thompson and William P. Allan testify that they are personally ac- 
quainted with Mary Jane Martin, widow of Andrew Martin, and krow that she 
is about fifty-nine years old, and without any property or income; also that she 
is entirely dependent upon friends and relatives for support, except such as she 
may earn by her own labor. ET E 

There are many precedents for pensioning the needy widows of the soldiers 
of the old Indian wars, and your committee therefore return the bill witha 
favorable recommendation. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


AMANDA E. PARKIS, 


Mr. BELKNAP. I call up for present consideration the bill (H. R. 
11064) granting a pension to Amanda E. Parkis. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place the name of Amanda E. Parkis, widow of 
Elias Parkis, late of Company A, Eighth Michigan [nfantry, on the pension- 
roll, subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws. 


The report (by Mr. BELKNAP) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
11064) granting a pension to Amanda E. Parkis, submit the following report: 

Claimant wasthe wife of Elias Parkis, private Company A, Eighth Michigan 
Infantry, and who died in 1863 during the siege of Fredericksburzh, Va., from 
disease and exposure. She was pensioned asthe widow of this soldier until her 
marriage with one O, C. Goodrich, with whom she lived until the year 1877, and 
was then divorced from him on the grounds of extreme cruelty, since which 
time she has been dependent upon her own daily labor for her living. From 
the bestinformation in ion of your committee it is clear that she has no 
means of support other than her daily labor and is truly dependent upon others 
much of the time. L 

As it is customary to renew pensions of this nature, your committee recom- 
mend the passage of the bill. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and being 
engrossed, it was accomingly read the third time, and passed. 
JOHN 8S. FERGUSON, 
Mr. GEAR. I call up for consideration the bill (H. R. 9767) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to John 8S. Ferguson. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to place on the pension-roll John 8S. Ferguson,of Keokuk, 
lowa, late of Company F, Twenty-eighth Regiment of lowa Volunteer In- 
fantry, and pay him a pension of $60a month, in lieu of $36a month now allowed 
said Ferguson for disability arising from loss of right arm at the elbow, partial 
deafness from concussion, and the shell wound received by him on April 8, 1864, 
in the battle of Sabine Cross-Roads, Louisiana. 


Mr. KILGORE. Let the report be read in that case. 
The report (by Mr. FLICK) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H.R. 
9767) granting a pension to John S. Ferguson, submit the following report : 

Ferguson was a soldier ot Company F, Twenty-eighth Iowa [nfantry, and was 
Someeny wounded at the battle of Sabine Cross-Roads by ashell that exploded 
in close proximity to him. 

His right arm was lacerated, necessitating amputation thereof above the el- 
bow; he was wounded in the right knee, shot through the left side of the face, 
blinding left eye and almost wholly destroying the hearing of !eft ear, and one 
piece of shell wounded lefteibow, injuring the bones of the arm; another piece 
entered the left side of his neck and is now under the left shoulder blade, causing 
constant pain so that he carries his arm in asling and it 1s rendered almost use- 
less. He is pensioned at $36 per month and now asks for $60 per month. 

His claim for total disability was rejected by the Pension Bureau on the 
ground that he did not require the “ constant aid of another person.”’ He can 
walk about, is unable to dress himself, is a constant sufferer, a physical wreck. 
Your committee, having carefully examined the evidence submitted and also 
examined the wounds on the.person of the applicant, believe that this is an ex- 
ceptionally meritorious case and that the beneficiary is entitled toa pension 
for total disability, and therefore recommend that the bill be amended by strik- 
ing out the words ‘sixty dollars’’ in the seventh line thereof and inserting 
* $72,” and that when so amended said bil! pass. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed (p. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and pavsed, 


MICHAEL MESKELL. 


Mr. TRACEY. I call up for consideration the bill (H. R. 17) to re- 
move the charge of desertion from the record of Michael Meskell. 
The biil was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Navy be, and he hereby is, au- 
thorized and directed to cause the records of the Navy Department to be so 
amended as to remove the charge of desertion from the service record of 
Michael Mexkell. late a seaman on the United States ship Pocahontas, and to 
poe honorable discharge to the said Michael Meskell as of the date of July 


The report (by Mr. DoLLIveR) is as follows: 


Your committee, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 17) to remove the charge 
of desertion from the record of Michael Meskell, find from the papers submitted 
that the said Meskell enlisted in the United States Navy on March 20, 1565, and 
served as an ordinary seaman on board the United States ship Pocahontas. On 
the arrival of the vessel at New York, in July, Meskell went on shore without 


that his sister and brother, wii« 
rived in New York, and with whom he spent the day, and he states that he had 
not the least idea that his short absence from the vessel under these circum- 
stances was such a breach of discipline that was to be so severely punished If 
he had he would not have gone on shore, It also appears that Meskell exerted 
every effort to have the stigma hanging over him removed,in which he was 
supported by ~ numerously signed petition of the citizens of West Troy, N. Y., 
all of whom bore testimonyas to his good character and worth, Since the 
pending bill for the reliei of Meskell has been under consideration the appli- 
cant has died, leaving a large family, eight children, in whose behalf his sur 
viving widow appeals that the charge of desertion may be removed for the bene 
fit of his children. In view of these facts your committee believe that the 
charge of desertion should be corrected, and we accordingly recommend that 
the bill do pass. 
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leave, with no intention to desert, and before the expiration of twenty-four hours 
he voluntarily returned to report for duty, but his name having already been 
recorded as a deserter permission to return to duty was re(used him. 





The reason assigned by Meske}l for his temporary absence from the ship was 


»m he had not seen in many years, had just ar 


The bill was ordered to he engrossed for a third reading; and being 


engrossed, it was accor‘ingly read the third time, and passed 


JANE BOSWELL MOORE BRISTOR. 
Mr. BAKER. [I call up for consideration the bill (H. R. 6392) grant 


ing a pension to Jane Boswell Moore Bristor. 


The bill was read, as follows: 
B~ it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized and 


directed to place upon the pension-roll the name of Jane Boswell Moore [rist 
a field-hospital nurse during the late war, at the rate of $05 per month 


The report (by Mr. MoRRILL) is as follows: 
The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (IH. R 


6392) granting a pension to Jane Boswell Moore Bristor, submit the following 
report: 


Mrs. Jane Boswell Moore Bristor, of Baltimore, Md.,at the commencement 


of the late war was residing with her motherin Baltimore. They immediately 
began visiting the hospitals that were improvised in that city, and continued 
in that work until the battle of Antietam, when they began active operations 


in the field in visiting field hospitals and caring for the sick and wounded, 


Theirtime was divided from this time until the close of the war between nurs 
ing in the field hospitals and gathering supplies and valuable donations from 
the Northern States, taking them to the front in person and distributing them. 


Mrs. Bristor was acorrespondent for a number of religious and secular peri- 


odicals from the Northera States, and by this means great quantities of dona 
tions were forwarded to her address in Baltimore, where her residence was 
turned into a store-house, where articles were prepared and taken to the front 
and distributed by their own hands. 


For days at a time they would be ministering to the sick and wounded of 
both armies upon the battle-field, unsheltered from the inclement weather that 


generally followed great battles, sleeping at night in the small tents, that they 


might continue their work early in the morning. 

The exposures incident to all of this work resulted in loss of health to Mrs 
Bristor, the acquiring ef painful and incurable disease of the kidney, and par- 
tial blindness. In their missions of mercy they spent a month at Taylor Hotel 
Hospital, Winchéster, Va., among malignant forms of fever, and among the 
wounded of Chancellorsville, and a month among the sufferers at Gettysburgh, 
staying upon the field during thistime; some three months before Petersburg) 
and on the Appomattox, where Mrs. Bristor was prostrated with fever for som« 
weeks, They spent six monthsin the field, and especially among the wounded 
of Cedar Creek. after General Sheridan was in cominand, After the occupation 
= Richmond ten weeks were spent in ministering tothe sick and wounded so! 

iers. 

All this time they were receiving supplies, and materials were being for 
warded to them by charitable associations of the Northern States. They car 
ried mail to and fro, were intrusted with large suins of money by soldiers at 
the front to convey to a place of safety, when it was expressed in accordance 
with their directions. During the entire war neither Mrs. t‘ristor nor het 
mother was connected with any organization, aid society, cgumission, or asso 
ciation whatever. They did noi receive a dollar for their services from any 
quarter, nor were they employed at any time by the Government or its agents 
The Government furnished them teams at different times, but they paid theix 
entire expenses, 

All of these facts are thoroughly established by the very highest authority. 
Letters are filed vouching forthese facts by Rey. J.G. Morris, D. D., a Lutheran 
minister; Professor Conrad, editor of the Philadelphia Lutheran Observe: 
Rev. E. J. Drinkhouse, editor of the lfethodist Protestant, Baltimore: Kev. Di 
McCahe, corresponding secretary of the mission rooms of tne Methodist Epis 
copal Church, of New York; Rev. William H. Boole, of New York, pastor in th: 
Methodist Episcopal Church; G. KA. Griffith, late president of the Maryland 
United States Christian Mission; Dr. J. W.Chambers, M. D.; Thomas Opie, M 
D.; Julius Chisolm,M.D.; Russell Murdock, M.D,; George Ruling,M.D.: H 
C.Grabam, M.D.; John Dixon, M. D.; also original letters and orders addressed 
to her while engaged in this service from President Lincoln, Generals Grant, 
Meade, Hancock, Sheridan, Hooker, Schenck, Smith, Burnside, Wallace, Crook 
Emory, Terry, Governor Pierpont,‘olonel Strother, Dr. rock, Chaplain Col 
lins, Rev. P.S. Boyd, Rev. Dr. M. Jilton, Captain Todd, Colonel Shaffer, and many 
others. All of which clearly establish the facts set forth. : 

Mrs. Bristor is now in extremely poor health, caused by her army service, as 
proven by the evidence of the physicians above mentioned, and has lost her 
property and is in poor financial circumstances, absolutely needing the nssist 
ance this pension would grant her. 

Your committee recommend that the bill pass 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and being 


RB; @ 


engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
MRS. FREDERIKA B. JONES. 


Mr. FLOWER. I call up for consideration the bill (H.R. 2174 
granting a pension to Mrs. Frederika B. Jones. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby. au- 
thorized and directed to place the name of Frederika B. Jones, widow of the 
la e Brig. Gen. Roger Jones, on the pension-roll, and pay her a pension at the 
rate of $100 per month from and after the passage of this act. 

The report (by Mr. BrowNeE, of Virginia) is as follows: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H.R. 317!) erant- 
ing a pension to Mrs. Frederika B. Jones, have had the same under consid- 
eration, and find that she is the widow of the late Brig Gen. Roger Jones, 


who served with great distinction in the late war of the rebellion. 
The following letters and extracts from newspapers describo the advance- 
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ment of this officer on account of his gallantry, especially in the destruction of 
the arsenal at Harper’s Ferry, during the late war: 
War Derarruest, April 22, 1861. 
My Dear Str: I take pleasure in apprising you that in consideration of 
your very skillful and gallant conduct at Harper's Ferry, I have ordered a com- 


mission to be issued to you as assistant quartermaster-general, with the rank 
of captain 





SIMON CAMERON, Secretary of War. 
Lieut, Roger Jorn: 


War Derartment, Washington, April 22, 1861. 
My Dear Sire: I am directed by the President of the United States to com- 
municate to you, and through you to the officers and men under your com- 
mand at Harper's Ferry armory, the approbation of the Government of your 
and their judicious conduct there, and to tender youand them the thanks of the 
Government for the same, 
lam, sir, very respectfully, 
SIMON CAMERON, Secretary of War. 
Lieut. Roger Jonna, 
Late Commanding at Harper's Ferry. 


CAPT, ROGER JONES, THE HERO OF HARPER'S FERRY 
{Written for The Telegraph.] 


In the excitement of the present difficulties I hope the important services of 
Capt. Roger Jones, the hero of Harper’s Ferry, will not be forgotten. Incom- 
mand at Harper's Ferry, one of the most important stations and arsenals in the 
country, and learning through pickets, that he had thrown out for miles, that 
a large body of Virginians were coming to attack him, to secure the large num- 
ber of minié and other muskets that were there, he notified the Government. 
They did not see proper to re-enforce hiin. Without orders he made prepara- 
tion to blow up the building ecoutaining the arma, and in fact workshops and 
all, to defeat the purpose of the secessionists, the capture of the Government 
arms at that place. 

It is now generally admitted that had they secured the arms at Harper's 
Ferry they would have attacked Washington, first having secured the co-op- 
eration of the secessionists of Baltimoreand Maryland. Atthat time Washing- 
ton was at the mercy of an invading Southern army. There were over twenty 
thousand stand of the most approved arms at Harper's Ferry atthattime. The 
secessionists at Harper's Ferry were spies on Captain Jones, and every move- 
ment of his was watched and reported. He distributed the powder throughout 
the buildings by a trick. He carried kegs of powder in the chaff-bags of the 
soldiers, circulating that he was changing the quarters of the soldiers, When 
his scouts had announced to him that over three thousand Virginians were ad- 
vancing, and were within 2 miles of the place, he and his little band fixed the 
trains and destroyed the arms and buildings and retreated toward Chambers- 
burgh. How effectually he succeeded is well known. 

If Captain Jones had acted like the great majority of Southern officers, what 
anincalcuable amount of mischief he would have done. It was expected, as is 
now positively known, that Harper's Ferry would yield withouta struggle and 
that the arming of the secessionists would be aceomplished. Captain Jones is 
a son of General Jones, formerly Adjutant-General of the Army. His parents 
and all his relations are Virginians. He is a cousin of Colonel Tee now in the 
command of the Virginia forces. 


CARLISLE BARRACKS, PA., April 20, 1861, 


Sir: Immediately after finishing my dispatch of the night of the 18th instant 
I received positive and reliable information that 2,500 or 3,000 State troops would 
reach Harper's Ferry in two hours from Winchester, and that the troops from 
Halltown, increased to 300 men, were advancing and were at that time (few min- 
utes after 10 o'clock) within twenty minutes’ march of the Ferry. 

Under these circumstances I decided the time had arrived to carry out my de- 
termination as expressed in the dispatch above referred to, and accordingly gave 
the order to apply the terch. In three minutes or less both of the arsenal build- 
ings, containing nearly 15,000 arms, together with the carpenter's shop, which 
was at the upper end of a longand connected series of workshops of the armory 
proper, were in a edmplete blaze. 

There is every reason for believing the destruction was complete. 

After firing the buildings I withdrew my command, marching ali night, and 
arrived here at 2.30 p.m. yesterday, where I shall await orders. 

_ men were missing on leaving the armory and two deserted during the 
a t. 

Respectfully, I am, sir, your obedient servant, 
R. JONES, 
First Lieutenant R. M. Riflemen, Commanding Department Recruits. 


Tho ASSISTANT ADJUTANT-GENERAL, 
Headquarters of the Army, Washington, D.C. 


A copy respectfully furnished the Assistant Adjutant-General, headquarters 
of the Army, New York. 


[New York Herald, April 20, 1861. ] 
THE UNITED STATES ARMORY AT HARPER’S FERRY DESTROYED. 
Wasurveton, April 19, 1861. 

General Scott has just received a telegraphic Saem from Captain Kings- 
bury, stating that he had burned the armory buildings, the troops having 
evacuated and marched into Maryland. 

There were 15,000 stand of arms in the armory, which were all destroyed. 

There was a large force from Virginia on their way to seize the armory, in 
order to get possession of the arms. This will be a sad d intment to the 
Virginia troops, who confidently expected to get possession of these arms, 

General Scott received a dispatch at 2 p. m. to-day dated Chambersburgh, 19th 
instant, from the commander of the arsenal at H 8 Ferry, as follows: 

* Finding my position untenable,shortly after 10 o'clock last night 1 destroyed 
the arsenal, containing 15,000 stand of arms, and burned up the armory build- 
ing proper, and under cover of the night withdrew my command, forty in num- 
ber, almost in the presence of 2,500 or 3,000 troops. This was accomplished 
with but four casualties. I believe the destruction was complete. I will await 


orders at Carlisle. 
“R. JONES, Captain Commanding.” 


CARLISLE, PA., April 19, 1861, 

Lieutenant Jones, late in command at Harper's Ferry, arrived here with his 
command of forty-three men at 3 p. m. to-day. 

Lieutenant Jones, having been advised that a force of 2,500 troops had been 
ordered by Governor Letcher to take possession of Harper's Ferry, and findi 
his position untenable, under direction of the War nen destroyed ail 
the munitions of war, armory, arsenal, and all the buildings. He withdrew his 
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command under the cover of night, and almost in the presence of 2,500 troo; 
He lost three men. 

Fifteen thousand stand of arms were destroyed. 

The ccmmand made a forced march of 30 miles last night from Harper's F 
to Hagerstown, in Maryland. 

Lieutenant Jones and command looked much wornand fatigued. They were 
most enthusiastically received by our entire population. 


a 


PHILADELPHIA, April 19, 136 


A dispatch received here from Washington says all the arms that were at 
Harper’s Ferry were burned in a pile. 


{Commercial Advertiser, New York, April 20, 1861.] 
. THE HARPER'S FERRY AFFAIR. 

The exciting report was received on Friday that the Government buildings at 
Harper's Ferry had been destroyed. Later dispatches furnish the following 
facts: 

, A DISPATCH FROM THE OFFICER IN COMMAND. 


General Scott received a dispatch dated Chambersburgh, 19th instant, from 
commander of the arsenal at Harper's Ferry, as follows: 

“* Finding my position untenable, shortly after !00’clock last night I destroyed 
the canal containing 15,000 stands of arms, and burned up the armory build 
ing proper, and under cover of the night withdrew my command, 40 in num 
ber, almost in the presence of 2,500 or 3,000 troops. This was accomplished with 
but four casualties. I believe the destruction was complete. 

“ T will await orders at Carlisle. 

_ “R. JONES, Captain Commanding 
THE REASON OF IT. 

Lieutenant Jones, latein command at Harper's Ferry, arrived at Carlisle, with 
his command of 43 men, at 3 p. m. on Friday. 

Lieutenant Jones, having been advised that a force of 2,500 troops had been 
ordered by Governor Letcher to take possession of Harper’s Ferry and find 
his position untenable, under directions of the War Department, destroyed a|! 
the munitions of war, armory, arsenal, and all the buildings. He withdrew his 
command under the cover of night and almost in the presence of 2,500 troop 
He lost three men. 

Fifteen thousand stand of arms were destroyed. 

The command made a forced march of 30 miles last night from Harper's Ferry 
to Hagerstown, in Maryland. 

Lieutenant Jones and command look much worn and fatigued. They were 
most enthusiastically received by our entire population. 


LIEUTENANT JONES'S ACCOUNT. 

He states that,hearing on Thursday that six hundred Virginians were ap 
roaching by the Winchester road to seize the arsenal, they put piles of powder 
n straw in all the buildings and waited quietly the approach of the picket guard 

who gave the alarm, and the garrison set on fire the out-houses, carpenter-shop 
and powder fuses, and then began to retreat. 

The citizens of Harper's Ferry, who were evidently in league with the party 
advancing to seize the arsenal, were instantly in arms, pursued, fired, and killed 
two reguiars. Two others deserted before the troops reached Hagerstown. 
They marched all night, missed the railroad train at Hagerstown, and took 
omnibuses to Chambersburgh on Friday. 

As the Federal troops rushed across the Potomac bridge at Harper’s Ferry 
the people rushed in the arsenal, Lieutenant Jones believes that large num- 
bers perished by the explosion. Repeated explosions occurred, and he saw a 
light of the burning buildings for many nriles. 

Lieutenant Jones, who has arrived from Harper’s Ferry, is a son of the late 
Adjutant-General Jones, of the United States Army. 

he troops are exhausted by the night march. They were fed by the people 
of Chambersburgh, and were recei with loud cheers along the route to Car 
lisle. 

In view of the gallantry and very distinguished services of General Jones, 
the committee recommend that this bill do pass. 


Mr. FLOWER, I ask unanimous consent to have the bill amended 
so as to read: “‘ granting a pension of $50 a month.”’ 

Mr. MORRILL. I would like to have that bill read again. 

Mr. FLOWER. I will say that the bill was read the day before 
yesterday. It is the bill granting a pension to the widow of Brig, Gen. 
Roger Jones. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. This bill was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions, which fixed the amount at $30 a month. The 
chairman of the committee assents to the amendment, and I ask unani- 
mous consent that Mrs. Jones be pensioned at the rate of $50 a month. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman asks unanimous con- 
sent that the Committee on Pensions be discharged from the further 
consideration ot this bill and that it be considered in the House at 
this time; and healso asks that the bill shall be amended so as to read 
‘* Pay her a pensionat the rateof $50 per month.’’ Is there objection? 
The Chair hears none. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading: 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


FAYETTE ADAMS. 


Mr. HITT. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill (H. R. 6908) to amend 
the record of Fayette Adams, Company I, Thirty-seventh Illinois Vol- 
unteers. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authoriz«:! 
and to remove the charge of desertion now standing against the recor! 
of Fayettee Adams, of Company I, Thirty-seventh Illinote Volunteers : 


The report (by Mr. WILiLtams, of Ohio) is as follows: 


The Committee on Military Affairs, having had under consideration House 
bill 6908, beg leave to report that the evidence in this case shows that Fayet'c 
Adams enlisted in Company I, Thirty-seventh Illinois Volunteer Infantry, Sc ):)- 
tember 10, 1861, aud was a good soldier until February 25, 1863, when, at the 
solicitation of a comrade, he deserted ; said soldier was a mere youth, between 
sixteen and seventeen years of age, aud did not fully comprehend the grave 
offense he committed by desertion ; that upon seeing the proclamation of Abra- 


Sieh aE 


Looe 
a 


re nal 


cecal 








ve 


a= 


m- 
‘he 
ni- 
th. 
on- 
her 

at 
ad: 
on? 


ng; 
ed, 


end 
Tol- 


ized 
sord 


puse 
ette 
Bep- 

the 
Feen 
rave 
bra- 








1890. 


ham Li d learning the serious offense, he immediately re-enlisted in 
ne Ninth lowa Cavalry, on July 18, 1863, and served until March 23, 
1866, when he was mustered out withan honorable discharge. This man served 
four years and two months as a soldier in the Union Army and was absent as | 
a deserter fifty-four days over four months, the time allowed by the genera! law | 
for the removal of the charge of desertion. ' 

In consideration of his long service and of his youth and inexperience at the 
time he deserted, the committee recommend the passage of the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time: and be- 


ing engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
WASHINGTON GRIGSBY. 
Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill (H. 
R. 9545) granting a pension to Washington Grigsby. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au 





thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and | 


imitations of the pension laws, the name of Washington Grigsby, dependent 
iaher of Nefferson Grigsby, late of Company B, Twelfth United States Colored 
Troops. . 

The report (by Mr. Lewis) is as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H.R 
granting a pension to Washington Grigsby, submit the fullowing report 

Washington Grigsby is the father of Jefferson Grigsby, who enlisted in Con 


pany B, Twelfth egiment United States Colored Infantry, July 31, 1863, and | 


divd of chronic diarrhea in hospital at Nashville, Tenn., February 5, 1865 
The soldier left surviving him a widow, who died in February, 1872, bu 
children. Because of this fact the father has no title under the general! law 
hence the rejection of his claim by the Pension Office. 
Claimant never owned any property, and being now about one hundred years 
old is utterly unable to earn a support, being maintained by the charity of his 
neighbors. Relief, if any, must soon come. 





Your committee are of opinion that the bill should be passed without delay, | 


and therefore return the same with a favorable recommendation. 


The bili was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


DUNCAN D. CAMERON. 


Mr.SAWYER. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill (H. R. 11587) for 
the relief of Duncan D. Cameron, late first lieutenant Ninth United 
States Colored Troops. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to amend the military record of Duncan D. Cameron, late 
first lieutenant Ninth United Staves Colored Troops, by removing therefrom 
the entry of dismissal from the United States service March 27, 1865, for absence 
without leave, and granting him an honorable discharge as of that date; but 
nothing herein contained shall in any way entitle him to additional pay or al- 
lowance on account of such service. 


The report (by Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio) is as follows: 


The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H.R. 
11587) for the relief of Duncan D, Cameron, late first lieutenant Ninth United 
States Colored Troops, submit the following seport: 

Duncan D. Cameron entered the service August 26, 1862, as private in the 
sixth company, New York Sharpshooters, and was discharged refrom No- 
vember 10, 1863, to accept promotion in colored troops. He was mustered in as 
first lieutenant, Ninth Regiment, United States Colored Troops, November 29, 
1863, and on January 31, 1865, tendered his resignation on the ground that he 
may be enabled to go home to settle the affairs of his father, who had died with- 
out will or other disposition of his property, which was encumbered to some 
extent and required immediate attention. He was the oldest male representa- 
tive of the family, and therefore deemed it his duty to take charge ofthe affairs 
and make the best arrangements ible for the future comfort and welfare of 
his mother and the younger members of the pote. 

His resignation, however, was not accepted, but instead he was granted leave 
ofabse ce ‘or thirty days from February 9, 1865. At the time of his departure 
home unwer this leave his health was much impaired by reason of the hard- 
ships and exposure of the service, and about February 20, 1865, he became bed- 
fast by reason of malarial fever and inflammatory rheumatism, from which 
disease he did not recover until late in the following summer, which was very 
clearly shown by the testimony of his neighbors, persons of the highest char- 
acter. On February 28, 1865, and before his leave of absence had expired, and 
while on his sick-bed, Cameron again tendered his resignation, and forwarded 
the same from Albany, N. Y. 

The indorsement upon the semgneien by the commanding officer of the regi- 
ment, who was evidently not friendly inclined toward Cameron, to the effect 
that its acceptance would benefit the service, was not borne out by the previous 
record of the officer. It nevertheless had its effect, as is apparent by the action 
of the e commander, who approved the said resignation only to be dis- 

roved by the division and corps commanders. 

e —- commander, not satisfied with the result, called the attention 
of the utant-General of the Army to Lieutenant Cameron’s apparently un- 
authorized absence after March 11, 1365, and requested that the latter be ordered 
before the eee a ye Pom at Washington, D. C., for trial. 

From the of the War Department it would further eee that Lieu- 
tenant Cameron was cited to appear before said commission, but failing to do 
e he was dismissed the service to date from March 27, 1865, for absence without 

eave. 

Lieutenant Cameron during the period intervening between February 20 and 
March 27, 1865, was, as stated heretofore, confined to his bed with malarial fever 
and inflammatory rheumatism. He makes oath that he never heard of the ac- 
tion taken upon the tender of his resignation mailed from Albany, N. Y., Febru- 
ary 28, 1865; that he never received a summons to appear before the military 
commission at Washington, D. C.,and in fact knew nothing of any proceedings 
before said commission until about May 1, 1865, when he noticed hi. name in 
the Army and Navy Journal, in a list of those who had been dismissed “ for ab- 
— without yee 

————- ciary is a manof high standing in the community in 
which he resides and of unim hable character. The fact of his severe and 
protracted illness after his arrival home under his leave of absence is clearly 
ae the evidence on file. He had every reason to believe that his second 
resi would be accepted, and while awaiting results and prostrated from 
sickness contracted in the service, without any notice whatever, his heretofore 
good record asa soldier and officer was stained by the finding of a military 
commission before whom he-could not appear in his defense. 

Your committee are of opinion that the facts in the case warrant favorable 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


10523 





action on Lieutenant Cameron's request, and therefore return the accompany- 
ing bill with a recommendation that it do pass, 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
ELIZABETH DODGE. 
Mr. YODER. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill (H. R. 11421) grant- 





ing a pension to Elizabeth Dods 
The bill was read, as follow 
Be it enacted, ef: Phat the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to place upon the pension-roll »name of Elizabeth Dodge, 
|; an army nurse,and pay | Lp t the rat $12 per month, subject tothe 
rules and limitations of the pension laws 


The report (by Mr. Yoprr) is as follows 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (11. R. 
11421) granting a pension to } th Dodge, submit the following repert 

Elizabeth Dodge served months as nurse at the Chester Street Hos- 
pital at Philadeiphia, Pa., ler the charge of Thomas H. Bache, surgeon, 








| United States Army. She proved self so efficient and intelligent in the per- 
| formance of her duties {hat » eived the hearty and most complimentary 
indorsement of her superiors for appointment as matron at the Naval Asylum 
Hospital permanent!s ted that city 
he is now over s¢ nty-tw ears of age, has no property or income except 
s as is derived from li vin in vhich, by reason of infirmities of age, is 
Inadequate for comfort 
rhe case comes clearly with 1iong ic of precedents ; wherefore your com- 
| mittee report favorably ou thea ng bill and ask that it do pass 
The bill was ordered to b x land read athird time; and being 
engrossed, it was according] i the third time, and passed. 
) LTERS 
Mr. BOOTHMAN. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill (fH. R. 9877) di- 
recting the Secretary of War to issue an honorable discharge to Almond 


C. Walters 
The bill was read, as fo 


B: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secreta of War is authorized and directed to issue 
an honorable discharge from the service of the United Statesto Almond ©, Wal 
ters, late a member of Company EK, One hundred and sixth New York Infan- 
try, and Company C, One hundred and eighty-eighth New York Infantry, said 
honorable discharge to date from the day on which the said Almond C, Wal- 
ters’s first service terminated, and up to which hereceived pay Chis act shall 
entitle the said Almond C. Walters to all rights and privileges heretofore with- 
held by reason of the failure to receive ch discharge 


The report (by Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio) is as follows: 

The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (1. R. 9877) 
directing the Secretary of War to issue an honorable discharge to Almond ©, 
Walters, have considered the same and respectfully report 

Almond C, Walters enlisted as a private of Company E, One hundred and first 
New York Infantry Volunteers, December 10, 1861, to serve three years. He 
was wounded at the second battie of Bull Run, taken to hospital and furloughed 
togo home, Being a minor at time of enlistment, he was taken from the sers 
iee by writ of habeas corpus. 

In consequence he is borne on the rolis as a deserter. On September 2, 1s64 
he again enlisted in Company C, One hundred and eighty-eighth New York 
Infantry, and served faithfully therein until mustered out July 1, 1865, as first 
sergeant. These facts are obtained from the records in the War Department 

In consideration of the above state of facts the commitice recommend th: 
passage of the bill. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and hx 
ing engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
CHARLES FLETCHER. 
Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill (H. R. 4426) for 
the relief of Charles Fletcher, alias James H. Mitchell. 
‘The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the charge of desertion standing against Charles 
Fletcher, who served under the name of James H. Mitchell asa private in Com 
pany H, Ninety-fifth Regiment of New York State Infantry Volunteers, is 
hereby removed,and the Secretary of War is hereby authorized and directed 
to discharge the said soldier as of the date to which said company and regiment 
were paid on their discharge. 


The report (by Mr. CAREY) is as follows: 


The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 4426) 
for the relief of Charies”“Fletcher, alias James H. Mitchell, having considered 
the same, respectfully report: 

The evidence offered shows that Charles Fletcher, under the name of James 
H. Mitchell, was mustered in as a private of Company H, Ninety-fifth New York 
Volunteers, January 7, 1865, to serve three years, and was reported as deserted 
June 15, 1865, from Ball’s Cross-Roads, Virginia. The command was mustered 
out of service one month later, 

This soldier says he did not intend to desert, but was broken down in 
health, and, being sick, he left the command at Arlington and returned to his 
home in the District of Columbia, and that when he was convalescent he found 
that his company had been mustered out of service and disbanded. The soldier 
did not absent himself until after the war was over. The evidence offered in 
the case is printed herewith and made a part of this report. 

The committee recommend that the bill do pass. 


ee etc CL nt 





Case of Charles Fletcher, alias James H. Mitchell, late p le Company H, Ninet 
fifth New York Volunteers. 
RECORD AND Pension Division, February 27, 1890. 

The records show that James H. Mitchel! was enrolled and mustered in as a 
eivgte of Company H, Ninety-fifth New York Volunteers, at Tarrytown, N. 

-» January 7,165, to serve three years, and appears present for duty until June 
15, 1865, when he deserted from Bali's Cross-Rouds, Virginia, 

He did not rejoin his command up to its muster-out on July 16, 1365, nor re 
port his whereabouts or the cause of his absence to the proper military autho: 
ities of the United States, 

His original application was returned to him (through his attorney) on June 
27, 1889 with the information that his case was not covered by the act of March 
2, 1889 (his total service prior to May 1, 1865, amounting to a less period than six 
months), 
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As no new evidence has been presented (he filed none in support of his orig- | dier served, testifies that he was well uainted with the soldier, and that 





inal claim) the soldier’s status has not since been changed. he was in said service and in the line of his duty as a soldier, at a place ca) \.¢ ¥ 
Respectfully submitted, North Mountain, in the State of Virginia, he contracted a severe cold whic), 
F, C. AINSWORTH, tled on his lungs and prevented him from performing military duty; tha: 
Captain and Assistant Surgeon, U. 8. Army. di-ease was brought on by exposure to wet and cold weather and fa: 
The SECRETARY oF WAR camp life; that he knows if said soldier had had proper care at the time lx 
’ , aA tracted said cold he would have survived. He further testifies that he ; 
mended his discharge after the cold had settied on his lungs. ; 
Distaicr or Cotumnra, Counly of Washington, ss or eee Stone,.a resident of Harrison County, = yr eg Apr 
: Ra ™ Me ; : that he was personally acquainted with the said soldier before his en\is: t 
Francis C. Tucker, of lawful age, being duly sworn, deposes that he resides . ne ; : . os 
at 2530 P street, northwest, Washington, D.C., and has all his life known the one hm a ° qnuses —_ = ae of Ne ea ed 
applicant, Charles Fietcher, and in the fall of 1864 affiant gave Fietcher money : ‘ought on by exposure during bis army service, a ~hage es we 
to go to New York and enlist in the Army diseased before he enlisted, but that the exposure of camp life was the ca 
: ; , _. > his death. 
A short time thereafter he received a package of $250 from Tarrytown, N. Y., 4 fa . 
and having told the express agent he expected money from Charles Fletcher, PPetrtpend,~ Shapewear ay me ap yey eee en viele vin } 
the same was withheld, because sent by James H. Mitchell, until correspond- tled his 1 di os him f. = Sate” Te $ at the d 
ence revealed the fact that they were one and the same person. i oo an — aaah — 4 pe, magnet maa a . a f “tl = iis oe 
That afiant thereafter learned that Fletcher had enlisted in Comagens y By. on auaene ee onic soldier was in g< health and as free from dise.- 
Ninety-fifth New York Volunteer Infantry, and learning about the Ist of July, c Thin ataien . — “a 
1865, that said regiment was encamped just across the river, he visited claimant on that the widow should be pensioned and recom. 
and found him there serving in said company and regiment, under the name of - . =o > : , ‘ 
James H» Mitchell. . a ata P The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and |) 
That applicant came to the city to visit his friends the 4th of July, and was | ; vrossed. i CO : : - 
taken sick and was unable to rejoin his regiment prior to their taking transpor- img eng » It was accc rdingly read the third time, and passer iy 
tation to New York; and thathe has no intere-t in the application. . » ® 
FRANCIS ©, TUCKER. TORS ©. BAGS. d 


Witness: 
Tos. J, STALEY. 
Sworn toand subscribed before me this 2ist day of June, 1889, and I further 
certify that I have no interest in this application. 
[sxa..} THOMAS J.STALEY, Notary Public. 


Mr. KELLEY. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill (H. R. 12013) to pe: 
sion John D. Bagley. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Re it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, auth 
ized to place on the pension-rolis, subject to tye provisions and restrictions o/ 
the pension laws, the name of John D. Bagley, who was a private in (apt 
Japhet A. Ball's independent mounted company, Illinois Volunteer Infantr; 
during the Black Hawk war. 


The report (by Mr. DE LANO) is as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 12013) gra: 
ing a pension to John D. Bagby, have considered the sume and report as fo} |0ws 
‘The claimant, who resides at Marion, Kans., was a private in Capt. Japhet 4 


ea 


Distaict or Cortumata, County of Washington, ss: 


Charles Fletcher, being duly sworn, deposes and says that he is the identical 
verson who enlisted and served in Company H, Ninety-fifth Regiment, New 
Vork Volunteer Infantry, under the name of James H, Mitchell. 

That from his birth to the time of his enlistment he resided in the said Dis- 
trict of Columbia, and his parents and friends being averse to his going in the 
Army, he went to Tarrytown, N. Y., and there, about December, 1564, he en- 
listed in said company and regiment, 

That he served faithfully till the close of the war, and while on the march 
home and while said regiment was at Arlington Heights, Virginia, just across 
the river from the city, he came over to visit his friends. 

That his bealth was very much broken with the fatigues of the spring cam- 
paign and rapid march returning and he was taken ill,and while ill his regi 
ment moved, and when convalescent he learned thatthey had been paid off and 
disbanded. 

That he fally intended to serve out his full period of enlistment and would 
have done so had he not been prevented as above stated and set forth, and he 
asks, in view of the premises, that he be now honorably discharged, and any 
and all charges standing against him be removed and canceled. 


roo eee 


Ball’s Company of Illinois Volunteers. and served from April 21, 1832,to \! 
28, 1882, in the Black Hawk war. He is now seventy-six years old and so " 
crippled and feeble as to be unable to perform any manual labor. He has een a 
badly crippled for sixteen years. ’ 

Mr. Bagby has no property or income from which to support himself and 
aged wife, and he stands in great need of the pension prayed for. His standing 
in the community in which he resides is first class, and the facts above recited 
are vouched for by prominent citizens. 

The case seems an exceptionally meritorious one and your committee thi: 
would be an act of simple justice to pass the bill, and that action is respecif 
recommended. Amend by spelling the claimant's surname Bagby. 


(On the margin :) The deponent further says that none of the officers or en- The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 
listed men in said regiment know him by any other name than James H. The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed aud reada third tin: 
Mitchell. j ue 


and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed 
The title was amended to correspond with the change in the bil). 


CHAS. FLETCHER. 
District or CoLUMBIA, @s 
Subscribed and sworn to before me the 2ist day of June, 1889, and I furthe™ 
certify that I have no interestin thisapplication. I further certify that the mar- 
ginal note was made before signing 


CORNELIUS M’LEAN. 


b [sKcAL..] WILLIAM W. MOFFETT, Notary Public. Mr. LANSING. Mr, Speaker, I call up the bill (H. R. 2375) to cor 
is aa rect the military record of Lieut. Cornelius McLean. 

3 District or Co_umatia, County of Washington, ss: The bill was read, as follows: 

4 In the matter of the application of Charles Fletcher, alias James H. Mitchell, Be it enacted, ete,, That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, directe:| to 
5 


correct the military record of Lieut. Cornelius McLean, late of Company (| 
Thirty-ninth New York Volunteers, by removing therefrom the charge of 
hou®rable dismissal * for absence without leave and failing to file the nece<«ary 
surgeon’s certificate of disability, and to make reports to his regiment a 
quired by the regulations of the War Department,” and to grant said Lieut: 
ant McLean an honorable discharge from the military service as of the da: 
ea 1864, and that he be paid whatever compensation may be due him 
that date, 


. for removal of charge of desertion, personally appeared Charles Fletcher, who, 
% being duly sworn, deposes and says that within a few days after his enlistment 
. he joined his company, the same being Company H, Ninety-fifth Regiment, 
New York Volunteer Infantry, and took part with them in the battles of Dab- 
ney’s Mills, Hatcher's Run, and live Forks. 

That the weather was very bad and stormy during the entire spring cam- 
: paign; that he was but sixteen years of age, and the exposure and fatigue 
AAS brought on piles and rheumatism, which were aggravated by the rapid march 


back to Washington. : 
That he has hel i no correspondence with either officers or men of his com- The report (by Mr. LANSING) is as follows: 

pany and does not know their whereabouts, The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H.R. 27 
That when he obtained leave to visit his family in this city he fully intended | to correct the military record of Lieut. Cornelius McLean, having considered 

to return to duty on the day following, and would have done so had he not been | the same, respectfully report: 

taken down with fever. ; ° That Lieut. Cornelius McLean was in the hospital at Annapolis, Md., bein, 
That there was no other duty remaining to be done by him exceptto proceed | treated for a disease contracted in the service,on the 7th of July, 1864. W! 

to New York, be mustered out and to receive his pay. so in hospital the commanding officer of his regiment, the Thirty-ninth \« 

CHARLES FLETCHER. York Volunteers, requested that Lieutenant McLean be dismissed the se: \ 

Subscribed and sworn to before me this 24th day of March, 1890. for continued absence and failure to report. 


nc 


ISEAL. N. D. ADAMS, Notary Publis. Purenmacse such ay ee idemanans, Nelcos See een ty, Semaianes the 

: ' . ' rie thout an nowle of such action on ters. 0 
2S The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and be- iho diinn day he was enamined by the medion! leael Eh Auesteolin =| 
ae ing engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. ported him unfit for duty and recommended his honorable discharge f : 

. ability. Thus it appears from the records of the War Department this o/!icer 

nt oe MATILDA M. HARRIMAN. was dishonorably discharged for a matter that was beyond his contro!. |! 
; was disgraced for being sick. Your committee think he should be re! ix 


: Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill (H.R, 
¥ 10294) granting a pension to Matilda M. Harriman, 

ie The bill was read, as follows: 
i 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension-ro!l, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Matilda M. Harriman, widow 
4 Ay of William Harriman, late of Company F, One hundred and seventieth Regi- 
i ment of Ohio Volunteers. 


The report (by Mr. Yoper) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H.R. 
1020!) granting a pension to Matilda M. Harriman, submit the following report: 

The claimant is the widow of William Harriman, a member of Company F, 
One hundred and seventieth Obio National Guard, who enlisted in the hun- 
dred days’ service May 14, 1864, and was discharged on surgeon's certificate of 
disability June 22, 1864. 

The claim was rejected in the Pension Bureau on the ground that the sol- 
dier's fatal disease, consumption (soldier having died April 9, 1865), existed prior 
to enlistment, and the claim is not e nbraced in the law passed June 27, 1890, as 
the soldier served less than ninety days. 

Miles J. Sannders, of Harrison County, Ohio, late colonel commanding the 
One hundred and seventieth Ohio Volunteers, the regiment in which said sol- 


The Smears fully set forth in the report from the War Department, he: 
subm tted. 

Your committee recommend the bill be amended by striking out the 
commencing in line 12 of the bill: “‘and that he be paid whatever comp. :i-a 
tion may be due him up to that date,”’ and recommend that the bill so am: 
do pass. 





















War DEPARTMENT, ADJUTANT-GENERAL’s OFrici 
Washington, February 17, \>-- 

Sim: Ihave the honor to return herewith letter of Col.C. McLean, dat: 
18th ultimo, relative to his dismissal from service as second lieutenant 
bany G, Thirty-ninth New York Volunteers, referred to the Departm: 
Hon. W. W. Morrow, House of Representatives, the 24th ultimo, for the .. 
record of the officer, with view to introducing a bill for his relief, and to 
as follows: 

The records of this office show that Cornelius McLean served origins 
second lieutenant, Company ©, Forty-second New York Volunteers, bu! 
is no muster-in roll of him in that grade and regiment on file. 

His name is first taken up on the nea return for March, 1862. I 
company for March and April, 1862, reports him present; and the must«' 
roll states that he was mustered in as second lieutenant April 30, 1862. |!« > 
reported present with company from April 30, 1862, to June 19, 1862, w!« 
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1890. 
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dered his resignation as second lieutenant on account of physical disability 
on no honorably discharged thereon June 20, 1862, in special orders, Army of 


‘otomac. ‘ 
oS six months later (December 8, 1863) he enlisted at New York City for 
the Thirty-ninth New York Volunteers (enlistment papers on file), but his name 
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ig not taken up on the rolls of any company of that regiment until the rol! for | 


nd Pebruary, 1864. 
ae first copeete on the morning reports of Company G, Thirty-ninth 
New York Volunteers, for February 12, 1864, with remark: ‘Sergeant; gained 
from detached service ;” and on same, February 13, 1864, “ Sergeant; promoted 
to second lieutenant, incharge of company.” : =! : 

He was mustered in as second lieutenant Company G, said regimeut, Febru- 
ary 12, 1864, and from February 15, 1964, to March 12, 1864, is reported “ present, 
sick,” and “ sick in quarters.” . s : . 

March 9, 1864, upon the recommendation of the medical director of the Sec- 
ond Army Corps, Lieutenaut McLean was directed in special orders from corps 
headquarters to proceed to Washington and report for treatment to Surg. R. O. 
eel Seminary (officers’) General Hospital,Georgetown, D.C., March 14, 
1864, with rheumatism and was granted leave of ab-ence for twenty days on 
surgeon’s certificate of disability with permission to proceed to New York by 
special orders of April 12, 1864, Department of Washington. 

He was readmitted to same hospital May 3, 1864; transferred to general hos- 
pital, Annapolis, Md., May 4, 1864; entered division No.1, Officers’ General 
Hospital, Annapolis, with debilitas, May 7, 1864; was examined by the medical 
board at Annapolis, Md., May lI, 1864, and by said board recommended that 
“he remain in hospital a few days for observation.” 

On June 27, 464, the commanding officer Thirty-ninth New York Volunteers 
requested that Lieutenant McLean “ be dismissed the service for continued ab- 
sence and failure to report as required by existing orders. Lieutenant McLean 
was ordered to Washingtos in February, 1864, and has been absent since with- 
out reporting his station or condition, I hear of him in New York City ap- 
parently fit for duty.” ; : 7 

Thereupon he was dishonorably dismissed the service July 7, 1964, in special 
orders from this office “for absence without leave and failing to file the neces- 
sary surgeon's certificate of disability, and make reports to his regiment, as re- 
quired by the regulations of the War Department.” 

July 7, 1864 (date of Jismissal), he was re-examined by the medical board at 
Annapolis, which found the officer suffering from rheumatic pericarditis, and 
that he would not be fit for active duty in the fleld again,’’ and recommended 
that he be discharged the service. 

The recommendation of the board was received at this office July 8, 1864, and 
the president of the board advised, July 12, 1864, that Lieutenant McLean had 
been dismissed the service, 

July 19, 1864, Asst. Surg. William S. Ely, treasurer Officer’s General Hospital, 
Annapolis,Md., reported that Lieutenant McLean,who had received pay for the 
month of June, 1864, in hospital, stated that he had made such disposition of 
his funds as to be unable to settle his board account by cash. 

July 22, 1864, the Paymaster-General was directed to stop the pay of Lieuten- 
ant McLean until he had settled his board account with the hospital, which 
stoppace has never been removed. 

Lieutenant McLean was last paid to include June 30, 1864, at Officers’ Hospital, 
Annapolis, Md, 

I am, sir, very respectfully, your obedient servant, 

R. C. DRUM, Adjutant-General. 

The Secrerary or WAR. 


The amendment recommended by the committee in the report was 
agreed to. 

Mr. LANSING moved to amend by adding at the end of the bill 
the following: ‘‘Provided no pay or allowance shall be deemed author- 
ized by this act.’’ . ‘ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amenced was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed, 

MRS. SUSAN YOUNG. 


Mr. RAY. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill (H. R. 5517) granting a 
pension to Mrs, Susan Young, 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Susan Young. widow of the late 
Samuel Young, late captain of the [Independent Scouts of West Virginia. 


The report (by Mr. Crara) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H.R. 
S17) granting a pension to Susan Toure submit the following report: 

Susan Young is the widow of Samuel Young, who was commissioned by the 
State of West Virginia as captain in the Pocahontas County State Guards, 
August 29, 1864, joined for service September 1, 1864, and discharged June 10, 
1865, About the 23d of October, 1864, with twenty-eight or thirty men, on a 
scout in the enemy’s country at or near Oldfield Fork of Elk, Virginia, he re- 
ceived a pistol-shut wound in his hand, The enemy was believed to be present 
or in near neighborhood, 

After dark an alarm occurred and there was considerable confusion and firing 
by claimant's men, The testimony of comrades shows that he was shot; that 
he was acting, as he believed, against the enemy. None were seen, but that he 
was shot as aforesaid at the time. 

There is further testimony from William Orvens, M. D., late acting assistant 
surgeon, United States Army, that Rev. Samuel! Young called on him for con- 
sultation about an injury to his hand, which he stated was received while in 
the service: 

“ It presented the peculiar appearance of elevated erratic edges or pouting of 
the margins of the ulcer, It suggested the presence of some foreign body in 
the wound, which it was recommended should be removed by an operation. 
This he declined, saying his physician at home could do that. I have learned 
Mr. Young died a year or two later of cancerous affection arising in connection 
with his wound.” 

Dr. J. W. Ely says: 

Talso lived a neighbor to him for about three years. I knew he was afflicted 
with a very sore hand, and I also cbserved his physical condition was very 
much impaired, I made a careful examination of his hand on October 13, 184, 
which I found to be malignant cancer caused by a gunshot wound during the 
late war. Iam confident that the cancer was caused from tle wound, etc. I 

Rev. Mr. Young after October 13, 1884, until his death.” 

Mr. Young died November 2, 1885. 

Your committee recommend the passage of the bill. 
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The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


JOSEPH A. BLAIR. 
Mr. PETERS. I ask the present consideration of the bill (H.R. 
2542) pensioning Joseph A. Blair. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be authorized ana di 
rected to place on the pension-roll, subject tothe provisions and limitations of 
the pension laws, the name of Joseph A. Blair, late of Company C, Seventh 
Kentucky Cavalry, now of Lyons, Kans, 


The report (by Mr. MORRILL) is as follows: 


The Committee on In: alid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H.R 
2542) pensioning Joseph A. Blair, submit the following report 

It appears from the testimony thatthe claimant was enlisted in Company C, 
Seventh Kentucky Cavalry, on or about July, 1862; that whilein the discharge 
of his duty as a soldier, with his command at Sharpsburgh, Ky., he received a 
wound from a rebel sympathizer which disabled him for the performance of 
military duty; therefore he was never regularly mustered into the United 


; States service. 


James P. Ashley, captain of claimant's company, makes affidavit that he is 
personally and well acquainted with claimant, who enlisted in his company, but 
was never mustered in forthe reason that, soon after enlistment, claimant, with 
two other comrades, was detailed to go toa rebel sy mpathizer’s house near East 
Union, Ky.,and cause him to take the oath ofallegiance, but the said sympathizer 
resisted and threw an ax from the head of the stairs striking claimant in the 
face, cutting through his nose, so disabilng him that he was never again fit for 
duty. William H. Hopkinsand W. H. Howe make aflidavit substantially tothe 
same facts. 

From the evidence submitted in this case it appears to your committee that 
the claimant was in line of duty in obedience to the command of his superior 
officer, and in the performance of the duty of a regularly mustered soldier when 
he received his disability, therefore should not be deprived on account of tech 
nicality of muster-in. 

Your committee report the claim favorably and recommend that the bill do 
pass. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and be- 
ing engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


ORRIN DAY. 


Mr. RUSSELL. I desire to call up the bill (H. R. 11604) granting 
pension to Orrin Day. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, et-., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-rolis, subject to the limitations 
and provisions of the pension laws, the name of Orrin Day, late of Company A, 
Third United States Artillery, with Capt, Thomas Childs, in the Florida war, 
1832. 


The report (by Mr. DE LANO) is as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 11604) grant- 
ing a pension to Orrin Day, have considered the same and report as follows 

Orrin Day was a sergeantin Battery A, Third United States Artillery, and 
served from June 30, 1832, to June 30, 1837. He was discharged at Fort King, 
East Florida, where he had been rendering service in the Florida Indian war. 

He filed an application in the Pension Bureau on the 16th of July, 1490, de- 
claring that while in said service he incurred a rupture from lifting cannon and 
baggage wagons that had become stuck in the mud, This claim heis unable to 
establish, however, because he can not, through lapse of time, find any one 
who served with him and knew the facts, 

Mr. Day is now seventy-eight years old, wholly without means of support, 
and unable to perform manual labor. He is in great nee@ of immediate assist- 
ance. The claimant's condition is fully shown by the testimony of George 
Leavens, John Waldo, and Simon 8S. Waldo, citizens of Windham, Conn 

Your committee believe the case to be a just one, and they therefore recom- 
mend the passage of the bill. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and be- 


| ing engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


CHARLES EWING. 


Mr. BLISS. I ask the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 9423) 
for relief of Charles Ewing. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc,, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, in 
structed and directed to place upon the pension-rol|s, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Charles Ewing, late a member 
of Company D, Twelfth New York Cavalry. 


The report (by Mr. BELKNAP) is as follows 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 9423) 
granting a pension to Charles Ewing, submit the following report: 

The claimant, Charles Ewing, served nearly three years in Company D, 
Twelfth New York Cavalry. He filed aclaim for pension April 25, 1887, alleging 
rupture of the abdomen and nervous prostration. The claim was rejected by 
the Department because he could not prove that this disability originated in the 
service Thisthe claimant could not prove for the following reason: While on 
duty with his company at or near Kingston, N. C., in the month of Apri, 1865, 
he was detailed to carry an order by General Schofie d, who was then engaging 
the enemy. He was ordered to urge his horse to the utmost. Once, while so 
riding and crossing «small bridge, his horse broke throuzh the bridge, falling 
and throwing him headlong upon the bridge. By this accident he received a 
rupture of the “ testicles” and abdomen of a very serious nature, and also strain- 
ing the cords of his back and neck. 

He avers that he did not place himself under the surgeon's care for fear of the 
severe operations they would perform upon him; and, it being near the close 
of the war, he remained with his company, doctoring himself, and was shortly 
after mustered out with his company. He has ample proof of the existence of 
disabilities from the physicians who haye treated him from the year 165 to the 
present time; also that of the examining board, who rate him as one-half dia- 
ab ed; also many of his neighbors, who have known him ever since the war, 
that he has never been able to do more than one-quarter of a man’s work, and 
that he has always been placed ata great disadvantage in astruggle fora living, 
and that he is now in a dependent condition, sixty-five years of ave. and largely 
depending upon his aged wife, who does washing and laundry work 

© bas always been a man of good habits, was a good and true soldier, and 
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your committee, believing this a very meritorious claim, recommend the pas- 
sage of the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and be- 
ing engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


GEORGE S. HOWARD. 
Mr. FLOWER. Iask the House to consider at this time the bill (H. 


R. 3080) granting a pension to George 8. Howard. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place upon the penston-roll, sabject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of George 8. Howard, late a pri- 
vate in Company E, Twentieth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry. 

The report (by Mr. Morri.1) is as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R- 


5080) granting a pension to George 8. Howard, submit the following report: 

Claimant enlisted asa private in Company E, Twentieth Ohio Infantry, April 
17, 1861. Disenarged August 18, 1861. Made application for pension in 1583, 
alleging that he contracted chronic diarrhea while in line of duty during cam- 
paign in Virginia about July 1, 1861; that he was treated in regimental hospital 
for said disease. Surgeon-General reports that there are no mental hospital 
reports on file for the Twentieth Ohio previous to a 1861. There are no 
reports of the company to which claimant belon on filein the Adjutant-Gen- 
eral’s Office except muster-in and muster-out rolls, therefore claimant is unable 
to furnish any record of disability. 

Two comrades belonging to claimant's company and regiment testify that 
claimant contracted chronic diarrheaat or near Burton Station, Va.; that he was 
left «ick at Battery Knob, Va.; that he was continuously sick with said disease 
until mustered out at expiration of service, and, further, that priortoabout July 
1 claimant was sound andin good health. Two witnesses testify that they were 
near neighbors to claimant prior to his enlistment, and that he wasa sound and 
healthy man, that when he returned home after discharge he had chronic 
diarrhea, which often confined him to his bed, and that the said disability con- 
tinned with claimant up to the time when he went West, which was in 1870. 

Several witnesses testify to the continuation of claimant's disability from 1870 
to the present time. Dr. Kirby, a practicing physician in the State of Iowa, 
testifies that he has treated claimant for chronic diarrhea; also, Dr. Matthews 
makes affidavit that he has several times given claimant treatment for said dis- 
ability. Notwithstanding theabsence of hospital record in this case, your com- 
mittee are of the opinion that thereis merit in it; while the testimony does not 
come up to the standard required at the Pension Office as to incurrence, that 
fact being established by two comrades, and continuous disability since dis- 
charge warrants your committee in making favorable report; therefore we rec- 
ommend that the bill do pass. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and be- 
ing engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


WARREN STAMP. 


Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania. I ask the present consideration 
of the bill (F1. R. 5537) for the relief of Warren Stamp. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Re it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to remove the charge of desertion standing on record against War- 
ren Stamp, late a private in Company I, One hundred and eleventh Regiment 
Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry. 


The report (by Mr. Carry) is as follows: 


The Committee on Military Affairs,to whom was referred House bill 5537, 
entitled “ A bill for the relief of Warren Stamp,” have had the same under con- 
sideration, and anes it to the House with the recommendation that it pass, 

The committee in making this report are controlled by the following reasons: 

The records show t this soldier was enrolled on January 14, 1862, a private 
of Company [, One Hindred and eleventh Pennsylvania Volunteers, to serve 
three years, and served with his command until he deserted on October 22, 1862, 
at Loudoun Heights, Virginia. 

The records further show that the said Warren Stamp, under the name of 
John W. Thompson, was enrolled on February 26, 1864, a private in Company 
G, Second Ohio Cavalry Volunteers, to serve three years, and served faithfully 
with this organization until mustered out with it September 11, 1865. 

It has been made apparent to the committee that the cause of the desertion 
of the said Warren Stamp was the fact that, having struck an officer, he was un- 
der arrest, and that, fearing he would be court-martialed and dealt with severely, 
he left the regiment in which he had originally enlisted and entered the service 
under another name. The cause of striking the officer was that he was struck 
with a sword by the officer because of some alleged misconduct on his part, 

It has been further made apparent that at the time of the enlistment of the 
said Warren Stamp he was only fifteen years of age, and in consequence could 
hardly realize the penalties which would ensue to him by reason of his having 
deserted the service of his country. 

Under date of April 25, 1889, the said Warren Stamp applied to the War De- 
partment for the removal of the charge of desertion wees him. His uest 
could not be complied with in consequence of the provisions of section 3 of the 
act of Congress approved March 2, 1889, which provides that if the desertion ex- 
ceeds the period of four months before the second enlistment the charge of de- 
sertion can not be removed by the nt. 

In view of the fact that the said Warren Stamp was so very young at the 
time of his desertion, and that he afterwards faithfully served in the Union 
Army until after the end of the war, to wit, Sep'em ber 11, 1865, the committee see 
no reason why the charge of on the records of the War Department 
should not be removed and an honorable discharge issued to him. 

The committee herewith append to this report astatement of facts submitted 
by the War Department bearing upon this case of the date of March 22, 1890, 


Case of Warren Stamp, late private Company I, One hundred and eleventh Pen 
vania Volunteers, atias John W. Thompson, late private Company G, Second 
Cavalry Volunteers. (In violation of twenty-second, now fiflieth, Article of War.) 


Recorp ayp Preyston Drvreton, Marchy-26, 1890. 


Warren Stamp was enrolled on January 14, 1862, a private of Company I, One 
hundred and eleventh Pennsylvania Volunteers, to serve three years, and served 
with his command until he deserted on October 22, 1862, from Loudoun Heights, 


Va. 
Under the name of John W. Thompson he was enrolled on February 26, 1364, 
a private in Company G, Second Ohio Cavalry Volunteers, to serve three years, 
and eumved fog ully with this organization until mustered out with it on Sep- 
tember 11, 1865. 

Warren Stamp, under date of April 25, 1889, applied for removal of the a 
of desertion against him, and testified that the reavon for his desertion was 
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fear of being ed before a court-martial, he being at the time of his ( 
tion under arrest for having struck his superior officer who had first struc | : 
with his sword ; that he was at the time of his enlistment only fifteen year. .¢ 
age; he afterwards enlisted in Company G, Second Ohio Cavalry Volu: 
under the name of John W. Thompson. 
His enlistment in the Second Ohlo Cavalry Volunteers while a deserter : 
the One hundred and eleventh Pennsylvania Volunteers was in violat 
the twenty-second (now fiftieth) Article of War; and as such absence in 
tion before his subsequent enlistment exceeded the period of four mont}, 
provisions of section 3, actof Congress approved March 2, 1889, prohibit fa 
ble action on his application by the War Department, and his applicati 
accordingly rejected. 
Respectfully submitted. 
FP, C. AINSWORTH 
Caplain and Assistant Surgeon, U. 8. A 
The Secrerary or War. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and | 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
EMMA FULTON. 
Mr. TRACEY. I desire to call up the bill (H. R. 9019) grant 
pension to Emma Fulton. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is here! 
structed and directed to place upon the pension-rolls, subject to the prov is 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Emma Fulton, wido: 
George Fulton, late a member of Company C, Fifth Michigan Cavalry. 


The report by (Mr. BELKNAP) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (1/1. 7 
9019) granting a pension to Emma Fulton, submit the following report : 

Claimant is the widow of George Fulton, late private Company C, Fifth 
Michigan Cavalry, with which he served nearly three years, and who dicd 
July 1, 1877. The soldier was stoned for injuries received in action at the 
battle of Cedar Creek, Virginia, October 19, 1664. This injury was caused by 
his horse falling upon him, breaking three ribs and contusion of chest ani 
left side, right knee, hip, and thigh. For these injuries he was discharged t)e 
service. e surgeon's certificate cites him as crippled and forever uniit fo; 
further service. 

The soldier's death was caused in the following manner: While at work in 
the field, he being a farmer, his injured leg was fractured by an accident, })it 
from the fact of the previous injury the bones had become weak, unhea!ihy 
and diseased, and would not heal, and his leg was amputated, and from tic 
debilitated condition, caused by his former injuries, as shown by the surgeons 
See. him, death resulted. Of this there is ample and uncontradicted 

roof. 

The widow's claim wasrejected upon the ground that the latter injury, break 
ing of his leg, was the causeof death. However, as it is so plain t this leg 
was very et in the service and that the soldier never recovered 
the full use of ii is very clear to the mind of your committee that his death 
was the result of the wounds for which he was pensioned. 

The widow is poor and advanced in life, without means of support, and you: 
committee believes it is a very meritorious claim and recommends its passa 


The bill was orderéd to be engrossed and read a third time; and be. 
ing engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
CHARLES W. WHITNEY. 


Mr. MORRILL. Iask the present consideration of the bill (1. ): 
7125) granting a pension to Charles W. Whitney. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be itenacted, ete., Thatthe Secretary of the Interior be, and he ishereby, aut! 
ized and directed to place upon the pension-roll, ow to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Charles W. Whitney, late of C: 
pany I, Ninety-second Regiment United States Colored Infantry, 


The report (by Mr. MORRILL) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. PR. 
7125) granting a nm to Charies W. Whitney, submit the following report 

The soldier enlisted in Company G, Thirty-seventh Illinois Volunteers, Se)- 
tember 15, 1861, and served until September 27, 1863, when he was mustered out 
to accept the position of first lieutenant in Company I of Ninety-second Re>i- 
ment United States Colored Infantry. He served until December 31, 1865, wien 
he was discharged at New Orleans, He served four years four months 11) 
sixteen daysin the Army. Wasa prisoner of war six months. 

He claims that while at Port Hudson on detached service he contracted (>. 
gue fever, or break-bone fever, and had a very severe . Sinee then 
has never been a well man. He has suffered from the effects of the disease 
ever since, and the disease has increased ev year. Be has trouble in urinat- 
ing, has pains in the small of his back, left shoulder, and hips, with dul! px 
in his head. In the fall of 1867 he ea with a severe attack of rieu- 
matism, and a break-down the whole system, and was confine: (o 
the bed till the a —— could not do any work during the e1-.- 
ing summer. Every fall since he has had a sick spell and is unable todo mic! 


work. 

His claim wasrejected on the ground that there was no ratable disability (» 
den fever shown since filing the claim, and thedisease of kidneys and r\iv\:- 
ation are not shown to be results. The hospital record shows that during 
the month of October, 1865, he was taken with dengue fever. The testimony 
of the colonel of Ninety-second Regiment, and Bvt, Brig. Gen, H. N. Frisbie 
gays that he knows Charles W. Whitney, and that he among many others +: 
fered from malaria at Port Hudson in 1865. He was in command of that port 
and district a good of that year. He says: 

“Lieutenant was one of my trusted officers, and so I particular!) :°- 
meniber his sickness. He had an unusually severe attack of dengue fever. | 
consider it to result from malaria where we were so long after the levees brisk 
and the ones Jae nuemn joes nee. Zz lowi AAg 4 an ej r 
demic fever, from w myself ve twice . Itresulte 
in case ae an aifection of the kidneys, suppression of the urine. 2nd 
rheumatism. It was a severe and Tous case.’’ 

E. G. Dunnell, lieutenant of said 5 4 he has known claimant si1c°¢ 
1866, and from that till 1872; resi near him, part of the time in the same 
house, and has seen Segeh og frequently. During the entire time the claimat 
suffered with what he led break-bone fever. nie inflammation of the 
kidneys, rheumatism, and nervous debility, and in ee enon was un- 


in the immediate neighborhood of claim. 
seen him as often as once a month dur- 
he can not perform more than one-fourth the labor of 
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i pecial examiner, in his report of March 8, 1590, says: 

29c85) the evidence I am of opinion that the claim is one of merit.”’ 

W. S. Rondsbusch, special examiner, in report of March 17, 1890, says 

“T think the claim is meritorious.” 

A. Downing, examiner, in his report of March 29, 1890, says : 

‘Prom the reputation for probity of claimant and the high character of the 
svitnesses interviewed I am led to believe the claim is meritorious.’’ 

r. N. Webber, ial examiner, in his report of March 31, 1590, says: 

“] believe the claim has merit.” ; 

There is no evidence of the condition of the claimant previous to enlistment, 
put it is fair to assume that a man whoentered the service and won distinction 
and promotion and received the commendation of his superior officer, and con- 
tinued in the performance of his duty for more than four years was an abled-bod- 
ied man when he entered the service. His impaired physical condition subse- 
quent to discharge and through all the years subsequent thereto, his poverty, 
his high character for honesty and probity being such as to elicit the commen- 
dation of special examiners commissioned to look for evidence, and the con- 
clusion of every one of them that the bill has merit, lead your committee to 
the conclusion that the bill is meritorious, and we therefore recommend that 
it do pass. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
MARY B. COOK. 
Mr. CRAIG. I desire to call upthe bill (H. R. 11640) grantinga pen- 
sion to Mary B. Cook, 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 


limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mary B. Cook, who was the widow 


of Henry W. Torbett, late second lieutenant of Company K, Eleventh Regi- 
ment United States Infantry. 


Mr. KILGORE. It appears that this beneficiary bears a different . 


name from her husband. I call for the reading of the report. 
The report (by Mr. CRAIG) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bil! (H.R. 
11640) granting a m to Mary B. Cook, submit the following report: 

That Mary B. k was the widow of Henry Torbett, who served as second 
lieutenant and finally lieutenant-colonel of the Seventy-eighth Pennsylvania 
Volunteers th: the war 1861-1865. He was appointed second lieutenant 
Twenty-ninth United States Infantry May 22, 1867, and was transferred to the 
Eleventh Infantry April 25, 1869. Hedied June 8, 1871. His widow was granted 
a pension at $15 per month December 2, 1872. 

Said widow married Dr. Cook December 25, 1883. He lived two years and 
died December 24, 1885. 

In view of the long and faithful service of the said Lieutenant Torbett, who 
died in the service as a result of its hardships and exposures,the dependent 
condition of his former widow, her inability to earn a support, and the fact 
that no one is legally bound for her support, her delicate health and age and 
———_ heretofore in similar cases, your committee recommend that the bill 

pass. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


THOMAS A. ROWLEY. 


Mr. OSBORNE. I ask the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 
10418) to inerease the pension of Thomas A. Rowley, late brigadier- 
general of United States volunteers. ’ 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, di- 
rected to increase the pension of Thomas A. Rowley, late brigadier-general 
United States volunteers, to $50 per month. 


Mr. KILGORE. Let the report be read. 
The report (by Mr. CRAIG) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 10418) 
granting an increase of pension to Thomas A. Rowley, submit the following re- 


Thomas A. Rowley was a soldier in the Mexican war. He was mustered into 
the United States service as colonel of the One hundred and secona Pennsy!- 
vania Volunteers ya 6, 1861. He was promoted to pleetcegouenel of vol- 
unteers February 18,1863. Hecommanded Third Brigade, Third Division of the 
Sixth from November, 1862,to March, 1863, when he was placed in com- 
mand of First de, Third Division, First Corps, until July 3, 1863, when 

nded at rgh,Pa. He had also been wounded in the head at Fair 
Ons May 31, 


various important and responsible positions until his resignation 

December 23, He was granted a pension of $7.50 per month February 14, 

-_ a to $15 March 19, 1884, and increased by special act $10 per month 
une 24, ke 


He suffers from his wounds, which also affect his eyesight. About two years 


ago he met with an accident on a railroad which crippled him and he is very 
mited circumstances, and is dependent on his on, 
l service of this soldier, his age, which is eighty years, 


your committee recommend the passage of the 


The bill was’ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
HANNAH B, SHEPHERD. 
Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. I ask the present consideration of 


the bill (H. R. 12012) granting a pension to Hannah B. Shepherd. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-rol!l the name of Hannah B. She 
herd, mother of Henry J.Shepherd, late a private in Company F, 
Ninety. Regiment of Ohio Volunteer Infantry, at the rate of $12 per month. 

‘The report (by Mr. FLICK) is as follows: 

Lo ge pero ere wah Shepherd, was referred the bill (H. R. 
12012) a pension to Hannah 

Hannalt'it Shepherd i eine wa & : 
Company B, Ninety-si Regiment Ohio Volunteers, 1862, 
charged in and died of disease of lungs October 25, 1871. The mother’s 
claim has been rejected on the ground that soldier left surviving him a widow 
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to whom he was married on his death-bed. The widow has long since remar- 
ried and there is noone drawingany pension on account of said soldier's death, 

Theevidence clearly shows that the soldier's death cause was directly charge- 
ableto malarial poisoning of an aggravated type, from which he suffered dur- 
ing service, and a hacking cough which developed before discharge. 

It is also shown that before enlistment, during service, and after discharge, 
he made ample provisions for the comfortable maintenance of his mother, but 
his death has cut off this avenue of support, and having no pr ty or in- 
come from any source, she is now dependent upon others not legally bound in 
her support. 

The case comes within a well established rule of ¢ ess to grant relief to 
the poor and aged parents of those who lost their lives in the service of their 
country, and the committee therefore report fa 
bill and ask that it do pass. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third tim: 


ra on the accompanying 


», and passed 
JOHN LINDT. 
Mr. REED, of Iowa. I desire to call up the bill 
ing @ pension to John Lindt. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, en 
powered and directed to place on the pension-ro}! the name of Jobu Lindt, lat 
a private in Company B, Independent Regiment Light Artillery, Pennusy 
Volunteers, and that he be rated at $12 per month from January |, 1585 

The report (by Mr. FLICK) is as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill 
4254) granting a pension to John Lindt, submit the following report 

The claimant filed an application for pension for disability, caused by ! 
to his hearing, and rheumatism. His claim was rejected on the ground that bh 
had not established the incurrence of the disabilities in the service. He showed 
by evidence other than his own the existence of the disabilities, but lhe w 
able to furnish any testimony except his own that the disabilities were th 
sult of his service. 

He was a private in Company B, [Independent Regiment Pennsylvania Volun 
teers. He testified that in one of the actions during the Atlanta campaign, in 
1864, the gun with which he served was placed in action in a gap or narrow va 
ley between two high hills, and that the concussion caused by the firing of the 
gun injured one of his ears, and that the injury has constantly grown worse 
since his discharge from the service, and that he is now able to hear but litt! 
in that ear. 

The fact of the occurrence of the injury is necessarily within his exclusive 
knowledge. It was not of such serious character as to demand medical treatme: 
atthetime. He is shown to bea man of good repute and worthy of credit, and 
your committee think his testimony ought to be accepted as sufficient to establish 
the occurrence of the injury. The disabilty, although serious, does not disable 
him from earning a livelihood by manual! labor, so that he can not be pensioned 
under the act approved June 27, 1890. 

The committee recommend that the bill be amended by striking out the word 
“and” in the sixth line, and al! the seventh and eighth lines, and by inserting 
the following: ‘“‘ Subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws,”’ 
and that as so amended jt be passed. 


wnot 
tic ‘ 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read and agreed 
to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

GEORGE EVERTS. 

Mr. LACEY. I desire to call up the bill (H. R. 8124) granting a 
pension to George Everts. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized and 
directed to place upon the invalid pension-roll the name of George Everts, late 
of Company A, Fi nth Iowa Infantry Volunteers, the said pension to be sub- 
ject to the limitations of the general pension Jaws at the rates to be established 
by the usual examination. 


Tks report (by Mr. BELKNAP) is as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (I. & 
8124) t= pension George Everts, submit the following report : 

George Everts, Company A, Fifteenth fowa Infantry Volunteers, filed his 
claim No. 606803 for an invalid pension. House bill 8124 is supported by a p 
tition signed by a very large number of his neighbors, in which the merit of 
his claim and his necessity for a pension are vouched for. The petition states 
his inability to furnish the proof required by the rules of the Pension Burea 
as to the origin of his disability. 

C. H. T. St, Clair has filed an affidavit with the committee in which he states 
that the claimant is old and broken down in health and suftering from heart di» 
ease, disease of the spine, and rheumatism ; that he is confinedto his bed a part 
of the timeeach day, The ciaimant states that his diseases were contracted frou 
hard marchingand exposure on march at Black River, Miss.,in the springor 1864 

The surgeon's certificate of the board of examiners at Fairfield, Iowa, states 
thatthe disability of the soldier is total. 

Rufus A. Eno testifies to his acquaintance with the soldier since 1881, and d¢ 
seribes his disability substantially the same as said St. Clair. 

E. F. Williams, another neighbor, who has known the claimant from 1876 and 
had opportunities to know him, states the disability to have been continuous 

Dr. J.C. Millikin also testifies as to the disability in 1882. 

The records of the War Department show the sickness of the soldier in Mari- 
etta, Ga,, in July, 1864, and to February, 1865; and absent, sick, in February 
185; sick in May, 1864; had diarrhea in July, 1964. 

Charles Bailey testifies that he knew the soldier in 1873, when he was suffer- 
ing from disease, but does not clearly state the nature ot the disease. 

A further record of the War Department on file shows that the soldier su fferod 
from remittent fever, chronic diarrhea, acute diarrhea in 1364, and in 1865 
chronie hepatitis. 

His continuous sickness during the last two years of his service, and his sub- 
sequent illness, as shown by the affidavits on file, clearly indicate that his army 
service has produced his present condition of health in whole or in part. 

The soldier is greatly disabied and his case is an extreme one, so that the 
liberal provisions of the disability act are inadequate, as his disability was evi- 
dently contracted in the service, although the proof is not clear enough to en- 
title him to pension under the old law. 

Owingto the extent of his disability, we deem the new law inadequate and 

the passage of this bill. 


The bill: was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
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JESSE G, HAMILTON. 


On motion of Mr. KILGORE, by unanimous consent, the bill (H. R. 
7928) granting a pension to Jesse G. Hamilton was considered. 
The bill is as follows: 


Be tt enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Jesse G. Hamilton, late of Company 
B, Twenty-tirst Indiana Volunteers. 


The report (by Mr. MogRILL) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H.R. 
7924) granting a pension to Jesse G. Hamilton, submit the following report: 

The claimant enlisted in Company B, Twenty-first Indiana Heavy Artillery, 
on the 24th day of July, 1861. Discharged b; reason of hernia, April 1, 1862. 
Filed declaration for pension March 27, 1869, alleging that at Newport News, Va., 
about March 1, 1862, while lifting a log to build a fire, he incurred rupture of 
right side. Declaration filed April 3, 1880, alleges that from carrying a heavy 
log for fre-wood at the hospital near Newport News, Va., in March, 1862, he re- 
ceived a rupture of the right side, This case was finally rejected afteralengthy 

cin! examination. Reason stated, the evidence is insufficient to overcome 
the adverse record, but strongly tends to prove that claimant was slightly rupt- 
ured at date of enlistment, 

The fact of existence of disability at discharge is established beyond doubt; 
therefore rejection was based principally upon the hypothesis that disability ex- 
isted atenlistment. Ezra Read, surgeon Second Indiana Volunteers, who signed 
claimant's certificate of disability for discharge, made the remark on said cer- 
tifleate that disability existed at timeof enlistment. Dr. Salem A. Tilford, presi- 
dent of the examining board at Mariinsville, Ind., states that before the war he 
had frequently given claimant and family treatment, and in his opinion claim- 
ant was a sound man and free from hernia when he enlisted in the service. 

Dr. Wilhite, a practicing physician for twenty-cight years, testifies that he 
knew claimant before his enlistment; that he was a sound man; that the fall 
and winter of 1861 he was in the hospital at Baltimore with claimant, they both 
being nurses; that about March, 1862, they went to Newport News; that claim- 
ant was cook and nurse in hospital; that soon after arrival at Newport News 
claimant became ruptured by lifting a heavy log. 

Ten or twelve witnesses testify that claimant was a sound man to all appear- 
ance before enli«tment, and was performing heavy and lavorious work prior to 
enlistment. Special Examiner Cox says claimant has excellent reputation for 
truth and veracity, is broken down physically, and financially destitute, believes 
the claim has merit,and recommends further examination. Special Examiner 
McCoy finds claimantto have good reputation in Indiana, where he enlisted ; that 
all the witnesses which he examined except one believed claimant was sound 
atenlistment. He also recommended further examination, 

From the large amount of testimony showing that claimant wassound atand 
prior to enlistment your committee are inclined to give him the benefit of the 
doubt, with favorable report recommending that the bill do pass. 


Mr. FLOWER. What is the rate of pension? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Subject to the provisions and limita- 
tions of the pension laws, 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


ELIAS D. THOMPSON. 


On motion of Mr. NUTE, by unanimous consent, the bill (H. R. 
11173) to increase the pension of Elias D. Thompson was considered. 
The bill is as follows: 


Be it enacted, eic., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to pay Elias D. Thompson, of Company F, First Loui- 
siana Volunteers in the Mexican war, a pension of $30 per month in lieu of the 
pension he is now receiving. 


The report (by Mr. Browne, of Virginia) is as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bil! (H. R. 11173) grant- 
ing an inerease of pension to Elias D, Thompson, have considered the same and 
report as fllows: 

Mr. Thompson was a corporal in Company F, First Louisiana Volunteers, 
Mexican war, and served as such from May 7 to July 27, 1846. He is now in re- 
eeipt of a pension at the rate of $8 per month under the Mexican-service act of 
January 29, 1887, 

The applicant is now nearly seventy-eight years old and so badly afMlicted 
with chronie rheumatism as to require the constant attendanceofa nurse. The 
disease has resu'ted in much deformity and rigidity of the joints, and he has 
been unable to do any manual labor for years. He stands in much need of the 
increase prayed for. 

The facts are substantiated by the testimony of Dr. George W. Benson and 
Dr. J. Harvey Hill, both of Baltimore, Md. 

The passage of the bill is respectfully recommended. 


‘The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


CHARLES H. VANDERVOORT. 


On motion of Mr. DE LANO, by unanimous consent, the bill (H. R. 
4870) to relieve Charles H. Vandervoort of the charge of desertion was 
considered. 

The bill is as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to remove from the rolls and records in the office of the Adjutant- 
General of the United States Army the charge of desertion now standing on the 
said rolis and records against Charles A. Vandervoort, late of Company A, Sec- 
ond Regiment New York Heavy Artillery Volunteers, and, when so removed, 
that the said Charles A. Vandervoort be restored to all rights lost or suspended 
by the said record. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


JEREMIAH M. SIDWELL. 


On motion of Mr. FLOWER, by unanimons consent, the bill (H. R. 
2417) granting a pension to Jeremiah M. Sidwell was considered. 

The bill is as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to piace on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws,the name of Jeremiah M. Sidwell, of Spring 
Arbor, Mich,, late aprivate in the Indiana Home Guards, said Sidwell having 
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been wounded at the battle of Panther Creek, Kentucky, while serving j;, ;),, 
Army of the United States. , 


The report (by Mr. BELKNAP) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bii! 
2417) nting a pension to Jeremiah M. Sidwell, submit the following rv)... 
This claimant made an application for pension in the proper way and ws ;.. 
jected by the Department, as the regiment in which he served was a St.\. 
ganization and not mustered into the United States service. 

It »ppears from the evidence on file with this claim that he served wi: 
Fourth Indiana Legion,a iment of home ree and that his regimen: wa. 
ordered out of the State and to the State of Kentucky, where, in a sk 
with the enemy, he received a gunshot wound in left leg. Upon this po 
evidence seems conclusive, and your committee. beligving the claim a just 
proper one for Congress to act upon, recommend the passage of the bi!) 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and !« 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


JOSEPHINE 8. HANSEL. 


On motion of Mr. CHEADLE, by unanimous consent, the bill (| /. |; 
10742) granting a pension to Josephine S. Hansel (late Wilson 
considered. 

The bill is as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc,, That the Secretary of the Interioris hereby authorized and 
directed to place upon the pension-rolls of the United States the name of | 
sephine 8. Hansel (formerly Wilson), widow of James Wilson, late of Compa: 
K, pentane Regiment Iowa Infantry Volunteers, at the rate of +12 
month. 


The report (by Mr. BELKNAP) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill HH. 2 
10742) granting a pension to Josephine 8, Hansel (late Wilson), submit the / 
lowing report: 

Josephine S. Hansel was the widow of James Wilson, of Company k 
Twenty-eighth Jowa Infantry Volunteers, who died in the United States ser 
ice ; that said widow forieited her right to pension by remarriage with Cephas 
J. Hansel; that the said Hansel is now dead, and she is left in destitute circum. 
stances, and that she is the proper subject of the bounty of the Govern 
aud we recommend the passage of the bill. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passe. 


MARGARET HAWKINS, 


On motion of Mr. GEST, by unanimous consent, the bill (H. R. 8119 
to grant a pension to Margaret Hawkins was considered. 
The bill is as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, au 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-rol! the name of Margaret law. 
kins, widow of William Hawkins,who was a private in Capt. Alexander M 
Houston’scompany of Klinois Mounted Volunteersin the Black Hawk war, ani 
pay her a pension of $20 per month. 


The report (by Mr. De LANo) is as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R.8119) gia 
ing a pension to Margaret Hawkins, have consi..ered the same and report 

The claimant's late husband, William Hawkins, was a private in Capt. A 
ander M. Houston's company of Illinois Mounted Volunteers in the Black Haw 
war, and was honorably discharged therefrom August 15, 1832. 

It is shown that the soldier died February 12, 1890, and that his widow is ;,0: 
old, and feeble. Her age is about seventy-four years, and she is so much afi! ic! 
with palsy as torequire almost constant careand attention from other<. 

The claimant's husband was in receipt of a pension at the rate of £20 ) 
month at the time of his death, the same having been granted him by sp« 
act at the second session of the Fiftieth Congress. 

Your committee regard the case as a meritorious one, and therefore favor. 
report the bill. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


BAZEL LEMLEY. 


On motion of Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan, by unanimous consent, the 
bill (H. R. 9400) granting a pension to Bazel Lemley was considered 
The bill is as follows: 


Be it enac'ed, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-rol! of the United States the name 
of Bazel Lemley, late a member of Company I, Eighth Pennsylvania Re-<erve 
Corps, subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws. 


The report (by Mr. CRAIG) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bil! |/.! 
9400) granting a pension to Bazel | emley, submit the following report: 

That claimant enlisted July 15, 1861, in Company I, Eighth Pennsylvani« Re- 
serve Corps, was transferred to Company H, One hundred and ninety-first |’c1 
sylvania Volunteers, June 3C, 1864,and wasdisc June 28, 1865. 

His claim for a pension was filed September 18, 1879, for gunshot wound: 
right shoulder received at battle of the Wilderness May 6, 1564, and heart (i- 
ease, which claim was rejected on medical unds that there has been 10 (« 
ability from alleged wound of shoulder, and that the disease of heart is nit! 
result of said wound, and inability to satisfy the Pension Office with evid: 
ot incurrence of heart disease. ; 

There is abundant evidence of prior soundness both by family physicia: and 
neighbors. Dr. G.W. Mass, the family physician, thinks he would have know! 
~ he had heart disease, and thinks he was free from any functional disca-¢ 
of same. 

There is evidence quite satisfactory of the wound having been recei\ cl) 
battle as stated. 

There is lay testimony of the contraction of heart discase in the service, | 
the Pension Office refused to consider it conclusive. 

Dr. G. W. Mass testifies that when claimant returuwed from the Army i: ‘)' 
summer of 1865 he had functional disease of =~ heart, and it produced fre que" 
attacks of syncope and toa very greatextent disqualified him from manual |1)0' 
In addition to this a number Of respectable witnesses testify to his having !\cat' 
disease on his return from the service. His neig’ubors generally unite in g'\ "5 
him an excellent character. 

This case was specially examined in the ficld and by the examiner r 

| mended for admission. 
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" mittee, in view of all the circumstances, his long service and his | 

Z | think it reasonable to give him the benefit of the doubtand recommend 
— assage of the bill, amended by adding after word “corps” the words | 

" renaterred to Company H, One hundred and ninety-first Pennsylvania Vol- 
inteers.”’ ; 

The amendment recommended by the committee was adopted. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time: and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

MARK F. CARTER. 

Mr. TRACEY. lask unanimous consent to discharge the Commit- 
tee on Pensions from the further consideration of the bill (5. 573) grant- | 
ine an increase of pension to Mark F. Carter and put it upon its pas- 
sage. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au 
thorized and directed to pay to Mark F. Carter, late a member of Company |} 
Second Regiment of Iowa Volunteer Infantry, a pension at the rate of $0 a 
month, in lieu of that which he now receives, to take effect from and after the 
passage of this act. | 

There being no objection, the bill was considered, ordered to a third 
reading, and being read the third time, was passed. 

FRANC E. BABBITT. 

On motion of Mr. 0’ DONNELL, by unanimous consent, the bill (H. 
R. 2434) granting a pension to Franc E. Babbitt was considered. 

The bill is as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 


thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll the nameof Franc E. Babbitt, | 


sister and heir of George S. Babbitt, late lieutenant-colone! of the Twenty-third 
Regiment Indiana [nfantry, the pension of said Frane FE. Babbitt to be fixed at 
the rate of $30 per month. 

The report (by Mr. BELKNAP) is as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
2434) granting a pension to Franc E. Babbitt, submit the following report 

Franc E, Babbitt is the sister of George 8S. Babbitt, late lieutenant-colone! of 
the Twenty-third Indiana Infantry. 

Colonel Babbitt entered the service as a captain, and remained until the close 
of the war: he ran the blockade at Vicksburg as volunteer commander of the 


J. W,. Cheeseman, manned by a volunteer crew from his company, remaining | 


under fire for six hours, and the vessel was struck many times by cannon-balls 
and grape, canister, and musketry beyond mention ; the consort of the Chers« 
man was relieved and rescued. 


Colonel Babbitt took part in all the battles under Grant, beginning at Bel- | 


mont and ending at Vicksburg; he was in the battles about Atlanta; marched 
with Sherman to the sea. He contracted pulmonary disease in the Army and 


died, atter a lingering consumption, June 22, 1869. He was never married; his | 


mother died when he was a babe, and hisfather while he wasasmall boy. The 


sister was a mother to the boy and raised him. When he grew up he contrib- | 


uted to his sister's support until he became unable to do any kind of work. 


She is the heir at law; she cared for him in infancy and during his long illness, | 


Che soldier would not apply for a pension during his lifetime. The sister is 


sixty-five years of age, broken in health from her long care of the gallant sol- | 


dier; she is without income, being dependent upon her exertions. 

General Gresham, on whose staff the soldier served, in a letter to Mr. O'Don- 
nell, the author of the bill, testifies to the services of Colonel Babbitt as a fuith- 
fuland valuable officer; heapproves the proposition to have the sister pensioned 


by act of Congress. General Lew. Wallace, who served with the soldier, aiso 
favors such action. 

In view of these facis,andas it has become customary to grant pensions in 
cases of this nature, your committee recommend the passage of the bil! 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


URIAH J. 0’ NEIL. 


On motion of Mr. CUMMINGS, by unanimous consent, the bill (H.R. 
5687) for the relief of Uriah J. O’ Neil was considered. 

The bill is as follows: we 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to cause the removal of the charge of desertion from the record of 
Uriah J. O’ Neil, late Company B, Fifty-ninth New York Infantry. 

The report (by Mr. SNrpEB) is as follows: 

The Committee on Military Aftairs,to whom was referred the bill (H.R. 


5687) for the relief of Uriah J. O’ Neil, having considered the same, respectfully 
report: 


hat they have carefully examined the evidence submitted in this case and 
believe the soldier entitled to relief asked. 
They recommend the bill do pass. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


SARAH H, PHILP. 


On motion of Mr. CUTCHEON, by unanimous consent, the bill (H. 
R. 11243) granting a pension to Sarah H. Philp was considered. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to put the name of Sarah H. Philp, widow of Thomas 


Kinrade, late a member of Company K, Second Ohio Cavalry, on the pension- | 


roll, subject to the limitations and provisions of the pension laws. 
The report (by Mr. BELKNAP) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 


11243) nting a pension to Sarah If. Philp, submit the following report: 
Sarah H. 


Second Ohio Cavalry, and who died from injuries received in line of duty 


April 3, 1862, She was granted a pension ee 5631, which was paid to | 


her until March 9, 1864, when she married William Philp, with whom she lived 
until his death several years ago, since which time she has remained a widow 
and has supported herself by teaching. She has no other means of support and 
is now advanced in years. 
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Your committee therefore recommend that her name be restored to th« 


sion-roll, subject to the pr sions and 


nitations of the pension laws 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and bei 


l 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


Mr. WICKHAM. Lask una ous cor it that the umitee on 
Pensions be discharged from the turther « id of the bill (H 
R. 11027) granting a pen 

Mr. MORKILL. Mr 
some explanation or ; f t bill the report ought 
to be read: if a Hou ill some ex should be given 

The SPEAKER ; } 

The bill was read 

Be il cna 
thorized and directed t 


ensior 


us practice without 


| limitations of the pension 


Colonel Thompson's t 
month. 

Mr. WICKHAM. I move that the 
stricken out and ‘“‘eight’’ inserted. 

The facts are that this man was wounded in the Black Hawk war, 
is now an aged man, and needs the money he 

The SPEAKER pro tempore 
sideration of the bill? 

Mr. MORRILL. ‘The chairman of the Committee on Pensions 
here, and I would like to ask if he has examined the bill and know 
anything about it. 

Mr. DE LANO. I have examined the bill during this day, and it 
is the custom of the committee to report favorably upon such bills. 

There being no objection, the bill was considered, the amendment 
adopted, and the bill as amended ordered to be engrossed and read a 


S 


gets from his pension. 


Is there objection to the present con 


| third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, 
| and passed. 


OWEN 7. GALE, 


Mr. BAKER, Mz. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to discharge 
the Committee on Military Affairs from the further consideration of 
the bill (H. R. 11916) for the relief of Owen T. Gale, alias Thomas 
Mott. 

The bill was read, as follow 

Be itenacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, ar h »y, authorized and 
directed to cance! the record of desertion now resting against the name of Owen 
T. Gale, alias Thomas Mott, as of Company FE, Eighty-first Regiment of New 
York Volunteers, and issue to him an honorable discharge 

Mr. BAKER, In this connection I desire to print the record of the 
War Department and the affidavits relating to the case, in lien of the 
formal report. 

The documents referred to are as follows: 

War DeraRTMENT, Washington City, May 22 ”, 


Sir: Referring to the application for removal of the charge of desertion and 
for an honorable discharge in the case of Owen T, Gale, alias Thomas Mott, as 


i his favor 


| of Company E, Fighty-first Regiment New York Volunteers, I am directed by 


the Secretary of Warto inform you that, upon a carefu! consideration of the 
additional testimony presented by you, nothing is found to justify a rev 
the former adverse decision in the case, and the applic . 
denied 

Very respectfully 


raal of 
ution is, therefore, again 


bY. O. AINSWORTH 
id A stant Surgeon, U. 8 { 


Mr. H, E. Hammon 
{fiorney, Rochest« 


War DerartMeEent, Washington City, July 30, 1890 

Sun: 'In returning herewith a letter addressed to you and by you referred to 
this Department (received on the 26th instant), having reference, apparently, to 
n removal of the charge of desertion against Thomas Mott, a tormer member 
of Company E, Eighty-first New York Voluntcers (whose true name it isalleged 
is Owen T. Gale), 1 am directed by the Secretary of Warto inform you that the 
official records show that thissoldier was enrolled October 4, 1861, toserve three 
years; thaton June 13, 1863, he was granted a furlough for twenty-five days, from 

vhich he never returned, and was accordingly reported as having deserted Juls 
18, 1863, although the actual date of desertion was July 13, 1863. 

As it appears from the letter of your correspondent that the only ground fo 
his failure to return was becase his mother threatened him with arrest if he did 
so, there isno provision of law under whichthe Department canafford him any 

Very respectfully 
F.C. AINSWORTH, 
Caplain a f ' l'ntted State { 
Hon. CHARLES 8S, BAKER, 
House of Representatives. 


ieneral affida 
SrTave of New York, County of Monroe, ss 


In the matter of removal of charge of desertion, case of Owen T. ¢ 
pany I, Kighty-first New York Infantry. 

On this 7th day of August, A. D. 1990, personally appeared before me, a 1 
public in and for the aforesaid county, duly authorized to administer 
Owen T. Gale, aged forty-four years, a resident of Brockport, in the county of 
Monroe and State of New York,well known to me to be reputable and entiiled 
to credit, and who, being duly sworn, declared in ri 
follows: 

That heisthe man who enlisted under the name of Thomas Mott in the above 
named organization; that the affiant changed his name at the instance of com 
rades to clude pursuit by his parents at the time of his enlistment, as he was a 
minor; that he served said organization faithfully for two yea ind was pro- 


a.e 


oaths 


lation to aforesaid case as 
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moted for bravery; that afflant drew a furlough by lottery and came home to 
visit his parents; that his father had died during his absence, and that his 


mother threatened him with arrest if he attempted to return to the Army ; that 
he never returned nor tried to evade arrest; that this application is e for 
the purpose of being restored to citizenship, and is not in any way desigped to 
secure either a pension, or bounty, or any pay whatever other than an honor- 
able discharge, which will restore him to citizenship and entitle him to the 
benefits of a soldiers’ home. 


OWEN T, GALE. 
STAT! 


OF 


New Yore 


Sworn to and subscribed before me this day by the above-named affiant, and 
I certify that I read said affidavit to said affiant, including the words erased and 
the words added, and acquainted him with its contents before he executed the 
same. I further testify that 1am in no wise interested in said case, nor am I 
concerned in its prosecution; and that said affiant is personally known to me, 
and that he is a credible person 

[1 


County of Monroe, ss 


: 


DELBERT A. ADAMS, 
in and for Monroe County, New Yor’. 


ar 


Votary Public 


General affidavit 
BTATE oF enty of Monroe, 


In the 


New 


matter 


Yor, Co 88 
of Owen T. Gale, late private Company E, Bighty-first New 
York Infantry, for removal of charge of desertion. 

On this 12th day of August, A. D. 1890, personally appeared before me, a notary 
publicin and for the aforesaid county duly authorized to administer oaths, Owen 
T. Gale, aged forty-four years, a resident of Brockport, in the county of Monroe 
and Staite of New York, whose post-office addressis Brockport, N. Y.,well known 
to me to be respectable and entitled to credit, and who, being duly sworn, de- 
clares in relation to the aforesaid case as follows; 

That he is the veritable Owen T. Gale who enlisted under the name of Thomas 
Mott as heretofore described. That by reason of the opposition exercised by 
his said mother, late deceased, as also of his two sisters, Mary J. Berry, now of 
Brockport, N. Y..and Margaret 8. Eifler, now of Flatonia, Fayette County, 
Texas, he was prevented from returning to hiscommand. That had he exercised 
his own will he certainly should so have done. That the tears and entreaties 
of his mother and two sisters, coupled with the final threat of his summary 
arrest by his mother, decided him to reluctantly yield under protest, and for 
which he is now, as he was then, heartily sorry and mad at himself to think 
that he did not force the issue, even to resistance. That his age at time of his 
enlistment was sixteen years. That he has stated the exact truthas to age, 
which possibly might be verified by a journey to Albany, N. Y., in the archives 
of the old Catholic rectory of St. Mary’s in said city, if in existence. That affi- 
ant has not sought, neither does he seek, bounty or pension, but restoration to 
citizenship that he may, if occasion demands, find a resting place in some sol- 
diers’ home before his final crossing to the other side. 

OWEN T. GALE, 


State or New Yorx«, County of Monroe, ss: 


Sworn to and subscribed before me this day by the above-named affiant, and I 
certify that I read said affidavit to said afiant, including the words erased and 
the words added, and acquainted him with itscontepts before he executed the 
same. I further certify that | am in no wise interested in said case, nor am I 
concerned in its prosecution, and that said affiant is personally known to me, 
and that he is a credible person. 


[SEAL.] DELBERT A. ADAMS, 
Notary Public ia and for Monroe County, New York. 
General affidavit. 
STaTe or New Yor, County or Mowrog, ss: 


In the matter of Owen T. Gale, alias Thomas Mott. 


On this 12th day of August,A. D, 1890, personally appeared before me, a notary 
public in and for the aforesaid county,duly authorized to administer oaths, 
a J. Berry, aged forty-eight years, a resident of Brockport, in the county of 
Monroe and State of New York, whose post-office address is same, well known 
to me to be respectable and entitled to credit, and who, being duly sworn, de- 
clares in relation to the aforesaid case as follows: 

That she has been well and personally acquainted with Owen T. Gale for 
forty years and over, and that she is the sister of said Gale, alias Thomas Mott, 
late of Company E, Kighty-first New York Infantry; that her said brother 
Owen T. Gale ran away from home and enlisted in d company and regiment 
under the said alias of “ Mott,” and that this coourred at Waterville, Oneida 
County, New York, and on or about ——. 

That at the expiration of two years, or thereabouts, said brother came home 
on furlough, a soldier with his chevrons on as a non-commissioned officer in 
said company and regiment; that ber mother, late deceased,was of course 
overjoyed to see her son, the said brother, Owen T. Gale. 

That her mother and afiant, as also affiant's sister Margaret, then and there 
determined that said brother Owen T. Gale should never be permitted to re- 
return to theArmy, furlough or no furlough. 

That the mother sought iegal counsel, and was informed that minority with- 
out consent was an effectual bar to his said enlistment, and that she, his said 
mother, bad the primary right to interpose said plea in his own behalf, claim- 
ing the jurisdiction of parental authority, which said interposition would be an 
effectual bar upon said grounds, as provided by statute, she being a dependent 
widow and mother. 

That the said Owen T. Gale protested to the point of rebellion. That hersaid 
mother argued and entreated, which said argument and entreaties were skill- 
fully parried by said son, who pictured to his mother, and the twosisters afore- 
mentioned as wel, the glowing glories of the “ tented field,” 

That further promotion awaited him, and that he had only to stretch forth 
his hand to be a commissioned officer. 

That the said mother resisted all entreaties and finally interposed the ulti- 
matum that any attempt to leave again for the war would be s: ily followed 
by his arrest and imprisoned by her, saying that she needed his help and de- 
manded it, that if he went back he would be killed anyway, and that this must 
be an end of all argument, as the parental ipse dixit was final. 

That afiant concurred heartily with the authority which her said mother ex- 
ercised, as did also her sister Ma’ . next younger than herself, the affiant. 

That aaid sister Margaret and t held many secret consultations in which 
many and various sehemes were evolved and put in execution for a most com- 
plete and perfect system of espionage over said brother. 


THIRD GENERAL AFFIDAVIT. 


That affiant has every reason to believe, and none to doubt, that said brother 
would never have allowed said furlough to have become vitiated 
except upon compulsion and restriction. That said compulsion and restric- 
tion were i by her said mother, who is now dead and gone, together 
with herself, the afflant, and her said sister aye ey above mentioned. 

That the subject-matter as above related by was a sacred family secret 
and was only known and talked of between the four persons mother, 
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son, and two daughters, which for obviousreasons was never hinted or 
outside; hence the inability to furnish outside evidence. Her post-offi 


dress is Brockport, N. Y. 
MARY J. BER! 


STATE OF New York, County of Monroe, ss: 


Sworn toand subscribed before me this day by the above-named afliant 
I certify that | read said affidavit to said affiant, including the words e: 
and the words added, and acquainted her with its contents before she ex: 
the same. I further certify that {am in no wise interested in said case, 1 
I concerned in its prosecution; and that said affiant is personally known | 
and that she isa credible person. 

{u.s. ] DELBERT A. ADAM 
Notary Public in and for Monroe County, New } 


General affidavit. 
Srate oF Texas, County of Bexar, ss: 
In the matter of Owen T. Gale, alias Thomas Mott, 


On this 18th day of August, A. D. 1890, personally appeared before me, 1 
of a court of record in and for the aforesaid county, duly authorized to ad: 
ter oaths, Margaret S. Hifler, aged thirty-seven years, a resident of Flato: 
the county of Fayette and State of Texas, well known to me to be respec ta 
and entitled to credit, and who, being duly sworn, declares in relation | 
aforesaid case as follows: 

That she has been welland personally acquainted with said Gale always 
that she is the sister of Owen T.Gale mentioned above; that the affiant 
tinctly remembers of the return of her said brother, Owen T. Gale, from | 
war. She also remembers the opposition which her mother made to his 
turning to the said regiment at the front. 

That by reason of said opposition, coupled with the determined oppositio 
herself end sister Mary J. Gerry. now of Guockpert, N. Y., may be attributed | 

revention of the return of her said brother to the front at the time he cx 
come on furlough, and most certainly not because he did not wish to ret 

That said brother would certainly have returned, as he was a born so) 
and talked continually of the chances of promotion. 

That it was a sore and grievous disappointment to him to meet with the 
ter opposition he did from bis mother and sisters for his return. 

That it was a family secret, which was only known to his mother, sist: 
brother, and self, and was never talked of outside the family circle. 

MARGARET 8, EIFLER 
Srate or Texas, County of Bexar, ss: 


Sworn to and subscribed before me this day by the above-named affiant, a: 
I certify that I read said affidavit to said affiant, including the words erased and 
the words added, and acquainted her with its contents before she executed t! 
same. I further certify that Iam in no wise interested in said case, nor a 
concerned in its prosecution; and that said affiant is personally known to : 
and that she is a credible person. 
THAD. W. SMITH, 


Clerk County Court, Bexar County, Texa: 
By R. C. SYMINGTON, Deputy. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
JAMES A, UNDERWOOD. 


Mr. PETERS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the pre: 
ent consideration of the bill (H. R. 2537) to increase the pension 0! 
James A. Underwood. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacied, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, » 
thorized to increase the pension of James A. Underwood, late of Company 1 
Eighth Indiana Volunteer Infantry, to $50 per month. 


Mr. KILGORE. Let us have the report. 
The report (by Mr. MoRRILL) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 25 
to increase the pension of James A. Underwood, submit the following report 

Claimant's pension was increased to $30 by special act of Congress in 1|s- 
The Committee on Invalid Pensions submitted the following report at that time 
which is adopted by your committee as a part of this report: 

“ We find that claimant enlisted August 20, 1861, in Company B, Eighth I. 
diana Volunteers, and was discharged September 14, 1863. 

** February, 1864, he applied fora pension for loss of left arm at battle of Vick 
burg, — was granted, and for which he is now receiving a pension of §.: 

r month, 

a May 22, 1885, he applied for an increase on account of chronic diarrhea ani 
erysipelas, which was rejected on the ground that the combined disabilitic- 
were not equal to total inability to perform manual labor. Two of his neig 
bors swear that he is unable to perform any manual labor whatever. Dece: 
ber 4, 1876, Dr. W. W. Spiers, United States medical examiner, says: 

“+i Gnd that left forearm has been amputated at upper third; considera!|: 
sloughing has from gangrene, leaving a stump with very tender cic 
trix. Claimant states that two years ago an eruption broke out on his left aru 
and spread all over his body; continued nine weeks; was confined to his be! 
four weeks; muscles of leg were contracted; went on crutches for awhi 
Last August eruption came out on biceps muscles of left arm; lasted two wee: 
comes out in warm weather. I find no cruption now. I think it is not erys', 
elas, but a vesicular a resulting from chronic diarrhea. His gums a: 
badly eaten by scurvy. There is not much emaciation, but his weight is som< 
less than it ought to be. Rated total third grade for loss of arm and & fo: 


diarrhea.’ 

* June 24, 1835, the cuemining board at Ellsworth, Kans., report him suffer 
ing with chronic diarr and recommend $4 per month in addition to )\< 

nsion for loss of arm. evidence shows that he is at times confined ‘o 

is bed for weeks with chronic diarrhea and the resulting eruw which he 
calls erysipelas. The man is a complete wreck, and it wo seem that the 
evidence would entitle him to the full rating ou to those totally disabied {or 
the performance of manual] labor. The e ing boards recommend $28 p:' 
month. There is no such rating provided by law. Your committee recom 
mend the passage of the bill.”’ 

Your committee would further state that the evidence shows a decided |: 
crease in claimant’s disabilities, the chronic diarrhea d in hemorrhoi i: 

t loss of blood; aiso fistula in ano of severe The com 


bined ies without the loss of arm would be sufficient to totally incs- 
pacitate the claimant for the performance of any manual labor. As claiman''s 

t rating was fixed by act, his pension can not be increased by the 
Bureeu of Pensions, in view of the above facts, your committee 


make favorable report and recommend that the bill do pass. 
The bill was ordered to be and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, was accordingly the third time, and passed. 
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MRS. RACHEL WRIGHT, 


Mr. STOCKBRIDGE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 7786) granting a pension to 


Mrs. Rachel Wright. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., ‘That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and direeted to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mrs. Rachel Wright, mother of 
Charles Wright, late a teamster in the United States Army; said pension to com- 
mence from the date of his death. 


The committee recommend the following amendment: 


In line, after the word “of,” strike out the words “ his death ”’ and insert in 
lieu thereof “approval of this act, at the rate of $12 per month.”’ 


The report (by Mr. MARTN, of Indiana) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H.R, 
7786) granting @ pension to Mrs. Rachel Wright, submit the following report 

Charles H. Wright, designated as Charlies Wright in the bill H.R. 7686, en- 
tered the service of the United States during the autumn of the year 1862 as a 
teamster in the Quartermaster’s Department of the United States Army. Onthe 
26th day of Nevember, 1863, while gathering up the dead and wounded from a 
field of battle in Fairfax County, Virginia, he was made a prisoner by the en- 
emy, and held and confined as a prisoner of war at Richmond, Va., and after- 
wards at Andersonville, Ga., where he died on the 4th day of August, 1864, of dis- 
ease resulting from his imprisonment. 

The deceased prisoner was the oldest son of Rachel Wright, the claimant for 

nsion, and she was dependent upon him for support, her other children being 
infants from four to eleven years of age. The claimant was a widow at the 
time her son entered the service of the United States, and she has ever since 
remained unmarried, She is now sixty-four years of age, and by reason of the 
imprisonment and death of her son she was at times in great distress and suf- 
fered from want of the necessaries of life, The deceased left no widow or 
children, never having been married. Applicant has no means with which to 
support herself. 

The fact of the deceased's capture and death are shown by the records of the 
War Department, as appears by a communication therefrom among the papers 
on file in this claim. 

The committee therefore recommend the passage of the bill, amended, how- 
ever, by striking out the words, in line 8, “ his death,” and inserting in lieu 
thereof the words * approval of this act, at the rate of $12 per month.” 


The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 

The bill asamended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
and being engrossed, was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to printin 
the Recorp a few remarks upon the pension bill of the widow of Gen- 
eral George B. McClellan. 

There was no objection. 


MARY A. IRVIN. 


Mr. RIFE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill (H. R. 8779) granting a pension to Mary A. 
Irvin, widow. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be tt enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension Jaws, the name of Mrs. Mary A. Irvin, widow of 
William Irvin, late private Company G, First Louisiana Cavalry. 


The report (by Mr. Cratc) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
8779) granting a pension to Mary A, Irvin, submit the following report : 

That M A. Irvin was married to William Irvin in 1865. William Irvin 
enlisted oe Pennnnantr G, First Louisiana Cavalry, March 30, 1364, and was dis- 
charged March 11, 1865. He was immediately pensioned, which was at time of 
his death, April 22, 1888, at the rate of $24for disease of heart and dropsy. His 
death was the result of this disease. Mrs. Irvin applied for a pension, but was 
refused upon the ground that she had been previously married. 

The evidence shows that when quite young she had married one Samuel P. 
Seibert, a minor; that his father threatened prosecution of the officiating min- 
ister, who advised her to consent to a peaceableseparation. The father of the 
boy took him home to anothercounty within five days ofthe marriage, and she, 
the claimant, assumed her maiden name. That her father in 1863 moved from her 
home in rere County, Pennsylvania, to Dlinois. She went with him and mar- 
ried William Irvin. That she lived with him as his wife, bore ninechildren to 
him, cared for them and him as his loyal wife, and nursed him in his long sick- 
ness until he died in 1888. She supposed her infant marriage was nu!! and void 
always,and never doubted she was Irving’s true wife until she made pension 
claim. That Samuei P. Seibert also, about 1865, married another woman, and 
at last account of him was living. 

Your committee recommend the passage of the bill, in aceordance with abun- 
dant precedent in similar cases. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


BELINDA JANE PHILLIPS, 
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Mr. KILGORE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the pres- | 
ent consideration of the bill (H. R. 9583) pensioning Belinda Jane 


Phillips. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be directed to place on the 


pane the name of Belinda Jane Phillips, imbecile daughter of Isaiah | lows: 


same be paid to and upon the order of | 


lips, late of Company F, Thirtieth lowa Volunteer Infantry, and her 
ion of $8 per month, and that the ry, and pay her a 


| limitations of the pension laws, the name of Christian P 


nnah Johnson, of Santa Fé, Kans., who is the natural mother of said imbe- | 


cile daughter. 


The report (by Mr. MorRI11) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
9583) granting a to Belinda Jane Phillips, submit the following report : 

Belinda Jane is the daughter of Josiah Phillips, late of Company F, 
Thirtieth lowa Volunteers. Her father died at Vicksburg, February 20, 1363, 
while in the service. Her mother remarried October 18, 1874. 

The claimant drew a pension as the minor cl.ild of said soldier until! she ar- 


10531 


rived at the age of sixteen years. She is now twenty-seven y ars old and 
and has been since her birth, deformed, imbecile, and wholly dependent u; 
others for support. Since the time of the discontinuance of her pension no one 
bas been receiving a pension on account of said service of Josiah Phillips. 
The affidavits of the mother and of two persons who have known the dau 
ter, and are acquainted with the facts, fully su>stantiate the report 
Your comunittee therefore recommend the passage of the | 
follows: Strike out allafter the word “ pay,’ in line 
constituted guardian for her use a pension at the 


amended as 
and insert ** to her legally 
ite of $18 per month 

The amendment recommend h nmittee was agreed t 

The billas amended was ordered » engrossed and read athird time 


and being engrossed, it was accor + third time, and passed 


ANNA 8S SHUMA)? 

Mr. OSBORNE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the px 
ent consideration of the bill (H. R. 11641 
S. Shuman. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he i 
thorized and directed to place upon the pension-rolls the nan 


Shuman, late a nurse in the war of the rebellion, and pay her ay 
rate of $12 per month, 

The report (by Mr. Craic) is as follow 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H 
11641) granting a pension to Anna 8, Shuman, submit the following report 

Anna 8. Shuman, shortly after the breaking out of the late war, took wu; 
herself to render aid to the sick and wounded soldiers at the different hospitals 
Washington City, and by her labor and contributions aided much toward t 
relief and comfort, until in August, 1864, she was regularly appointed a nur 
by Miss Dix, and assigned to duty at the general hospital at Fortress Monroe 
Va. 

She faithfully performed her duties in that overcrowded hospita) until her 
health failed, when on March 28, 1865, she received an order from Miss Dix to 
report to Washington under a sick leave granted her by Surgeon McClellan, as 
appears from the original order before your committee, 

Since leaving the service her only source of income has been that derive: 
from nursing the sick, but being now well advanced in years and still suffering 
from disease contracted in the service she will be unable before very long to 
provide for her support by her own labor, and there being no one legally bound 
to aid in her maintenance, must become an object of charity, unless the Govern 
ment comes to her assistance. 

Your committee therefore recommend favorable action on the bill 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


iw a pension to Anna 


t 


EMILY P. COLLINS. 


Mr. SIMONDS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill (H. R. 7879) granting a pension to Emily 
P. Collins. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, eic., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, at 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Emily P. Collins, of Hart 
ford, Conn., and grant her a pension of $8 a month. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as fol- 
lows: 


In line 6, after the word *‘ Collins,” insert the words ‘“‘an army nurse 
Also in line 7 strike out the word “‘eight”’ and insert in lieu thereof the word 
twelve,’ 


The report (by Mr. CRAIG) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
7879) granting a pension to Emily P. Collins, submit the following report : 

The claimant was @ volunteer army nurse at the hospital in Martinsburgh, 
Va., from May, 1864, until late in the fail of the same year, where she performed 
faithful service in nursing large numbers of sick and wounded soldiers. 

Claimant had two sons who did faithful service in the war, one as surgeon, the 
other as lieutenant and who was severely wounded and died from the same su)b- 
sequently. 

Mrs, Collins was the daughter of a brave soldier of the Revolutionary war 
She alleges that no one is now receiving a pension on account of these se1 
ices to the country. She is now seventy-tive years of age, has been a widow 

for fifteen years, and is now without adequate means of support. 

Your committee recommend the passage of the bill with the following amend 
ments: After the name insert ‘‘an army nurse,’’ and change the word “ eight,” 
in the last line, to “ twelve.”’ 


The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time: 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
CHRISTIAN PAPE. 
Mr. MORRILL. I ask unanimous consent for the present consider- 
ation of the bill (H. R. 7251) granting a pension to Christian Pope. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-rol!, subject to the provisio 


i sand 
us } ope, iate a private in 
Company K, Fifth Regiment of Missouri State Militia Cavairy Volunteers 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as fol- 


Strike out the letter ‘‘o" in claimant's name and insert “a 
The report (by Mr. Morrii.) was read, as follows 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
7251) granting a pension to Christian Pope, submit the following report 

Claimant enlisted in Company D, Tweifth Missouri State Militia Cavalry, Jan- 
uary 3, 1862; was discharged therefrom on certificate of disability February 28 
1864, said certificate showing that claimant was incapacitated for performance 
of the duties of a soldier because of varicose veins in his legs: that said dis 
ability was three-fourths total, rendering him unfit for service in the Invalid 
Corps. 





e 
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Claimant filed application for pension May 22, 1882, alleging that in the fall Mississippi. It was in the latter service that he claims to have received 


of 1862, while on a forced march from Jackson to Bloomfield, Mo., and on the 
econd day's march he was first disabled by varicose veins. His claim was re- 
jected atthe Pension Office because the certificate of disability for discharge 
shows that the varicose veins of left leg existed prior to enlistment, Claimant 
took an appeal, and the Assistant Secretary, in his review, states that claimant 
admits that he had varcose viens in left leg very slightly previous to eplist- 
ment; therefore affirmed former rejection. Several witnesses testify to their 
intimate acquaintance with him and to his soundness previous to enlistment. 

The Adjutant-General’s report shows claimant present for duty until Septem- 
ber, 1863. Surgeon-General’'s report shows that claimant was first adinitted to 
hospital in September, 1863. These facts, taken in connection with soldier's 
date of enlistment, prove that claimant performed his duty asa soldier forabout 
twenty-one months, which is good evidence to your committee that claimant's 
disability previous to enlistment, if such disability existed, must have been 
very slight, and the Pension Bureau intimates disability prior to enlistment in 
left leg only, while the surgeon, in certificate tor discharge, says ‘the dilation 
is extensive and implicates both legs.’ 

Therefore, your committee are of the opinion that soldier's present disability 
is very largely due to his service, and recommend that the bill do pass with the 
following amendment: Striking out the letter “o" in claimant's name and in- 
serting ‘a,’’ so that the name will be “ Pape.”’ 


The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended to conform to the provisions of the act. 

FREDERICK HART. 

Mr. O'DONNELL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill (H.R. 5213) granting a pension to 
Frederick Hart 

The bill was read, as follows 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 


limitations of the pension laws, the name of frederick Hart, late of Company K, 
Sixth Michigan Cavalry. 


The report (by Mr. BELKNAP) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill CH. R. 
5213) granting a pension to Frederick Hart, submit the following report: 

The claimant enlisted October 13, 1862, and was discharged May 15, 1865, on 
surgeon's certificate of disability, Thomas H. Helsiey, surgeon,who states in his 
certificate that an extensive exostosis tumor of right femur, lower third, greatly 
impeding marching and the free use of the limb, unfitting him for service in 
the Veteran Reserve Corps. 
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to his back while carrying wood, and for this he asks a pension. The r: 
show that he was in hospital for diarrhea, and his discharge says he was 
for service on account of dysentery, chronic diarrhea, and an ulcer on | 
There is no record reference to the disability reterred toin his applicati: 
examining surgeon says he thinks his is a case of spinal irritation. 

In his declaration he says he became disabled while on detached servic, 
the ram fleet, carrying wood. 

The letter of transmission says the case is still pending and awaits e\ 
of the origin of said injury to back in the service; but it bas been brie 
rejection on the ground that there is no record evidence of alleged injur 
the claimant is unable to furnish evidence ot origin. 

The Adjutant-General’s report shows that he firat served in the Nin: 
souri Volunteers, subsequently the Fifty-ninth Illinois; that he was ; 
for duty December 31, 1861; February 28, 1862, absent with sick leave; A), 
1862, on detached service, and subsequently borne as on detached ser, 
Colonel Ellet’s ram fleet, from April 30, 1862, until discharged, October s 
at Cairo, IIL, for disability. 

The man’s record is good, and it is owing to his varied service and 1! 
perfect reports that he can not furnish the evidence in the form required 

His neighbors and acquaintances testify that he was sound prior to s: 
Dr. Yarnold says he treated him for injury to his back when he returne 
service, and claimant told him it was on account of this injury that he \ 
discharged. His certificate of discharge recites several complaints, but 
not mention the injury to bis back. 

The detached duty to which he was assigned was with the ram fleet « 
Mississippi, and consisted in carrying cord-wood oa his back to fill a bary: 
order to protect the ram while passing the rebel batteries at Fort Pillow 
says he is unable to comply with the requirements of the office for the reas 
that he was on detached service; that James Bockner was the only one on «a 
detached service of his company,and he earns that Bockner was killed in q 
skirmish in 1863; that Colonel Ellet was wounded at Memphis and died a: 
Cairo; that hisson Charles, who was present when he was injured, bas « 
died, and Colonel Ellet’s brother, who succeeded him, was killed by accid 

The examining surgeon reports— 

“Injury to spine by carrying wood on the shoulder upa gangway plank a 
slipping. Hecomplains of pain at or about the eighth dorsal vertebra, « 
tending around to the breast, on sitting, standing, or stooping, or in any ; 
tion if maintained for a short time; weakness of the back, and inability to ). 
form any except light manual labor. Also pain in the night, obliging him: 


| get up and walk about, I think his a case of spinal irritation caused by in 


This disease has existed all the time since the war and to the present time. | 


He made application for a pension in 1876, and it was rejected upon the ground 
that this disability existed prior to his enlistment, but your committee believe 
this is based upon error, as the man served nearly three years in active service, 
making heavy marches and engaging in many battles, He claims his disa- 


as above stated.” 

Inasmuch as prior soundness is satisfactorily proven, and the disabilit, 
identified by his attending physician immediately atter discharge, and ii« 
tinuance and present exiatence are shown by the certificate of the exami: 
surgeon, and in view of the difficulty of procuring evidence in the cases of « 
diers who have been placed on detached service, the committee are of th: 
opinion that the relief for which the claimant appeals to Congress sho 
conceded, 

The bill is reported favorably, with a recommendation that it do pass. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and ! 


| engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


bilities were received at the battie of Falling Waters, Maryland, and your com- | 
mittee believe, from the evidence on file with the claim, that such is the truth, | 


and therefore recommend the passage of the bill, 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


JOUN RAGAN, 


Mr. CUMMINGS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill (H. R. 8067) to correct the military 
record of John Ragan. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete,, That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, directed to 
remove the charge of desertion now standing against the record of John Ra- 


gan, Company F, Ninety-fourth Regiment New York Volunteers, and issue to 
him an honorable discharge as a private of said company and regiment. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as follows- 


\dd to the bill the following 
‘This act shall not authorize any pay, allowance, or bounty to said Ragan for 
service under such enlistment.” 


The report (by Mr. LANSING) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H.R. 3067) 
to correct the military record of John Ragan, submit the following report : 

The rolls of the Army disclose the fact that John Ragan, Company F, Ninety- 
fourth New York Volunteers, is recorded as adeserter. It appears by affida- 
vits that Ragan enlisted in said company and regiment in 1561 or 1862; that on 
or about the month of February a Ragan was taken from said command by 
writ of habeas corpus issued by a justice of the supreme court of the State of 
New York, since deceased; that no record of eaid discharge can be found; that 
said Ragan was when so discharged a minor. 

The committee do report that said bill do pass, with the following amend- 
ment, to wit 

This act shall not authorize any pay, allowance, or bounty to said Ragan 

for service undcr such enlistment,’ 


The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 
‘The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


dD, G. SCOOTEN. 


Mr. KELLEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill (H. R. 3520) granting a pension to D. G. 
Scooten. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place the name of ID. G, Scooten, late a private in 


Company H, Fifty-ninth Regimeat Illinois Infautry Volunteers, on the pen- 
sion-roll, subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws. 


The report (by Mr. MORRILL) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 3520) 
granting a pension to D. G. Scooten, submit the following report: 

The claimant was a private in Company H, Fifty-ninth Regiment Illinois In- 
fantry, and was also on detached service in Colonel Ellett’s ram fleet on the 


ABRAM F. SPRINGSTEEN. 

Mr. CHEADLE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to dischary: 
the Committee on Military Affairs from the further consideration « 
the bill (H. R. 11344) to correct the record of Abram F. Springstee: 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, eic., That the Secretary ot War be, and he is hereby, autho 


| and directed to correct the military record of Abram F. Springsteen, fer:: 


a member of Company A of the Thirty-fifth Regiment of Indiana Voluntc: 
by removing the charge of desertion therefrom and granting him an honors 


discharge, to date December 23, 1861. 


Mr. CHEADLE. Mr. Speaker, the facts in this case are these: 1! 
beneficiary of this bill, when a little boy, a few days over eleven yea 
of age, enlisted in Company A, Thirty-fifth Indiana Volunteers, 1s 
drummer, and on the 13th of December, 1861, his mother and sis‘e: 
took him home. The report of the adjutant-general of Indiana slo\ 
that he was discharged as a minor, but the report of the Adjutant 


| General of the Army states that he was a deserter. 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


Again on the 29th day of July, 1862, when he was twelve years 1 
twenty-four days old, he enlisted in Company I, Sixty-third Regime: 
Indiana Volunteers, and served until June 21, 1865, when he w 
discharged at Greensborough, N. C., just two days before he was fi{t« 
years of age. I ask that the Committee on Military Affairs be ( 
charged from the further consideration of the bill, and that it be con 
sidered at this time; and in this connection I will print in the Rr: 

a statement made by Mr. Springsteen giving the facts in his case. 

The statement is as follows: 


WasaineTos, D.C., July 11 
To whom ét may concern : 

I have the honor to state that I was born July 5, 1850, at Brooklyn, N. \ 
went with my parents to Indianapolis, Ind., in 1852, where I resided unti! > 
tember 22, 1882, when I was appointed to a — the War Departn: 

At the breaking outof the war,in the spring of 1, I left school and co 
menced beating drum for the various recruiting officers who were eng 
in raising troops for the fleld. 

In May, 1861, | endeavored to be enlisted in Company A, of the Elevent!) | 
diana (three months) Volunteers, but was refused admission on account 0! 
size and , being at that time not quite eleven years of age. I continue 
however, ng the drum for the recruiting officers until the last of Augu: 
1861, when I became uainted with Capt. Henry N. Conklin, of Company ‘ 
Thirty-fifth, Indiana Volunteers, then organizing at Camp Morton, and w!o + 
once wanted me to enlist in his company as drummer-boy. I told him ! 
perfectly willing provided he could have ine enrolled, 

He then consulted with my father in regard tothe matter,and theninstr\: ‘ 
me to give my age as fourteen years instead of eleven years, which I did, : 
was finally enrolled and mustered in as drummer-boy of pany A, Thirty-!) 
Indiana Volunteers, and served with my command at Camp Morton, [1s 
apolis, Ind., until the 13th of December, 1861, when my regiment received o1 |<": 
to go South, Being afraid that my mother, who, by the way, had not giv‘ 
consent to my enlistment, would cause me trouble,I said nothing tomy { 
about our intended re. 

On the evening of ber 13, 1861, we broke camp and marched ‘o 
Governor's Circle, where the colors were presented to the regiment. \\« 
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marched to the Cincinvati freight depot, where we were to take the train for 
the South, but were detained avout an hour on account of the making up of a 
train. I was seated on a foot-bridge, conversing with some of my little acquaint- | 
‘ ances, when all of asudden my mother and sister, who in the mean time had 
heard of our intended departure, came upon me, and on pretense of taking me 
to a bakery to fill my haversack with cakes, etc., took me home instead, and 
al the fullowing day I was taken to the house of an uncle, who resided about 
4% miles from Indianapolis, where I remained for about two weeks, when, 
through the kind assistance of a neighboring farmer, [ found my way back to 
Indianapolis, and while endeavoring to ascertain the destination of my rezi- 
ment was again captured by my parents, and this time taken to the house of an 
incle who resided about 40 miles from Indianapolis and about 12 miles from 
the railroad station; here I was compelled to remain until about the middle of 
May, 1862, when on account of a death in my father’s family I was taken home, 
"and upoa promising to keep away from the soldiers was permitted to remain. | 
Not being used to idleness I soon thereafter secured employment at the United | 
States arsenal, assisting in the manufacture of ammunition, at which I contin- 
ued until about the Jast of June, 1862, when I offered to beat the drum for an | 
officer who was recraiting a company of soldiers, and who had a tent pitclied | 
in the old State-house yard, just across the street from the arsenal. 

When the company was completed I was offered the position of company 
drummer, provided I could secure the consent of my parents, and upon return- | 
ing to my home I stated the facts to them, and also informed them that if they 
would not give consent to my enlistment I wou d certainly run away from 
home. This sudden and unexpecied announcement on my part had the desired | 
effect, and upon the 29th day of July, 1862, at the age of twelve years and 
twenty-four days, I was enrolled as drummer-boy of Company I, Sixty-third 
Regiment Indiana Volunteers, and served faithfully with my command until 
June 21, 1865,when honorably discharged with my company at Greensborough, 
N. C., returning to my home at Indianapolis, Ind., on the 3d day of July, 1865, just 
two days prior to my fifteenth birthday. 

During the Georgia campaign, and just prior to the battle of Kenesaw Mount- 
ain, | met the Thirty-fifth Indiana Volunteers, to which I had formerly be- 
longed,and upon inquiring for a young drummer-boy by the name of Justice, was | 


ber 15 or 16, 1861, he as well as myself was discharged as a minor, and the’ 
printed adjutant-general’s report of Indiana, volume 5, page 132, contirms this 


fersonville, Ind,, which is certainly an error, as I never left Indianapolis with 
the Thirty-fifth Indiana Volunteers, but was stolen away by my mother and 


through no fault of my own was forcibly detained from my command. 

I desire also to state thatthe photograph inclosed with the papers in my case 
isan enlarged copy from an ambrotype, which was taken in September, 1561, 
the original of which may be seen at any time. 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
. ABRAM F, SPRINGSTEEN, 
Clerk, Class 1, Surgeon-General’s Office 

Subseribed and sworn to before me this I4th day of July, A. D. 1890. 

[SE AL. } J. A. TERRY, Notary Public. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. 
ported from the committee, | have examined it myself and am satis- 
fied it is a proper case for relief. 

The SPEAEER pro tempore. Is there objection to the request that 
the Committee on Military Affairs be discharged {rom the further con- 
sideration of this bill and that it be considered in the House? The 
Chair hears none. ' 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


JOHN GEORGE. 

Mr. KILGORE. 1 ask for the present consideration of the bill (H. 
R. 4236) pensioning John George. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be authorized to place on 
the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, 
thename of John George, dependent father of George, late of Company 
Hi, Fourteenth Illinois Volunteers, now deceased. Residence of father is at In 
galls, Kans. 


The report (by Mr. MorRILL) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill 
4236) pensioning John George, submit the following report: 

John George, the claimant, is the dependent father of Lafayette George, de- 
ceased, who enlisted in Company H, Fourteenth [llinvis Infantry, May 23, 1961, 
and was discharged June 18, 1864. Claimant filed application for pension as de- 
pendent father of deceased soldier November 20, 1879, alleging in declaration 





H.R 


Ist day of January, 1865, at Bloomington, Ill., and that said disease was con- 
tracted while in the service. Also that he was dependent upon his son for sup- 


port, . 
The testimony in the case corroborates claimant's allegations as to dependence, 
he being at the time of soldier’s death and ever since in reduced financial cir- 


to his service, for which cause his claim was rejected at the Pension Bureau. 
There being no records on file of soldier's regimental hospital, therefore his in- 
ability to show record of incurrence ; but the fact of the prevalence of chronic 
diarrhea in the service and the soldier’s death from that disease in less than 
seven months after discharge is strong presumptive evidence that the disease 
was contracted in the service. The evidence shows that claimant has nogmeans 
for support; that he is eighty years old,and physically unable for the per- 
formance of any kind of labor. 

Your committee recommend the passage of the bill with the following amend- 
ment: In line 6, after the word “of,” insert “ Lafayette.”’ 


The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


MRS, LETITIA STAENGLEN. 


Mr. STOCKBRIDGE. I ask that the bill (H. R. 11534) to pension 
Mrs, Letitia Staenglen may be considered at this time, and I desire to 
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| granting a pension to Mrs, Letitia Staenglen, have cor 


informed that upon the arrival of the regiment at Bardstown, Ky.,about Decem- | 
' 
| 


report, and upon the strength of this I applied on the 20th day of June, 1490, | 
to the Adjutant-General United States Army for a discharge certificate as of | 
Company A, Thirty-fifth Indiana Volunteers, and in due time I was informed 

by the Becretary of War that I am charged with deserting my command at Jef- | 


sister upon the night of its departure for the Sonth, December 13, 1861, and | 


Mr. Speaker, although this bill has not been re- | 


that his son, Lafayette George, died from the effects of chronic diarrhea on the | 


cumstances, Claimant furnishes no positive proof that his son’s death wasdue | 
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say in connection with it that it has been favorably reported by the 
Committee on Pensions and appears on the Calendar. The printed re 
port is not in the doctiment-room. I ask for the consideration of the 
bill at the present time and that the report be printed in the Recorp. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does r understand that this 
bill has been reported by the committees 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE. The bill has been re 

The bill was read, as follows 

Be it enacted, eic., That the Secretary of the I > and heis hereby, au 
thorized and directed to place up the : t to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mrs. Letitia Staenglen, widow 
of Gustav Ad »Iph Sts iglen te a private ted St 
Infantry 

The report (by Mr. Bro 


The Committee on Pensions, to 


the Cha 
ported. 


ler 


pension-roll, s 


n Compa nth Un i ites 


5 LOLLOW 


whom was referred the bill (II. R. 1 4 


lered the l re 


WNE 


of Virginia) is: 


SAIC wt 
port as follows 

rhe claimant's late husband, Adolphus Staenglen, was a private in Compan 
G, Ninth U.S. Infantry, and served from April 21, 1895,to May 14,1858. He died 
of cancer of the stomach, December 17, 1887, and his widow filed an applicatior 
for pension December 10, 1889, declaring that said disease was the result of his 
military service. 

Phe records of the Surgeon-General, United States Army, show that the soldiex 
was treated during his term of service for diarrhea, furunculus, invermittent 
fever,chronic ulcers, pulmonary catarrah, scorbutus,and rkeumatism, but,the at 
tending physician's certificate of death stating that the cancer w a year’s 
duration attime of death, the Pension Bureau rejected the widow’s claim on th« 
ground that the fatal disease was not due to the soldier's military service. 

Accompanying the bill is the testimony of Gustav Garrell to the eflect th 
he was a member of the same company with the deceased soldier and know 
that he was discharged the service on aceount of disability, which disability 
continued to the time of his death. 

James L, Ridgely, of Baltimore, Md., certifies that the soldier, Adolph Staeng 
len, was in his emp.oy much of the time during a period of twelve years, and 
that he (Staenglen) was often compelled to stop work on f 


as of 


account of chronic 
disability, apparentiy of long standing, causing general weakness and princi- 
pally affecting the spine; also that the soldier was a worthy, honest, and sober 
man. 

William EF. Clements, guardian of the claimant's and soldier's five children, 
swears that Mrs. Staenglen has no other means of support than her manual! labor; 
also, that the children are in part now, and shortly will be wholly, dependent 
upon her. 
| In view of the hospital record and other evidence, your committee think it 
| fair to presume that the disease which resulted in the soldier's death had its 
| origin in his military service, and the bill is therefore returned with a favor 
} able recommendation, 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and being 
engrossed, it was according read the third time, and passed. 


ELIZABETH M. AYARS, FORMERLY ELIZABETH M, 
|} Mr. BERGEN. I ask for the present consideration of the bill (IT. 
It. 11257) granting a pension to Elizabeth M. Ayars, formerly Eliza 
beth M. Sutton. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be authorized and di 
rected to put upon the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and limitations of 
the pension laws, the name of Elizabeth M, Ayars, widow, formerly Elizabeth 


M. Sutton, widow of James C. Sutton. of Company D, Tenth New Jersey Vol- 
unteers. 


SUTTON. 


The report (by Mr. BELKNAP) is as follows: 

fhe Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H.R, 
11257) granting a pension to Elizabeth M. Ayars, submit the following report 

The claimaat was the widow of James ©, Sutton, Company D, Tenth New 
Jersey Infantry, and who died while in the service March 7, l462, and she was 
pensioned as such widow until her remarriage with one William J. Ayars on 
the 3d day of September, 1865, at which time said pension ceased. She con 
tinued as the wife of the said William J. Ayars until his death, which occurred 
June 25, 1889. By the death of this second husband she is left in her old age in 
| a dependent position, and asit has become customary to restore to the pension 
| rolls applicants of this nature your committee recommend the passage of the 

bill. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed 


WILLIAM 
| Mr, WHEELER, of Alabama. 


W. CARTER. 
I ask for the present consideration 
| of the bill (H. R. 1066) to remove the charge of desertion and grant an 
honorable discharge to William W. Carter. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, elc., That the Secretary of War be, and is hereby, authorized 
and directed to restore to the rolls of Company A, Fourteenth Regiment Mis 
souri State Militia Cavairy, the name of William W. Carter, heretofore dropped 
as a deserter, and grantto said William W. Carter an honorable discharge from 
said service. 


The report (by Mr. CAREY) is as follows: 


The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H.R 
to relieve William W, Carter from the charge of desertion, would report 

That the military record of such soldier shows he deserted from Company A, 
Fourteenth Missouri State Militia Cavalry, July 10,1854. At this time he hac 
served two years and ten months. He almost immediately re-enlisted in Com- 
pany G, Sixteenth Missouri Cavalry Volunteers, and was mustered out with the 
same company July 1,1865. The soldier states he had been arrested under a 
misapprehension of facts and deserted from the guard-house. 


LOK 


Your committee believe that, in view of the record evidence that this soldier 
served from January, 1862, to July, 1865 (excepting an interval of a few days), 
he should be granted the relief asked, and the single blot in a long service 
should be expunged, and therefore recommend that the bill do pass. 

An abstract of the military record of said William W. Carter is submitted 
herewith. 


ae 
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Case of William W. Carter, private, Company A, Fourteenth Missouri State Militia 
Cavalry, subsequently Company L, Fourth Missouri State Militia Cavalry; also of 
Company G, Sixteenth Missouri Cavatry Volunteers, in violation of twenty-second 
(now fiftieth) Article of War. 


Recorp anp Penston Divistoy, January 29, 1890. 


The records show that Wallace C, Carter, private, Company A, Fourteenth 
Missouri State Militia Cavalry Volunteers, was enrolled and mustered in Janu- 
ary 24, 1862,in Dallas County, Missouri, to serve during the war in Missouri. 
On all rolls subsequent to April 30, 1862, he is borne as William W. Carter. 

The Fourteenth Regiment Missouri State MilitiaCavalry Volunteers was dis- 
banded early in 1863, and the members transferred to the Fourth and Eighth 
Regiments Missouri State Militia Cavalry Volunteers, three years’ organiza- 
tions; Company A (and with it William W. Carter) was assigned to the Fourth 
Missouri State Militia Cavairy, and designated as Company L of that regiment 
February 4, 163 

The record shows that he deserted July 24, 1862; returned (probably volun- 
tarily) August 3, 1862, and wae restored to duty by Major Sullivan. With this 
exception his record under this enlistment appears to be very good, until he 
finally deserted on July 10, 1864, and did not return. (At this time he had 
already served two yearsand nearly six months.) 

On August 1, 1864, he again enlisted, as William W. Carter, in Company G, 
Sixteenth Missouri Cavalry Volunteers, at Hartville, toserve “twenty months 
from November 1, 1863." His record in this organization appears to be good. 
He was mustered out with his company July 1, 1865, at Springfield, Mo., but, 
as his enlistment in the Sixteenth Missouri Cavairy Volunteers wasin violation 
of the twenty-second (now fiftieth) Article of War and as existing law affords 
no relief in this case, because his enlistment in the Sixteenth Missouri Cavdiry 
Volunteers appears to have been made for the purpose of securing bounty or 
other gratuity to which he would not have been entitled under the terms of his 
original enlistment,the War Department has heretofore (in October, 1888) de- 
nied his application for removal of the charge of desertion from his record. 

The provisions of the act of Congress approved March 2, 1889, do not alter the 
status of this case. 

In an affidavit dated August 27, 1888, this man stated that at the time he left 
the Fourteenth (Fourth Missouri State Militia Cavalry) he had been arrested 
under @ misapprehension of facts on the part of an officer, was confined in the 
guard-house, and broke out of said guard-house at the time of his desertion, 
and at once enlisted in the Sixteenth Missouri Cavalry Volunteers. 

No other pertinent testimony in this case is on file at the War Department. 

H. R. bill 1066, Fifty-first Congress, first session, has been introduced to remove 
the charge of desertion and issue an honorable discharge to him as of his first 
enlistment, 

Respectfully submitted 

F. C. AINSWORTH, 
Captain and Assistant Surgeon, U. 8, Army. 
The SECRETARY OF WAR. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and being 

engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS, 

Mr. MORRILL. I nowcall for the regular order, and ask unanimous 
consent that the Committee of the Whole may be discharged from the 
consideration of the bills which will be reached on the Calendar and 
that they be considered in the House. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

SOLOMON SMITH. 

The first business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 8445) 
granting a pension to Solomon Smith. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, eic., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, author- 


ized and directed to place upen the pension-roll the name of Solomon Smith, late 
a private in Company D, Eleventh Regiment Kentucky Infantry Volunteers, 


The report (by Mr. BELKNAP) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H.R. 
8445) granting a pension to Solomon Smith, submit the following report: 

Solomon Smith enlisted in Company D, Eleventh Kentucky Infantry, on the 
Mth day of September, 1861, and faithfully served with hiscommand until April 
30, 1862, when he was sent to hospital in Nashville for treatment for chronic 
diarrhea and piles, 

On the 6th of November, 1962, he was discharged for disability, his certificate 
bearing the following indorsement : 

I certify that I have carefully examined Solomon Smith, private of Captain 
Pesay's company, and find him incapable of performing the duties of a soldier, 
because of chronic diarrhea of nine month's duration, and ascites, 

HUGH MULHOLLAND, 
‘ Surgeon in Charge of General Hospital No.8, at Nashville. 

In 1880 Mr. Smith moved to Bad Axe, Mich., from his home in Kentucky. In 
1887 he applied for a pension, but can not secure an allowance of claim on ac- 
count of his inability to secure the testimony of neighbors and friends in Ken- 
tucky as to continuance of disability after service. fre has written many letters 
to ascertain the whereabouts of his former neighbors, but his efforts have 
proven fruitless, 

He is unable to make a personal search for this testimony on account of his 
destitute circumstances, witnessed by the fact that he is in the poor-house. 
Ever since bis arrival in Bad Axe he has been treated for chronic diarrhea and 
hemorrhage of the bowels by Dr. William H. Deady, who testifies that he is a 
complete wreck and almost helpless, and that his lower limbs are partially 
paralyzed, asa result of his rectal troubles. 

The medical examination shows an extreme condition of disability arising 
from the causes for which Mr. Smith was discharged. The petitioner is now 
seventy-one years old. 

Your committee have carefully examined this case and believe this soldier 
ustly entitied to the relicf sought. We therefore return the bill with the rec- 
ommendation that it do pass. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


GEORGE R. WRIGHT. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 6635) 
for the relief ot George R. Wright. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be tt enacted, ete,, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, an- 
thorized and directed to place on the poncleg ees eae to the ons and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of George R. Wright, captain of 
Compoey v, Forty-seventh Wisconsin. Infantry, and that he be granted an in- 
crease of pension at the rate of $75 a month. 








The report (by Mr. BELKNAP) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bi! 
6635) for the relief of George R. Wright, report that they have had t! 
under consideration, and find that at the time of his enlistment he wa 
dent of the city of Milwaukee, in the State of Wisconsin, and, being} 
eighteen years of age, duly enlisted and was enrolled in the servi: 
United States on or about the 23d day of December, 1862, at Milwauke 
pany K, of the Thirty-fourth Regiment of Wisconsin Volunteer Infant; 

mmediately transferred to Company F, and on September 14, 1863, \ 
missioned second lieutenant of the Fourth Wisconsin Battery of Lig 
lery; on January 6, 1865, was commissioned second lieutenant of Com, 
Forty-seventh Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry; on February 16, 1865, w 
missioned captain of said Company F, Forty-seventh Wisconsin Volun 
fantry, and was honorably discharged at Nashville, Tenn., on Septem! 

That said George R. Wright, while in the service of the United Stat: 
while on a scouting expedition, marching from Tullahoma to Stevens 
in April, 1865, was, for a period of from ten to fifteen days, continually « 
to wet and cold, without proper blankets and food; that up to the tim 
listing, and during the war until the above-mentioned exposure, said 
was strong and healthy, but during said exposureand thereafter he was 
with rheumatism and neuralgic pains in the head and limbs, and sever: 
in the back and hips, as is shown by the evidence of comrades a 
manding officers; that since his said exposure he has ever been su 
periodical attacks of neuralgia and severe pains in back and head, ever i; 
ing in eee and severity and in their wasting effect on his nerv: 
tem, and that this baneful disease, finally culminating in spinal irritat 
locomotor ataxia, resulted in loss of control of the museles, incohere 
speech, severe and frequent convulsions, and an enfeeblement and bi 
down of the mind, which resulted in insanity in about the year 158! 
has now become incurable. 

That the examining board at Kalamazoo, Mich.,on December L5, 15 
amined said claimant and certified that he was insane, wholly incapa 
from all manual or mental labor, and required a constant attendant. 

That said Wright was declared insane and admitted to the asylum at 
watosa, Wis.,and that he has ever since and still is an inmate of that a: 
In April, 1889, M. J. White, superintendent of this asylum,at the request of | 
Bureau of Pensions, e a minute description of said Wright's condit 
stating in substance that his symptoms presented all the evidence of genera 
paresis; that he had no lucid intervals; that he required the constant s« 
of an attendant for a long time after his convulsive attacks ; and, ‘caus 
ease presumably mental strain and exposure in service.”’ 

Thatsaid George R. Wright was pensioned for disease of the nervous syst 
from November 8, 1886, at $24 per month. In July, 1889, he was granted a: 
crease to $30, dating from April 5, 1889. Declaration for further increase 
ground of total disability, filed January 28, 1889, rejected because “ insanit; 
shown to be result of pensioned cause, The length of time of its occurre: 
after service—nearly twenty years—would militate its acceptance.”” (See opi 
ion of Dr. M. T. White, superintendent of insane asylum.) But Dr. White «a 
“that the present insanity was caused presumably by mental strain and 
ure in the service.”’ 

That said George R. Wright has a wife and three children dependent upo: 
for support. That his mother, Jane Evelyn Wright, his guardian, alth 
with scant means and weliaiong in years, is called upon to almost wholly « 
port said claimant's wife and children, as well as to contribute to his ma 
nance in the asylum, said pension of $30 a month not being sufficient to su); 
and clothe him at said institution. 

In view of these circumstances your committee are of the opinion that « 
George R. Wright ought to be granted an increase of pension, and ther 
recommend the passage of this bill. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM L. HURST. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. Rk. ° 
for the relief of William L. Hurst, of Wolfe County, Kentucky. 
_ The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is her 
directed and authorized to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provis 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William L,. Hurst, of \\: 
County, Kentucky, at the rate of $50 per month. 


The report (by Mr. WriLson, of Kentucky) is as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bil! [/.! 
9595) granting a pension to William L. Hurst, submit the following report 

William L. Hurst, of Wolfe County, Kentucky, having been duly authorize 
to recruit a company for service in suppressing the rebellion, he had recruit: 
twenty-three men who had been supplied with arms * Richard Apperson, sr 
then a United States commissioner by authority of the War Department. \\ }\\» 
encamped in Wolfe County, Hurst and his men, on the Sth day of May, |. 
engaged in a fight with a com y of Confederates, in which, at the hans 
the enemy, Hurst received a direct front shot in his right eye, destroying « 
the bullet still remaining in his head, and at the same time was wou: 
in the shoulder. Woun and suffering he, with his aged father, to w 
house he had been taken, were captured and taken, night and day, horse ack 
and afoot, 250 miles to Abingdon, Va., where they were handeuffed and con !i 
in thejail fora month, and afterwards taken to Richmond and other points 
the Confederacy where they were confined, Hurst all this time suffering 
his wound and receiving no medical treatment. ; 

After remaining in Confederate prisons for about six months Hurst a: 
father wereexchanged. Mr. Hurst says that during his capture and impris«: 
ment he suffered for want of food and medical attention ; that he had $1\)) tak: 
from him; that he was cruelly treated, from all of which he has never recovered 
He is a lawyer by profession, is well known in his section, and any stat«m: 
he makes concerning this matter can be fully relied on. He makes the / 
ing statement: 

** The bullet by which I lost my right eye is still in my head and must be 
my brain, judging from the terrible giddy spelis I from time to time hav: 
myhead. Whilst my health permitted to attend to my business nlafly | 
not and would notentertain the ideaof seeking a pension. Recently my |ic« 
has become so much impaired from the bullet in my head that I am una! 
longer to regularly or safely transact my ordinary and necessary busine-s. “ 
exposure to the weather and travel greatly affects me, and from the giddin +: 
my head caused by said wound I can not often travel on the rail or any fas 
a 

Mr. Hurst and his company had never been mustered into United State: «°" 
ice, although they had been furnished arms by order of the War Depart 

Mr. Hurst is near sixty-one years of age. In view of all the facts and | 
being precedents for same, your committee report back said bill wi' 
recommendation that same be passed, with an amendment, by striking 0! °: 
after the word “ Kentucky,” in sixth line. 


Mr. KILGORE. What would be the effect of that amendment ° 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. It would place him on the pension- 
rolls, subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension law. 

Mr. KILGORE. How much would that give him? 

Mr. MORRILL. That would depend upon the disability. He would 
be examined by the surgeons. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


ISRAEL f. PIERCE. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 9615) 
for the relief of Israel R. Pierce. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-rolls, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Israel J. Pierce, late private 
Company H, Seventh Ohio Volunteer Cavairy. 


The report (by Mr. YopER) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H.R 
9615) tor the relief of Israel R. Pierce, submit the following report 

Israel J. Pierce enlisted asa private soldier in Company H, Seventh Ohio 
Volunteer Cavalry, September 2, 1862, and was discharged June 29, 1865. He 
was a good soldier and served his country faithfully. He was enlisted at Mari- 
etta, Ohio, and was mustered out at Nashville, Tenn., July 4, 1865. While he 
was on his way to Marietta, on or about the 6th of July, 1865, at or near Chilli- 
cothe, and while riding on the car which was transporting him home, and while 
the train was moving, he was struck in the eye with a piece of cinder, causing 
total blindness of the eye and greatly affecting the other eye. 

This disability became permanent, and the soldier is suffering severely with 
it, and the only question that could have affected his right toa pension in the 
Pension Office long ago was the mere fact that he had been actually mustered 
out of the service before receiving the injury. 

Your committee is of the opinion that it is drawing too fine a sight for the 
Government to say he is notin the line of duty when he is being transported 
home to the place of his enlistment. We therefore are of the opinion that he is 
entitled to a pension and recommend the passage of this bill. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair would ask the chairman of 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions if he is certain as to what the party’s 
name is, There seems to be a difference between the caption and body 
of the bill. 

Mr. MORRILL. What is the difference? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the title the name is given as Israel 
R. Pierce; in the body of the bill it is given as Israel J., and in the re- 
port it is given as Israel J. 

Mr. MORRILL. The gentleman from Michigan thinks ‘‘Israel R.”’ 
isright. _ 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Then the question is on amending the 
bill so as to agree with the title in the particular indicated. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill asamended was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM M. PORTER, ALIAS WILLIAM 8S. MACKAY, DECEASED. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 4184) 
to amend the military record of William M. Porter, alias William 8. 
Mackay. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to amend the military record of William M. Porter, alias William 
8S. Mackay, now deceased, so that the same shall show that he was involunta- 
rily and unavoidably absent from his command and duties as a second lieuten- 
ant of the Twenty-ninth Regiment United States Infantry, by reason of insanity, 
instead of absent without leave, trom July 18, 1868, to December 21, 1869. 


The report (by Mr. OsBoRNE) is as follows : 


Your committee, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 4184) to amend the mil- 
itary record of William M. Porter, alias William 8S, Mackay, submit the follow- 
ing report: 

he facts in this case are fully embraced in the report of the Adjutant-General 
submitted herewith, and from which it appears, to the satisfaction of your com- 
mittee, that the records of the War Department should be so amended as to 
show that said William S. Mackay, alias William M. Porter, now deceased, was 
unavoidably absent from his command, which is the overt act for which his pay 
‘was suspended for a period of about eighteen months, itappearing to your com- 
mittee beyond question that at the time he so absented himself he was laboring 
under mental derangement, and was therefore not responsible for his conduct. 

We would therefore recommend that the bill do pass. 


Wan DEPARTMENT, ADJUTANT-GENERAL’S OFFICE, 
Washington, April 12, 1890. 

Sim; I have the honor to return herewith a communication from the chair- 
man of the Committee on Military Affairs, House of Representatives, inclosing 
and requesti information, tions, etec., concerning a bill (H.R. 4184) to 
amend the military record otf William M. Porter, alias William S, Mackay, de- 
ceased, late first lieutenant, Third Infantry, so as to show that he was involun- 
tarily and unavoidably absent from his command while a second lieutenant in 
the Twenty-ninth Infantry from July 18, 1868,to December 21, 1869, instead of 
absent without leave, as now shown by the records. 

William 8S. Mackay served as an enlisted man in the Third Massachusetts 
Cavalry from April 5, 1864, to September 28, 1865, and in the Eleventh United 
States Infantry from October 24, 1865, to September 11, 1866, when he accepted an 

tment as second lieutenant, Eleventh Infantry. He was transferred to 
the Twenty-ninth Infantry September 21, 1886; became unassigned Apri! 25, 
1869; was assigned to the Third Infantry March 22,1870; promoted first lieuten- 
ant November 1, 1872, and resigned February 15, 1873. 

As a commissioned officer he served with his regiment in Virginia from Sep- 
tember LI, 1 to April 19, 1867; on registering duty at Marion, Va., to October 
30, 1867; with his any A Lzochbams, Va. to December 23, 1867 ; as mili- 
tary commissioner at Ne, Va., to July 18, 1868, during which latter period 
he was also assistant adjutant-general subdistrict of oe. from 
May 30 to July 18, 1868; absent without leave to December 2/1, 1369; awaiting 
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orders to March 22, 1870, when assigned to Third Infantry, which he joined 
April 12, 1870; served with that regiment in the ian Territory to some time 

















in October, 187 at Fort Lyon, ( orado x also acting assistant quart 
master and acting commissary of subs ce) to J iry 1, 1873; and o1 
of absence until date of resignat 
The records simply show that,as a t of fact, Lieuter t Mackay wa 
technically “absent without lea, f J 18, 1868, to December 21, 18 
nearly eighteen months, but the ; of his abse licate vers 
plainly that when he left his post, and g¢ period afterwards, he wa 
mentally irresponsible for his I lerstood he was never a 
to draw any pay for the his o rid rd 4 
sence without leave 
Annexed heretois a copy f the rep this off dated Octobe 
on the application of Lieutenant >} Ly \ M. Porte ra change in! 
record, with the action of the > tar W ar ) which report sets t 
the action taken on former ap) at f , t His claim wa 
again presented in October, 1889, ac« panic idit al evidence } 
mental incompetency and irresponsil t t t e of I ad 
sence, as well as evidence sh ng tl wv ‘ att i 
military service, and that he becam e ca the s r< 8 
while in that condition left the United States, ! me invol n ti 
Belfast, Ireland, and finally died in a hospital at that place 
The Secretary of War decided, after considering this last application, t 
Congress isthe only authority which can, under the facts set forth, prope 
provide for an amendment of the record or an allowance of the pay to w 
he would have been entitled in case the record absence without uN Me 
not been made 
Had Lieutenant Mackay been apprehended in 1868, before lea‘ y 
try, and been found to be insane, he would doubtless have been pia l a 
hospital or asylum and allowed pay the same as if on d 
Copies of all the papers which appear to be necessary toa! inders 
of the case in its present status are transmitted | 
Very respectfully, your obedient serv 
CHAUNCEY McKEEVER 
ting Adjutant-Gen 
The SECRETARY Or WAI 
Copy of report and aclion upon an application of Ih Mach I 
to the Adjutant-General, October 20, 1882 h t / uM 
without leave against his re L¢ 1 I the Ar 1 J 18, 1868 
December 21, 1869 
Report of Adjutant-General to the Secretary of War.—Case of W im Mackay 


Porter, late William S. Mackay 
ADIJUTANT-GENERAL’S OFFICE, October 27, 158 


He served as an enlisted man in the Third Massachusetts Cavalry, from Apr 

8, 1864, until September 28, 1865, when he was mustered out with the regiment 

as sergeaut-major. He next enlisted in the regular Army October 24, 1865, and 
was assigned to Company D, Third Battalion, Eleventh Infantry, with whiel 

he served until September 11, 1866, when he was discharged as lirst sergeant by 
reason of appointment as second lieutenant, for which appointment he was 
recommended by many officers of his regiment. He was transferred to the 
Twenty-ninth Infantry September 21, 1856, and while an officer of this regime: 
he left his command at Lynchburgh, Va., July 18, 1958, and remained alse: 
therefrom without authority until December 21, 1569, when he reported in per 
son to the Adjutant-General in this city and explained his absence as follows 

That on July 18, 1868, while laboring under temporary mental aberratior 
brought on by pecuniary difficulties, he left his post at Lynchburgh, and aft: 
wandering purposelessly from city to city he found himself in New Bedford 
Mass., where he shipped as cook on board a whaling vessel; that after b« 
some time at sea he came to his senses, and, realizing what he had done, su: 
rendered himself in February, 1869, to the United States consul at Port Louis 
Mauritius, the vessel's first port of call; that being out of means and bein 
unable to return to the United States he remained at Port Louis until Octobe 
22, 1869, when, with the assistance of the consul, he sailed for the United States, 
where he arrived December 18, 1869, and reported to the Adjutant-General De 
cember 21, 1869. 

In view of the peculiar and mitigating circumstances under which he left h 
command, his explanation of which and of his subsequent wanderings being in 
yart corroborated by the official records, a recommendation that Lieutenant 
eshay be dropped from the rollsasa deserter was recalled by the Secretary of 
Warand he was placed on waiting orders, without trial, from December 21, 1869 
date he reported tothe Adjutant-General. He remained on this status until March: 
22, 1870, when he was assigned to the Third Infantry ; was promoted first lieu 
tenant, Third infantry, November 1, 1872, and his resignation as such was ac 
cepted to take effect February 15, 1873. In September, 1478, the Second Auditor 
asked for the military history of Lieutenant Mackay, stating that he claimed 
pay from July 18, 1868,to December 21, 1869,and was informed that he was 
borne on the records as absent without leave for the period in question, and | 
Second Auditor was again so informed in June, 1882. 

Mr. Porter (formerly Lieutenant Mackay) now reports the circumstances 
his leaving his command, etc., and requests that the charge of absence witho 
leave be removed; that if it is not in the power of the Adjutant-General to 
change the record, this application be submitted for the action of the Secretary 
of War. Mr. Porter cites section 1265, Revised Statutes, which says that “off 
cers * * * when absent without leave shail forfeit all pay during sucha 
sence unless the absence is excused as unavoidable."’ He claims that his re 
toration to duty after his acquittal by the Department of intentional wrongs 
his subsequent promotion, and his being intrusfed with responsible duties pra: 
tically excused his absence as unavoidabk 

Mr. Porter claims, and there is nothing of record to dispr the claim, that 
there was no reason why he should have willfully absented himself so lon 
without leave, but every reason why he should not have done so. He raise 
the point that, as an officer who is insane can not legally resign, s0, by analogy 
an officer can not willfully absent himself from his post and duties when insane 

In February, 1872, on a question as to Lieutenant Mackay’s status for lon 
gevity pay, it was decided by the then Secretary of War, through the Adjutant 
General, that Lieutenant Mackay was not entitled to pay for the period wh 
absent, but would be allowed credit therefor in comp ngt 

Respectfully, 








nputis rth of service 


R. C. DRUM, Adjutaut-Gencral. 


The action of the Secretary of War in this case, which was communicated by 
letter to Mr. Porter November 1, 1882, was as follows 
This question having been determined by the Secretary of War in 1872, th 


present Secretary of War declines to take further action. 
R,. C. DRUM, Adjutant-Ge 
ADIUTANT-GENERAL’s Orrice, October 27, 1882. 
AMERICAN Bark CLEONE, 
Harbor of Port Lowis, Mawritius, March 2, 1869. 

Sie: I have the honor to lay before you, as the representative of the United 
States at this port, the following statement : 

Iam alicutenant in the Twenty-ninth Regiment of regular infantry in the 




























































CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


ed States of America, commissioned as such on the 16th day 
serving as an officer of volunteers during the late war. On 

le serving as assistant adjutant-general on the staff 

x, United States Army, commanding the district of 
hburgh, withont leave, on the evening train for 

with the Government uneettled and without notice 
tomy family or friends. Afler a few weeks of purpose- 
the States and Canada, I found myselfin New Bedford, 
} nd too foolish to give mysel 
d to ship on the bark Cleone for a whaling voyage as cook 
| name of William Porter. I have left my wife and child 
ng or provision, deserted the service of the United States, and 
na defaulter to a considerable amount until Ican settle my ac- 
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} ng thro 
‘ ‘ de tute of m 
friends, I \ 
ler th 


vitho 


igh 


is induce 
as ine 
tany warn 
am in addit 
punts 


; Anon a ! 


ount for my whole conduct by believing that I was temporarily 
| had been to sea a little when a boy,and this, with the kind assist- 

teward, who knew my story, enabled me to do my work without 
detecti: Ith ignorant of cooking. The news of my flight 
and defaleation was published in all our papers of the 24th or 25th of July with 
orders for my arrest. My only hope now is to get back home as soon as possi- 
ble and stand nry tria}, as my friends are willing and able to relieve me from my 
pecuniary responsibility. Captain Luce has treated me most kindly, and I 
would have confided in him, but from the menial position I occupy conver- 
sation with him is dificult, 

I would not wish the owners of the vessel] to lose a cent by me, and would 
give Captain Luce a draft o1 New York or England for the amount of my in- 
debtedness to the ship, which draft would be promptly and cheerfully paid on 
presentation. I would therefore ask you to permit me to surrender myself to 
you and to send me home fortrial. I would cheerfully accept any employment 
ashore which would support me until you could communicate with Washing- 
ton if you considered it necessary, If you will grant me the favor of a per- 
sonal interview at your office I think I can convince you of the entire truth of 
my representations, Asan officer in the United States service I can not longer 
act as cook of awhaler, Anxiously awaiting an early answer to this communi- 
cation, 

lam 


ian 
AnCce « ft 


ough 1 was utterly 


sir, very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
WILLIAM 8. MACKAY, 
Lieutenant, Twenty-ninth Infantry, U. 8S. Army 


» States Consvun, Mauritius 
Unirep STATES CONSULATE, 
*ort Louis, Mauritius, March 10, 1869. 

Sin: On the 27th February last the whale-ship Cleone, of New Bedford, Mass., 

ipt. Hervey E. Luce, arrived at this port from cruising. On the day after her 
arrival I received a letter from the cook of the vessel, signed William G. Mackay, 
informing me that he had been a lieutenant in the United States Army, and 
attached to the Twenty-ninth Regiment of Infantry, and that while acting on 
the staff of Maj. Gen. O. B, Willcox he deserted the service, as he was a de- 
faulter to the United States in n.any thousands of dollars, and wished me to 
arrest and send him home for trial. 

On the receipt of this letter | ordered Mackay ashore and he confirmed the 
statement made in his letter. He also informed me that the account of his de- 
falcation and desertion was published in the newspapers in July last, but on 
looking over a file of papers in this office I could find no account of it. 

As : had nothing to prove his statement I concluded to let him proceed in the 
vessel to sea, 

The ship will cruise between this and Madagascar for the next six months, 
and will probably at the expiration of that time enter this portagain. 

If Mackay’'s statement is true and the Government wish to have him arrested 
and sent home, I will, on receiptof advices from the Department, do everything 
in my power to further the ends of justice, 

Please find the original letter of Mackay to me,a copy of which is on file in 
this office, marked Inclosure No, 1. 

i have, ete., 
NICOLAS PIKE, United Slates Consul. 


ANGEL IsLanD, CAL., June 29, 1869. 


GENERAL: Having serious doubts of the sanity of Lieut. W. S. Mackay, who 
deserted from the Twenty-ninth Infantry at Lynchburgh, I am conatenined to 
recommend that his name be dropped from the rolls of the Army without further 
action. Your attention is invited to the opinion of Assistant Surgeon Rose, ac- 
compan ying this letter. 
Very respectfally, your obedient servant, 
0. B. WILLCOX, 
Brevel Major-General and Colonel, 
Late Commanding Twenty-ninth Infantry, 
General BE, D. TOWNSEND, 
Adjutant-General of the Army, Washington. 


RicumMonn, July 9, 1869. 

GiENERAL: I have the honor to inclose herewith a communication from Gen- 
eral Willcox, late commanding Twenty-ninth Infantry, in the case of Lieut. W, 
S. Mackay. 

In my opinion Lieutenant Mackay exhibited symptoms of derangement for 
at least three weeks previous to his desertion. Up to this time he had been 
very sociable and was esteemed and respected by all who knew him. His de- 
votedness to his wife and family was a subject of comment by all. 

During the three weeks prior to leaving he kept himself aloof from every- 
body and acted so entirely different as to give rise frequently to the remark 
that ‘‘ Mackay was changed."’ 

Hie had become to some extent, as I afterwards learned, involved in debt, and 
this, I believe, acting on a disordered brain, drove him to take the step he did, 

Iagree entirely with the opinion of General Willcox, and would respectfully 
urge that his recommendation in the case be carried out, e 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
GEORGE 8S. ROSE. 


Assistant Surgeon, United States Army. 
General E. TowNnsEnp, 
tdjutant-General United States Army, Washington, D. C. 
No. 1576.—Certificale of non-indebledness. Issued to W. 8S. Mackay. 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, THIRD AUDITOR’s OFFicr, July 13, 1869. 


| 
| 


up and apply to my | 


SEPTEMBER 26), 
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Port Louis, Mauritius, September 23, 15: 
GENERAL: I beg most respectfully to state, for the information ofthe honwra 
Secretary of War, that with the kind assistance of the United States cons. 
this port I propose sailing in a few days for New York, where I may ho; 
arrive about the end of December. The War Department will have be-« 
pris d some time ago through Colonel Pike, United States consul, of my 
ing, arrived at this place in March last,and of my having informed him th 
had been absent from my command without leave since the l&th of July, i> 
This he communicated in due course to the State Department and rece v« 


| reply to the effect that the Secretary of War would apply to Congress for 
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thority to strike my name from the Army Register: but from private com: 
nications received by the last mail Il am led to hope that, if | return tothe U: 

States and submit to trial by court-martial, it will be possible toavoid the od 
attendant on a dismissal. 

As I believe I will be able to prove that, atthe time I abandoned my dul) 
left my wife and family without any preparation or warning, I was labor 
under mental aberration, I would most earnestly beg that, taking into « 
eration my previous services and the feelings of my poor wife and fami\y 
action may be taken with a view to my dismissal from the service until | ; 
present myself for trial or report my arrival in the United States. I beg t 
any communication for me on this subject may be addressed to the care of | 
H. Tenny, esq., Jay Cooke & Co., bank, Washington, D.C. 

I have the honor to be, general, very respectfully, your obedient serva 
W. 8. MACKAY, 
Lieulenant U.S, Army, late Twenty-ninth United States Infan 
Bvt. Maj. Gen. E. D. TownsEenpn, 
Adjutant-General U.S. Army, Washington, D.C, 


UNITED STATES CONSULATE, 
Port Louis, Mauritius, October 22, 1869 

Sir: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your dispatches Nos. 4 
and 46, with inclosure. Referring to No. 45and its inclosure, I would reepex 
fully inform you that Lieutenant Mackay, Ugited States Army, left this port i 
the steamer Mozambique on the the 22d inatant. 

in my dispatch No. 99, I informed you that Lieutenant Mackay would sa 
from this port in the British ship Menden for New York, as I had made arrang: 
ments with the captain of that vessel for his passage. On the eve of his sailin, 
the agents of the Menden refused to take passengers. As Lieutenant Macka) 
was without a home I took him to my own residence, and he has been und: 
my personal observation from that time until his embarkation. 

I believe that he requires medical care and attention. There being no dir 
means of communication from this place to the United States, I deemed itn 
duty, taking into consideration the peculiar circumstances of the case, to Ben 
him home by the steamer, giving him a letter to the consul at Alexandria, tha 
he may be sent to his destination. I trust that under the circumstances | may 
be permitted to draw on the Department for the amount of his passage, etc 
have been assured by persons under whose observation Lieutenant Mackay h: 
been that, while his conduct here has been uniformly good, yet he at tim«< 
evinced symptoms of mental aberration, although I believe him to be now « 
sound mind. I may add that he states,in the event of his being exonerated 
from the charge of absence without leave, he will willingly refund the amou: 
of his passage from any pay which he may become entitled to. 

I have, etc., 
NICOLAS PIKE, United States Consu/. 


Wasuineton, D. C,, December 21, 1869. 

GENERAL: I have the honor to state for your information that on the 18th « 
July, 1868, I left my command at Lynchburgh, Va., withont permission, and ha, 
remained absent until this date, The circumstances attending my absence ar: 
such as I trust will warrant a merciful consideration of my case. 

At the time I left and for some days previously I was, I firmly believe, labo 
ing under a mental aberration, brought on by pecuniary difficulties, whic!) 
preying on my mind, induced me to leave my command and my family with 
out the slightest desire or intention to desert the service. After a purposeles: 
wandering from city to city, of which even now I can give no clear account, | 
found myself in the city of New Bedford, and there was shipped as cook on a 
vessel bound on a whaling voyage. 

After some time at sea, I came to my proper senses, and the magnitude of t! 
offense which I had committed in leaving my post was first clearly presente | 
tomy mind. There was no possibility of my communicating with my friend 
or surrendering myself until the arrival of the vessel at her first port of ca!!, 
Mauritius, in February last, when I at once communicated my case tothe Unite: 
States consul, who at once reported my arrival to the Department of Stat« 
From that time to this I have been using every exertion to return to the Unite! 


| States, but from want of means I could not do so until the 22d of October las! 


when, with the assistance of the cousu!, I was at length enabled to leave Ma 


| ritius, arriving at New York on the 18th instant, and reporting to you in perso: 


at the War Department this day. 

Such, general, is as nearly as I can state a true outline of my case, borne ou! 
I believe, by the communications of the United States consul for Mauritius an 
by the opinions of the medical and other officersof the t of Lynchburgh, a‘ 
the time of my departure. As to my standing and efficiency as an officer ani 
my personal character previous to my departure, I rely on the favorable report 
of the many officers under and with whom I have had the honor to serve, bot 
as a regimental officer and while on detached service as a military commi- 
sioner, and a registering officer in Virginia, especially Bvt. Maj, Gen. O. I: 
Willcox, then colonel of the Twenty-ninth Infantry. I have, during my servic: 
always endeavored to devote my whole time and attention to my duties, an 
up to this unfortunate occurrence I have never laid myself open to the sli)! 
est censure from my superior officers. 1 may add that my debis were main!; 
owing to the many expensive changes of station, which, with a delicate wif« 
and little baby, I had to make in the course of one year, depending as I wa 
solely on my pay. 

I would, therefore, earnestly beg that, taking all these circumstances int 
consideration, with the fact that I was not mentally accountable for my actio: 


| at the time of my flight, the General ofthe Army will be pleased to restore n 


It is hereby certified that the records of this office do not show any accounts or 


returns received or due from or chargeable against W. 8. Mackay, lieutenant 
Twenty-ninth Infantry. 

This certificate is granted to satisfy the Pay Department that the above-named 
officer is not indebted to the United States on the books of this office at the date 


hereof, 
R. M. CLARKE, Third Auditor. 
A. M, GANGEWER, Chief Clerk. 


Examined and entered : 


to duty, assigning me tosome post where I may be able to prove, by unceasin 
application and correct performance of my duties, how much I desire to wij: 
out the sole blot on my military record, and how grateful I feel for the kin: 
consideration thereby extended to me and mine. 
I have the honor to be, general, your obedient servant, 
W. 8S. MACKAY, 
Second Lieutenant, United States Ar: 
The ADJUTANT-GENERAL, 
United States Army. 


WASHINGTON, D. ©., July 17, 1889 
l hereby certity that I have been Mr. William M. Porter’s family physicia: 
for about fliteen y during which time I have noticed mental rratior 
steadily feqrensina tn Demees and frequency. The first severeattack was in t): 
year 1868, when he was in the Army, lasting seventeen months. The next i1 
the years 1873, 1875, and 1878, 





































































eee: 


i 


Sour 
ad 


an 
n 
he 


in 








CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


1890. 


10537 





j 
Each time his mental condition grew worse during the attacks and cleared up _ There isa singular history conn i with this man, involving great suffer 
leas and less between them. Now on account of a severe attack of pleurisy, | ing to his wife, and all pg ving t of fits of aberration of mind, to which he 


both physical and mental power have been lost,and he wanders over the coun- | was subject. Mrs. Porter is pex y truthful and ear e you such points as 

try doing the most insane things and often even threatens the lives of his wife | you desire. — 

and children when they refuse or oppose him in anything. ler case, for pension and s pay. I believe, she tells me is to go before the 

sa 0. M. MUNCASTER, M. D. Secretary to-morrow, and it is important she shuuld have testimony about his 
Subseribed and swern to before me on the 23d July, A. D. 1889, and I further | Strange actions while suf 


ering fr 1 aberration rind fle was an officer 





. : : ; . = f the Twenty-ninth Inf i left his | myste is in 1S ler the 

rtify P interest in his pension or other claims against the Gov oF as : an t his m r y in IS73 0 r ( 
certify — I have no I ? e | delusion that he was adefaulter. Investigation sat i that it was not so, 
- T. S. HOPKINS, | and I caused him to be returned toduty. He afterwards resigned, wen rand 
Nolary Public, District of Colum | enlisted, and was reported absent withou ive. H s relieved from the 

— ; ‘ eg ! 1 was detailed as a c ir 


penalty, except loss of pay 


the office. W 









Statement of R. 8. Lacey, late captain and assistant quartermaster colunte ¢ | General Bre s sae , . : 
William M. Porter, alias Mackay, late lieutenant United States Ar | messenger, aft 7 ae as acai : 

I was captain and assistant quartermaster volunteers in the late w ar. From | His end was real ra tay ’ 1 so vay to 
July, 1865, till the spring of 1869, I was stationed at Lyn¢ hburgh, \V a., as super- | ireland, was arrested th le 3, Was be it ed 
intendent of Freedmen’s Bureau affairs. When General O. B. Willcox was as- | ina hospital in his native city, th ‘ n who was 3 pastor 
signed to duty at this post in 1866, I was placed by him at his headquarters and | in childhood, and was buried beside his father, far awa om W and 
remained until 1869. One of the general's aids was said Lieut. W.5. Mackay. | dren. — 

Under my quasi staff duty, I was at all times in constant daily association with This is a genuine case, and if you can doanythingto help Mrs, Port I mean 


said Mackay at headquarters. In the fall of 1868, without slightest warning or | in finding evidence) you will serve a most merito $v an who has borne 
notice to myself or o her officers at headquarters, said Mackay abandoned his | unusual trials with wonderful fortitude 
duty and disappeared. No one could assign cause for his singular conduct. I Sincerely yours, 


contributed money with others to send his destitute and penniless wife to her Ee. D. TOWNSHEND 
parents , " | 

Subsequently, however, I learned that he went direetly from Lynchburgh to 
some seaport in New Englaud, where he shipped ona whaler under an assumed War Depa {1 Al CANT-GENERAL'S OFFIC! 
name as a galley cook for a three years’ cruise. This confirmed my judgment | Washington, November 13, 188 
that said Mackay’s disappearance was due to some sudden uncontrollable im- | sin; Referring to the application filed by you for an amendment of the re 
pulse or mental aberration. Under such belief | subsequently assisted largely | ords of the War Department so that they shall show that William M. Porte 
in securing his return to America from Australia, When afterwards he exhib- | alias William S. Mackay, now deceased, was involuntarily and unavoidab 


ted the same mental disturbance or loss of mental equilibrium at St. Louis. Mo., | absent from his command and duties asa second lieutenant of the Twenty-ninth 
by abandoning business and family without intimation and without any known | United States Infantry, instead ofabsent without leave from July LS, 1468, to De 

cause, and enlisting as a private soldier under an assumed name, his act was | cember 21, 1869, I have the honor to inform you that the Secretary of War, to 
certainly in consonance with his insane disappearance in Lynchburgh in 186s ; 
Ilis present chronie insanity [regard as merely the permanent exhibition of | 


what has always existed since 1868 in ephemeral form 


whom the papers have been submitted, is of the opinion that Congress is the 
only authority which can, ander the facts of record, properly allow or de 
nitely decide the claim for change of record and allowance of pay 

The War Department will be prepared,in case any committee of Congres 
having this claim under consideration shall call for information, to furnish the 
committee with all the facts of record bearing upon the circumstances and 
cause of Mr. Porter's absence. 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant 
Ic. KELTON, Adjutant-Gene 





R. 8S. LACEY 

Wasuinetor, D.C., July 20, 1839, 

GOVERNOR'S OrFice, Soldiers’ Home, D. C., July 23, 1389, 

The within accords with my own opinion and belief. There was no earthly 
cause discovered for a sane man to quit a fine position in the service at Lynch- : "eee 
burgh, no trouble nor incentive known. I think he has been insane for many | D.1. MURPHY, Esq., ' 
years with occasional lucid intervals of wild impulses. Attorney, P, O. Box 534, Washington, D. ¢ 

0. B. WILLCOX, 
Brigadier-General U. 8. Army, Governor Soldiers’ Home. 

I, Henry A. Hambright, major United States Army,do certify that I first be- 
came acquainted with William Mackay Porter when he was first sergeant oi 
Colonel Chipman’s company, C, Third Battalion, Eleventh Infantry, in the fall 
of 1865; that in the summer of 1866 said William Mackay Porter, known to me 
as William Mackay, was commissioned as second lieutenant, United States In- 
fantry, and assigned to my company, E; that he joined at Norfolk, Va., and The bill was read, as follows: 
with his wife formed a member of my family and was treated as sucli. b a ‘ ; 

As an enlisted man and officer Lieutenant Mackay enjoyed the respect of his Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, auth 
inferiors and confidence of his superiors; he was devoted to his duty, of tem- | ized and directed to pace on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and limit: 
perate habits, and in a daily intercourse of many months I found him filling a]! | tions of the pension laws, the name of Malinda Lemmon, widow of Samuel Lem 
the requirements of an officer and a gentleman. In July, 1868, he was serving | mon, deceased, a soldier in Captain Wilkins's company of Indiana militia, from 
on the staft of Byt. Maj. Gen. O. B. Willcox, I believe, as acting assistant adjutant- | September 15 to November 18, 1811, and pay her a pension from the passago of thi: 
nase ae - ar commissioner of the twenty-eighth subdistrict of | act at the rate of $12 per month. 
the first military district, Virginia. I learned about this time that he had left Tike sannr > > . tn on £ ‘ 
his post at Lynehburgh, and shortly after that he was reported as absent with- The re a t (by Mr. I ARRETT) is as follows: : 
out authority. The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 8303) grant 

It was my impression then, when he left his station and duties, that he must | ing 4 pension to Malinda Lemmon, have considered the same and report: 
have been temporarily insane, as I never learned of any cause or reason for his The claimant's late husband, Samuel Lemmon, was a private in Captain Wi) 
action. This opinion I also bad from others better able to judge and given kine’s company, Indiana militia, from September 18 to November 18, 1811. The 
after the first heat of indignation at the apparently heartless abandonment of his | soldier died in March, 1846, and on May 6, 1878, she filed an application for pension 

which was rejected by the Pension Bureau on the ground that the service was ren 


wife had passed away. 
HENRY A. HAMBRIGHT, dered against the Indians prior to the beginning of the war of 1812, and hence: 
Major, United States Army, Retired. there is no provision of law granting a pension on account of same. 

LANCASTER, PA., July 25, 1889. | J. N. Land, of Carlisle, Ind., states that the claimant is eighty-four years old 
and entirely destitute. 

There are many precedents for the allowance of pension on account of servic« 
| in the old Indian wars, and the bill is therefore reported back with the recon 
mendation that it do pass. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for athird reading; and bei 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
TANE FEF. 


| ‘The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and being 
| engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

| MALINDA LEMMON, 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 8303 


granting a pension to Malinda Lemmon. 





DEPARTMENT OF STATE, Washinglon, August 29, 1589. 


Sin: I have to inclose herewith authenticated copy of a letter from the at- 
torney of Lieut. W. Mackay Porter, with original inclosures, also certified by 
the Department, and to request you to use your good offices in securing the re- 
lease of Lieutenant Porter from prison. as these papers seem to establish the 
fact of his irresponsibility because of unsound mind. 

Iam, sir, your obedient servant, 








—s a a a : ‘ 1 
Sauven G. Ruy, Esq ALVEY A. ADEE, Acting Secretary. | The next pension business on the Private Calendar was the b 
Consul of the United States, Belfast. | (H. R. 9431) granting a pension to Jane Fee. 
= Aee | The bill was read, as follows: 


Unsrrep States ConsuLATe, Belfast, September 11, 1889, i fe it ¢ nacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and leis hereby, a 
Sim: Your dispatch No. 9, of August 29, in relation to W. Mackay Porter, is | ‘®orized and hee oa eare mame on Jone Veo, widow of Michael Yeo 
received with inclosures as stated. As I had already succeeded in securing Mr. | 2 ™¢™ber of Company G of the Second United States Infantry, on the pens 

Porter's discharge I suppose I can act no further in the matter. 

He is now lying in the hospital too weak to rise from his bed, and itis highly 
probable that he will not live longer than a few weeks. 

_He has a smal sum of money, not sufficient to pay his expenses to the United 
States. Should he so far recover as to be able to make the voyage, as 1 under- 
stand it I have no authority to return him at the expense of the Government. 

I have the honor to be, sir, your obedient servant, 
SAMUEL G. RUBY, Consul. 





roll, subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws 


The report (by Mr. De LANO) is as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. BR. 94 
ing a pension to Jane Fre, have considered the same and report 
The claimant's late husband, Michael Fee, was a private in Company G, Second 
United States Infantry, and served from October 20, 1841, to August 29, 1846 
During the last three menths of his service he was on recruiting duty at Bin 
Hon. Wriuiam, F. Waarrton, hamton, N. Y. 
Assistant Secretary of State, Washington, D. C. The soldier died April 11, 1885, and after the passage of the Mexican war serv 
ae ice pension ~ a ee, 1887, his widow (this claimant) filed an application 
, for pension under that act, but the same was rejected by the Pension Bureau on 
Untrep States ConsuLats, Belfast, Seplember 20, 1859, thé ceed that the soldier was not at the seat, of war, nor en route thereto, at 
Sim: I beg to inform you that W. M&ckay Porter, in relation to whom your | any time during his term of service. 
dispatch No. 9 of August 29 was written, died in the hospital here on the 18th Mrs. Fee's identity as the widowof Michael Fee is fully established by the tes 
instant. timony of Michael McBride, Elijah Castile, and others. It is farther shown by t 
I have the honor to be, sir, your obedient servant. timony submitted to your committee that the claimant is in bad health and ver 
SAMUEL G. RUBY, Consu/. | poor. She is now about fifty-seven years old and dependent almost « ntirely upon 
Hon. Wittiam F. WHartToy, : er friends and children for support. 
Assistant Secretary of State, Washington, D. (. Your commytee have recognized the justice of applications of this character in 
is a general bill reported to the House at thissession, and the bill for the relief of 


2011 I Srreer, Crry or WASHINGTON, Oclober 29, 1889 Jane Fee is therefore reported back with a favorable recommendation. 

. os , ’ -~ . . . 
My Dear Geyerat: Mrs, Porter will hand you this. She is the widow of The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
William Mackay Porter, who was once aclerk in the Adjutant-General’s Office. | being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
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JAMES FP, KIRBY. 


The next pension bueiness on the Private Calendar was the bill 
(H. R. 8605) to amend the military record of James P. Kirby. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he hereby is, authorized 
and directed to amend the military record of James P. Kirby, late a private of 
Company D, Ninety-fourth Regiment New York Volunteera, so as to show the 
said Kirby discharged by reasun of an injury to the left side caused by an acci- 
dental fall received on the line of a railroad on the march from Piedmont to Front 
Royal about May —, 1862. 


The report (by Mr. LANSING) is as follows: 


The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 8605) 
to amend the military record of James P. Kirby, submit the following report: 

James P. Kirby enlisted in the Ninety-fourth New York Volgnteers in 1861. In 
May, 1962, he received an injury to his side and stomach from a fall upon a rail- 
road track. He wae discharged for such injury, but the cause of discharge was 
stated to be cancer of the stomach. By a communication from the War Depart- 
ment it is stated the Department is of opinion that the record ‘‘showing him dis- 
charged by reason of cancer of stomach is erroneous,”’ 


The committee recommend that the bill do pass. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


HOSEA STONE, 


Mr. PETERS. Mr. Speaker, I find upon the Calendar a bill for 
the correction of the military record of Hosea Stone, which I did 
not know had been reported, and I ask unanimous consent that the 
Committee of the Whole be discharged from its farther considera- 
tion, and that the bill be considered at this time. 

There was no objection. 

The bill (H. R. 2593) was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, directed to 
correct the military record of Hosea Stone so as to show that he has been relieved 
from tho charge of desertion against him as a member of Battery A, Fourth 
United States Artillery, and to issue to said Stone an henorable discharge, to date 
from the 2ist da, of Jaly, 1865, from said battery. 


The report (by Mr. Carry) is as follows: 


The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 2503) 
to correct the military record of Hesea Stone, having considered the same re- 
spectfully report: 

That all the facts of this case are fally set out in the military record of this sol- 
dier, which ie herewith printed as a part of this report. He was continuously ia 
the military service of the United States trom October 19, 1862, to July 21, 1865, 
when he is charged with desertion. This soldier's good service daring nearly the 
entire period of the civil war, and the farther fact that he did not desert until 
war was over, the committee think will jastify Congress in granting the relief 
preposed by the bill. 

Wan DeranTMent, ADJUTANT GENERAL'S OFFice, 
Washington, May 16, 1890. 

Sin: I have the honor ¢o return herewith bill (H. R. 2593) for removal of charge 
of desertion from record of Private Hosea Stone, Battery A, Fourth United States 
Artillery, and in compliance with the request of the chairman of the Committee 
on Military Affairs, House of Representatives, to report that the records of this 
office show that Hosea Stone, private, Battery A, Fourth United States Artillery, 
enlisted October 19, 1862, for the balance of his volunteer service ; was discharged 
February 1, 1864, by reason of re-cnlistment; re-enlisted February 1, 1864, in Bat- 
tery A, Fourth United States Artillery, for three years; deserted July 21, 1865, at 
Camp Bailey, Maryland, and is still a deserter at . 

The case of this man is not covered by the provisions of the act of March 2, 
1889, the only law on the subject of removal of charge of desertion now in force, 
and in justice to ether enlisted men of the regular Army, whose status is similar 
to that of this man, I can net recommend favorable action in this individual case. 


Very respectfally, 
C. McKEEVER, 
Acting Adjutant-General. 
The Saecrerary or Wan. 
ADJUTANT-GENERAL'S OFFICE, June 5, 1890. 


ARTHUR MacARTHOR, Jr., 
Assistant Adjutant-General. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


JOSEPH DASCOMB. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
3766) granting a pension to Joseph Dascomb. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Joseph Dascomb, dependent father 
of Charles B. Dascom), late a private in Company D, Fourth New Hampshire In- 
fantry. 


The report (by Mr. Nuts) is as follows : 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom wax referred the bill (H. R. 3766) 
granting a pension to Joseph Dascomb, submit the following report : 

The claimant is the father of Charles B. Dascomb, who enlisted in Company D, 
Fourth New Hampshire Volunteers, Angust 12, 1862, was mustered ont of service 
August 24, 1865, and died May 19, 1874. The mother of the soldier applied for 

onsion in 1883, and died in March, 1885. The father’s application has been re- 
jected because, in the opinion of the medical referee, the soldier's death-cause, 
scrofulous sores, is not satisfacterily connected with the service. 

It is shown by the record that the soldier was under treatment for malarial 
fever from July 4, 1864, to December 2 of said year, for erythema in February, 
1865, and for congestion of lungs from March 6 to July 24, 1865. 

The case was specially examined to determine the general merits of the same, 
in particular with respect to the soldier's death-cause. De has been 
clearly established by the evidence obtained. Lay evidence only is obtainable with 
reference to soldier's condition from discharge to death, and its immediate cause, 
by reason of the death of the attending physician. The special examination was 
very thorough, and in eubmitting his report the examiner says: 

‘The lay evidence would appear to establish the fact that the soldier returned 
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from the service sick, and continued to grow worse until his death, in Ma 
Witnesses are all reliable. I think the case is one of merit, and that, pi. 
claimant the benefit of any doubts that may exist, it should be admitted 

Notwithstanding the favorable recommendation of the special exam 
medical referee objected to the allowance of the claim becanse of the als 
the medical evidence heretofore referred to. 

Your committee, however, concur in the conclusion reached by the 
aminer, and report favorably on the accompanying bill and recommend 
sage. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed andread a third ti: 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


APHIA M. BROWN. 


The next pension business on the Private Calendar wa 
(H. R. 4707) granting a pension to Aphia M. Brown. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is her 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of Aphia M. | 
mother of James F. Brown, late a private in Company D, Ninth New H 
Volunteers. 


The report (by Mr. Nurse) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. | 
granting a pension to Aphia M. Brown, submit the following report: 

Aphia M. Brown is the mother of James F. Brown, who, while serving 
poral in Company D, Ninth Regiment New Hampshire Volunteers, was k 
action near Petersburgh, Va., in September, 1864. She applied fur pensi 
dependent mother, but her claim has been rejected by the Pension Office | 
the soldier left surviving him a widow, who is also dead. Another son o! 
aged woman was likewise killed in battle, but be also left a widow survivir 

James F. Brown aided very materially in the support of his mother, as is 


a 


Fx 
established by the evidence on file. bY 
The claimant is now eighty-nine years of age, and an inmate of the poor-lions a 
of the county in which she resides, as is certified to by the proper authorities. 4 
can not long survive, and should no longer be permitted to be a charge upo 3 
community. 7 
Your committee therefore report favorably on the accompanying bill, a "i 
that it do pass. eS 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; « é 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passe: a 
ANNE MATTOCKS. & 


The next pension business on the Private Calendar was th. 
(H. R. 6800) granting apeneee to Anne Mattocks. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, « 
ized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions ani! 
ations of the pension laws, the name of Anne Mattocks, an applicant for a | 
sion under claim numbered 334307 as dependent mother of Icha W. Mattock ‘ 
late a soldier of Company A, First Vermont Cavalry Volunteers. ; 


The report (by Mr. Nutr) is as follows: : 
The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. It. 6* cv 

granting a pension to Anne Mattocks, submit the following report: Bt 
Anne Mattocks is the mother of Ichabod W. Mattocks, who enlisted in Septen 

ber, 1861, in Company A, First Vermont Cavalry, and died July 15, 1864, of wo 

received in action. 


It appears that while home on Slee in the spring of 1864, he married a wo: £ 
who was recognized by the Pension Office as his widow, and was paid a )« & 
until her remarriage in May, 1865. Ss 


Having left a widow surviving him, the mother’s claim had to be rejected |); 
the Pension Office. claimant was 4 by the father of the soldier ai 
early as 1845. She obtained a divorce from him in 1852, and has remained sin¢! 
ever since. Another son died while in service, and a third son contracted discas 
in the Army and died from its effects after discharge, 

Anne Mattocks was supported by her sons, the one on whose accoun! s 
claimed pension being the principal contributor, as it appears from the evii«: 
on file. She has by her own efforts mana, to eke ont an existence, but | 
now seventy-six years of age has become dependent upon her friends for su) 

Your committee are of opinion that the case is meritorious, and theref«:: 
port favorably on the accompanying bill and ask that it do pass. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; ani | 
ing engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and pass: 
ABBIE A. COLSON. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (1! 
6217) granting a pension to Abbie A. Colson. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions « 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Abbie A. Colson, of Winterpor!. \: 
non compos sfster of John L. Colson, late a private in the Third Regiment Mou: 
Arie. Maine Volunteers, at the rate of $18 per month, and the said pens 
be paid to her legally constituted guardian. 


The report (by Mr. Nuts) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. }: : 
granting a pension to Abbie A. Colson, submit the following report: 

Abbie A. Colson is the insane sister of John L. Colson. who enlisted Dec: 
30, 1861, in the Third Battery, Maine Artillery, was discharged therefrom J 
1865, and died of disease contracted in the service, October 21, 1868, leav 
wife or minor children surviving him. The mother of the soldier received « 
sion on account of his death and dependence upon him, which she drew un 
death in April, 1885. The father of the soldier is also dead. 

The beneficiary applied forg pension, but ber claim has been rej ' 
by the Pension Office, because she had the pensionable age at the | 
her mother’s death. She is shown to have no property of any kind, and : 
come except $2 per month State pension, and is taken care of by a widowed s'-' 
who is compelled to earn her own support by manual ; 

The case comes clearly within the well established rules of Congress, a1‘! 
committee, therefore, report favorably on the accompanying bill and ask t!.' 
do pass, amended, however, by striking out the word “regiment,” in line 7 
inserting therein instead the word “ battery.” 


The amendment recommended by the committee in the report 4° 


agreed to. 





as 
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eg 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third | J. D. GOLDEN 
time; avd being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time,| Mr, OSBORNE. Mr. Speak sk unanimous consent th 





Committee of the Whole be dis harged fror » farther considerat 
of the bill (H. R. 5133) for the relief of J. D. Golden. and that 
bill be put apon its passage 

There was no objection. 


and passed. 
CATHARINE M’MANUS. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 3376) 

anting a pension to C»tharine McManus. 


gr 


The bill was read, as follows: | The bill was read, as follow 

Be it enacted, ete, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is | a | Be it enacted, etc., That the S a het vnthorized 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and to amend the records of e office by pla 7 ; of J. D. Gold 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Catharine McManus, widow of John rolls of Company B, Ninth Rezgir Per + Volunteers, three 
McManus, late a sergeant in Company D, Third Regiment New Jersey Infants service, as a musician, as of the 22d day of Ay 1861 ne to him a 


minor child under sixteen years of age at his decease. 


at the rate of $12 per month from his decease, and $2 additional per month for each able discharge as of t} 4th day of July, 1861 
| rhe report (by Mr. Carry 3 as follows 
j 
} 





The report (by Mr. BeLKNapP) is as foilows: e Committee on Military Affairs, to w vas referred the b 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H.R. 3376) | ™ re cr a Laggan Soar ee, Sa ie 
eranting a pension toCatharine McManus, sabmit the following report aa lide a — — = pa Pay aeey Sm rs a ea er 
"The claimant is the widow of John McManus, sergeant Company D, Third | eeeeee eee ei eee ee eae ney ee a ene ; 
New Jersey Infantry, who enlisted May 26, 1861, and was discharged June 23, | Senhens as ae ee see a We ce 
1864. He was wounded in the knee at the battle of North Anna, Va., May GERSMAT OS VY _TORCSS, GF CEPERUER OF GCEVICS. 











: *h ne of. tolden does not ap f : 

1864. The evidence of eoveral persone shows that this wound never healed. but | . py ay pe » ps Cant Willian ee 
became arunning sore and made necessary the use of a pair of crutches. Thi aa = nl ~ aie - nit ot of the oo pan ‘ 
evidence of comrades and neighbors shows that he was a man of good habits b ne a re oe an oe Coe on Some Snes os 

\ : is enli term Of service was compelled to drop from A g 
fore, during, and after his enlistment. F these was the name of the claimant. That. f 

The evidence of Joseph W. Campbell, M. D., on file with the claim, is to this | 7. Sinin Geen tet Oke lists sini diaaiiaes aah ; age 
effect: He swears that he treated the soldier in 1870 for chronic diarrhea and for | © oh a ee aa ti 3 ~ ney cys aang Lapedhars ae grag pene 

‘ ‘ , . suct f vice a he Com! 6 VELIEVS He 18 CHDLILICH tO LOS mii 

gunshot woand of knee, which was a bad running sore. E. A. Marsh, surgeon (Aecpdade- Eon p+ cee ; 


: : vill be estat 16d by the sag th ills 
swears that he treated the soldier for this wound, and, up to a short time before | ‘ be established b passage of the b 





: ; : d he facts bearing upon this case are fully shown by the ompan 
his death, that the wound never healed and was continuously discharging, which a pepo _ iam f ” , ane . : . ors y itt * ; e the . etal 
: ili en hia + ain hae avit ) ith of the np § ind itl _o ne ciaimant W 

caused weakness and general debility of the entire system. This is also proven printed herewith and made a part of 1! esl fen: weer 8 


by the testimony of other physicians. —__ 
“While in this weak and suffering condition the soldier went to a small brook | 
near his home after dark , that this brook could be crossed by stepping upon s: 


the bill do pass 









} 

stones; he at the time used a pair of crutches to assist him in walking ; his body STATE OF PENNSYLVANIA, County of Armstroi 
was found the next morning in the brook, he having fallen into the water and been In the matter of change of record, etc., case of J. D. Golden, late 1 un 
drowned. It is the opinion of all the —_ who knew him that his death in this | pany B, Ninth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteers (three months’ serv 
manner was due to his condition caused Sy his wounds. The claim was rejected | 9, shia aa a f May. A.D. 1 al} hef ; 

a a : oo | n this 3d day of M: A. D. 1884, personally appeared before me, a atice 
on account of the mannerofthe death. The evidence is that he was a good soldier | the peace in aud for the aforesaid county, daly authorized to administer oat 
and there is no doubt his death i due to - eae. | William Sirw eil, aged 65 years, a resi ient of Kittanning, in the « ounty of Arn 

Your committee recommend the passage of the bill. | strong and State of Pennsylvania, well known to me to be reputable and entitled 

Mr. MORRILL. Mr. Speaker, there ought to be an amendment | vot voy Magen by os Sie ot bene See tnectacaen Waamteces 

o . . ows: 1 i > 3 ta ompany i i .ocime nmnsy i A 

to that bill. Without an amendment it would carry arrears. Volunteers (three months’ service). 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. There is no amendment recommended This claimant enlisted in Company B, as musician, April 16, 1861. He did d 
by the committee, but a motion to amend is in order. | as musician of the company from date of his enlistment up to discharge of ! 


pany. He never received pay for his services, nor was he mustered out with the 
company, for the reason that [I had with me an excess of men and when muster 
out rolls were made I dropped his name, with that of others, in order to mak« 
muster-roll conform with the regulations at that time. His post-oflice address is 
Kittanning, Armstrong County, Pennsylvania. He farther declares that he has 
no interest in said case and is not concerned in its prosecution 

WILLIAM SIRWELL 


Mr. MORRILL. The committee really recommended the amend- 
ment, but they may have neglected to put it in. I move that the 
bill be amended by striking out, in line 8, the words “ from his de- 
cease,” so as to have the pension take effect on the passage of the 
bill. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


STATE OF PENNSYLVANIA, County of Armstrong, 8 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third Sworn to and subscribed before me this day by the above-named afflant, and | 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, certify that I read said affidavit to said affiant, including the words ——— erased 


and the words 





33e added, and acquainted him with its contents before he exe 
and passed. cuted the same. I further certify that I am inno wise in‘erested in said case, 1 
am I concerned in its prosecution ; and that said affiant is personally known to 
me and that he is a credible person. 
{SEAL.. } SAMUEL N. LEI 
Justice of the Pe 


SOLOMON R. ‘RUCH. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 4722) 
granting a pension to Solomon R. Ruch. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the limitations of the 
pension laws, the name of Solomon R. Ruch, late a private in Company A, Four- 
teenth United States Iniantry. 


The report (by Mr. Craic) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 4722) 
granting a jon to Solomon R. Ruch, submit the following report: 

That soldier enlisted February 1, 1862, and was discharged January 18, 1862. 
Filed a claim for — December 2, 1881, alleging that he contracted chronic 
diarrhea in Jane, 1862, and that his eyesight began to fail and has continued to 
grow worse. 

This claim was specially examined, and, after fall investigation, was rejected 
February, 1886, on the ground that no chronic diarrhea has existed in a pension- 
able degree since enlistment, and that the record shows that the eyes were affected 

to enlistment. In the certificate of disallity is recited : 

“I certify that I have carefally examined the said Solomon R. Ruch * * * 
and find him incapable of performing the duties of a soldier becanse of near-sight- 
edness existing prior to enlistment.” 

The evidence on the special examination showed he had been near-sighted from 
infancy. The claimant could not and did not deny this disability. Near-sighted- 
ness existed before the war, but he contended he contracthd disease of the eyes in 
the service. There is on question of origin in the service no record evidence or 
medical testimony. Two comrades testify to a recollection of watery or sore 
= There is evidence of neighbors of complaints of sore eyes shortly after dis- 
c 


STATE OF PENNSYLVANIA, County of Jefferson, 3s 


In the matter of correction, etc., in case of J. D. Golden, late musician Company 
B, Ninth Pennsylvania Volunteers (three months’ service). 


On this 30th day of April, A. D. 1884, personally appeared before me, aclerk of 
court of quarter sessions in and for the aforesaid county, duly authorized to ad 
minister oaths, N. G. Pinney, aged forty-five years, a resident of Brookville, in 
the county of Jefferson, and State of Pennsylvania, well known to me to be repu 
table and entitled to credit, and who, being duly sworn, declared in relation to 
aforesaid case as follows: 

That he was late first lientenant of Company B, Ninth Regiment Pennsy!vania 
Volunteers pa months’ service). Was one of the original members of said 
company and served with it up to discharge. This applicant as above was en 
listed in Kittanning, Armstrong County, Pennsylvania, as musician of the com 
pany, April 16, 1861, and was mustered with the company at Harrisburg, Pa., as 
musician, April 22, 1261. 

The claimant done duty as musician of company from enlistment to muster out 
both in company and regiment band of the regiment. The claimant never 1 
ceived his pay, nor was he mustered ont with the company, although his servic 
had been continuous and he was present at muster out of the company, for th 
reason that Captain Sirwell had an excess of men along with company during th 
term, and when we came to be mustered out he, the.captain, dropped this clain 
ant’s name as musician and substituted the names of William W. W. Wallace 
and Thomas C. Wilson as musicians, although neither one of last named had 
ever done a day’s duty as musicians of company, but instead had done duty a 
privates. 

His post-office address is Brookville, Jefferson County, Pennsylvania. He further 
declares that he has no interest in said case and is not concerned in it *] rosecutior 

N ‘INNEY 


mM. G. 









Prior to rejection claimant had three examinations: March, 1882. Surgeon says 
impaired of both eyes ; letters one-half inch in size can not be distinguished 
2 feet distant; pupils large. October, 1882. Board doubt disability and origin of 


disease of eyes to any greatextent. July 9, 1884. Another board, under instruc- STATE OF PENNSYLVANIA, County of Je 





tion, report upon a test examination disease of eyes, and rate total third grade for Sworn to and subscribed before nx above-named affiant, and I 
pee ee of bytitis with nerve changes and cataract capsular, | certify that I read said affidavit to said affiant. in ng the words ——— erased 
result of inflammatory trouble; no signs of syphilis. The evidence was all twice 


and the words ——— added, and acquainted hin 1 its contents before he exe 
cuted the same. I further certify that [am i: 6 interested in said case, nor 
am I concerned in its prosecution; and that said afliant personally known to me 
and that he is a credible person 
{SEAT THOMAS 1 HASTINGS, 
Prothe nor 





reviewed on appeal to Secretary of the Interior and rejection confirmed, although 
the Secretary says he inclines to think there is some merit in the case. 

Your committee, in view of the fact that claimant ts now blind, believe it a 
Proper case to grant some relief and recommend the panne of the bill, amended 
80 as to place beneficiary on the rolls at $18 per month. 


The amendment recommended by the committee, adding at the end 


of the bill the words “at the rate of eighteen dollars per month,” 
was agreed to. 


STATE OF PENNSYLVANIA, County of Armatrong, # 
In the matter of correction of record, ete., case of J. D. Golden te mus 


gree ee -  S 


r . Company B, Ninth Pennsylvania Volunteer three months ice 
_ The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read athird | 9) okies me “e ston as 7 is . n ao 
> . ke : . may, A. i654, personally appeare vefore I ice of 
-_ ; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, | 4. peace in and for the aforesaid county, duly authorized to ailminister oaths, J 


D. Golden, aged thirty-six years, a resident of Kittanning, in the county of Arm. 
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atrong and State of Pennsylvania, well known to me to be reputable and entitled 
to credit, and who, being duly sworn, declared in relation to aforesaid case as fol- 
lows 

That he enlisted in Company B, Ninth Pennsylvania Volunteers (three months’ 
service), as musician, at Kittanning, Pa., April 16, 1861, and was mustered with 
the company a8 musician at Harrisbarg, Pa., April 22, 1861. That he did duty 
as musician of the company from date of enlistment, April 16. 1861, up to discharge 
of company, July 24, 1861. That the captain, William Sirwell, took an excess of 
men with him into the service and kept the excess with him until the company 
was discharged as al When we came to be discharged the captain dropped 


pove 
my name from the muster out roll as musician and substitated the name of Will- 
iam W. W. Wallace or Thomas C. Wilson in its stead, although neither of them 
had ever done a day's service as musician. As a consequence I never was mus- 
tered out and never received pay for my services, por a credit for my services, 

hich I value highly. The application is made with a view of having the record 
changed so as to show my service and to secure an honorabie discharge for the 
same, and pay for said service 

His post-office address is Kittanning, Armstrong County, Pennsylvania. He 
further declares that he bas interest in said case and is concerned in its prosecution- 

J. D. GOLDEN. 


STATE OF PENNSYLVANIA, County of Armstrong, #8 


Sworn to and subscribed before me this day by the above-named afiiant, and I 
certify that I read said affidavit to said affiant, inclnding the words erased, 
an! the words — added, and acquainted him with its contents before he ex- 
ecuted the same. I further certify that I am in no wise interested in said case, 
nor am I concerned in ite prosecution; and that said affiant is personally known 
to me and that he is a credible person 

[SKAL.] SAMUEL N. LEE, Justice of the Peace. 


I, I. J. Hays, clerk of the county court in and for aforesaid county and State, 
do certify that Samuel N. Lee, esq., who hath signed his name to the foregoing 
declaration and affidavit, was at tho time of so doing an acting justice of the peace 
in and for said county and State, daly commissioned and sworn; that all his 
official acts are entitled to full faith and credit, and that his signature thereunto 
is genuine, 








Witness my hand and seal of office this 2d day of May, 1884. 
H. J. MAYS, 
Clerk of the Orphans’ Court of Armatrong County, Pennsylvania 
To the honorable the Senate and House of Representatives 


of the United States of America in Congress assembled : 

The petition of the subscriber, a citizen of Kitanning Borongh,-in the county of 
Armstrong, ip the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, respectfully showeth : That he 
enlisted in Company B, Ninth Regiment Pennsylvauia Volunteers (three months’ 
service), as musician, at Kittanning, Pa., April 16, 1861, and was mustered with 
the company as musician at Harrisburg, Pa., April 22, 1861; that he did duty as 
musician of the company from date of enlistment up to and at discharge of com- 
pany, July 24 1861; that the captain, William Sirwetl, in making out the muster 
in and out roll, drepped the name of your petitioner from the same in an unan- 
thorized and unwarranted manner, so that now in the Adjatant-General's Office 
your petitioner ie without record of said service, as also pay for the said service. 

Your petitioner therefore respectfully prays ae onorable Congress will 
pass an enabling act giving your petitioner a record and pay for said service ren- 
dered as above in the armies of the United States; and your petitioner will ever 


pray, etc 
J. D. GOLDEN. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


JOHN YOST. 


‘The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 1863) 
granting a pension to John Yost. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, aun- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension lawa, the name of John Yost, late a member of Com- 
pany I, Thirtieth Regiment Wisconsin Infantry Volunteers. 

The report (by Mr. SAWYER) is as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 1863) 
granting a pension to John Yost, submit the following report: 

The claimant enlisted Angust 13, 1862, and served in Company I, Thirtieth 
Wisconsin Volunteers, and was mustered out with his company September 20, 
1865. While on duty in Montana he suffered from mountain fever, diarrhea, 
rheumatism, and scurvy, and was confined in hospital at Fort Union. Of this 
hospital there seems to be no record in the office of the Surgeon-General, bat the 
treatment of claimant is fally established by officers and comrades of his com- 
pany, some of the latter being confined with him in said hospital; also by nurse 
attending him, who testifies that he was being treated for mountain fever. The 
testimony shows that the regimental surgeon attending him has since died. 

This sickness was in the spring of 1864, and is fully sustained by the records in 
the Adjutant-General's Office, which show him present with iment until Feo- 
ruary 29, 1864; absent during March and April, 1864; left at Nebraska City with 
sick men, and sick until Jane 30, 1864; rejoined company July 26, 1864, from ab- 
sence with sick. ‘The records in the Surgeon-General's Office show that claimant 
was nnn ag to post hospital, Louisville, Ky., September 5, 1865, with intermit- 
tent fever." 

‘The sergeant of the company testifies to his sickness with mountain fever in 
Mantana, and in hospital at Louisville, and says he was never well after his first 
sickness at Fort Union, and when with the company was only able for light 
daty. 

Norman L. Burk, a comrade, swears that he knows of his sickness, and that he 
was in hospital in Montana, and that he believes be never fally recovered from 
the effecta of the same daring his term of service. He also testifies to his suffer- 
ing from scurvy in March anid April, 1865. 

John McClose attended him as a nurse in the hospital in Montana and knows 
he never fully recovered. 

Elisha J Horton, a comrade, was sick in same hospital and corroborates the 
other witnesses as to this and later sicknesses in service. 

It is fally established that claimant was a sound man at the time of enlistmen 
and six reputable men of his neighborhood testify to the fact that he retarn 
home immediately after bis discharge sick with chronic diarrhea and that he has 
never recovered, and tohis inability by reason of his physical condition to per- 
form manual labor ; the testimony is uncontradicted. 

Your committee therefore recommend the passage of the bill. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


MRS. BRIDGET HANDERHINE. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
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6297) granting a pension to Mrs. Bridget Handerhine, widow of Da, 
iel Handerhine. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-ro!], subject to the provisions ay! 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mrs. Bridget Handerbine, widow 
Daniel Handerhine, late of Company B. First District of Columbia Infant: 
of Company B, Second District of Columbia Veterans. 


The report (by Mr. SawYER) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Peusions, to whom was referred the bill (H. i. 
granting a pension to Mrs. Bridget Handerhine, bave considered the same 
respectfully submit the following report: 

The claimant's late husband, Daniel Handerhine, was a private in Company 
First District of Columbia Volunteers, and Compauy B, same regiment, from (ct 
ber 26, 1861, until mastered out with his company September 12, 1865. He die 
Windsor, N. ¥., D cember 6, 1870, and on the 22d of August, 1879, his widow (t 
claimant) filed an application for pension, declaring that his death was caused |), 
chronic diarrhea which originated in the service and line of duty. 

The widow's claim was rejected by the Pension Bureau February 8, 1883, on + 
ground that there is no record of the soldier having incurred diarrhea in the 
ice, and the claimant could not furnish the testimony required of her. 

The evidence presented by the claimant is as follows: 

Michael Hauderhine and John Dillon swear that they were employed by t 
Government and saw the soldier at Alexandria, Va., in January and Februa 
1865, and he was at that time suffering severely from dumb ague and chronic (i 
rhea. 

Willoughby Pauley swears that he was a member of the same company w 
claimant's husband and persovally knows that seid Daniel Handerhine was tak: 
sick with diarrhea while in line of duty, at Alexandria, Va., on or about Februa 
15, 1865, and he was quite sick with said disease. 

Dr. George A. Thayer testifies that at the time of enlistment the soldier v 
sound, robust, and healthy; that in the month of December, 1864, the soldier » 
at home on furlough and he (the doctor) was called upon to treat him for chro: 
cuarrhea and fever; also that after the soldier's discharge, to wit, about Dex 
ber, 1865, he was again called to attend him on account of said disease. At t! 
time the soldier wasemaciated and suffering severely from diarrhea and its result 
intermittent fever, etc. Witness treated the soldier until June, 1866. 

John F. Sullivan swears that be was boarding in the house of Mr. Fran 
Ellis, at Windsor, N. Y., and personally knows the fact that Daniel Handerhin 
died there December 6, 1870, and it was the common report that he died of chron 
diarrhea. Jobn O. Sullivan testifies to the same effect as the last-named witn: 

Upen showing that she is in very poor health and so needy as to be depend 
upon charity for support, the claimant's application was made special by the I. 
sion Barean. 

After a review of all the facts your committee are of the opinion that what: 
doubts arise respecting the merits of the claim are not too great to be justly 1 
solved in the claimant's favor, and the bill is therefore reported back with 1 
recommendation that it do pass. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; a: 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passe:| 


CIIRISTIAN SCHAUB,. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 10106) granting an increa 
of pension to Christian Schaub. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, a 
thorized and directed to increase the pension of Christian Schaub, late of Co: 
pany A,Sixteenth Regiment New York Heavy Artillery, to $50 a month, payal'« 
to his legally constituted guardian. 


The report (by Mr. SAWYER) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H.R. 101¢ 
granting an increase of pension to Christian Schaub, submit the following re 

rt: 
P Christian Schaub served as private in Company A, Sixteenth Regiment New 
York Heavy Artillery, from July 15, 1863, to August 21, 1865. He applied fo: 
pension October 4, 1880, on account of rheumatism and effects of sunatroke. T) 
claim for the former was allowed at $4 per month, but the latter was rejected o 
the ground that the evidence is not deemed sufficient to show origin in the se: 


ice. 

The claimant alleged that the sunstroke was incurred in July, 1864. Thiere 
no record of the incurrence of the sunstreke, but the hospital records do show 
that he was under treatment from June 13 to 28, and also in August, 1864; diay 
nosis not given for these periods except after August 16, 1864, when treated fo: 
icterus, and later for diarrhea and intermittent fever, also for rheumatism. 11 
was also under treatment for some time before discharge. 

The case has been specially examined, and after exhausting all sources of info 
mation the special examiner recommended the allowance of the claim. The mos: 
important evidence obtained is that of the assistant surgeon of the regiment, wh: 
is shown to be reputable. He testifies that he remembers that some time in A 
gust, 1864, claimant incurred sunstroke, for which he received treatment. Tw: 
comrades also testify that soldier was overcome by heat, but differ as to time 0 
occurrence. 

There is ample testimony showing that soldier after his return from servi: 
acted strangely. He complained mach of dizziness and could not endare the sun « 
heat, did little work ; in fuct cen — his wife for asupport. His mind l« 
came more and more affected. Singing. dancing, and preaching to imaginary cv 
gregations became bis principal occupation. When spoken to he flew into a pa 
sion, oftentimes assaulting members of his family, until finally, in 1888, he was « 
clared insane and incurable. 

While the evidence presented may not be entirely satisfactory for the pu 

of the Pension Office, yet your committee are of opinion that it is sufficient 
o show that soldier incurred sunstroke in the service and that his present ( 
plorable condition is the direct result thereof, and therefore report favorably © 
the accompanying bill and ask that it do pags. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read athird time: aud 
was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


ROBERT C. KERR. 


The next business on the Private Ca)endar was the bill (H.R. 1864 
to place the name of Robert C. Kerr on the pension-roll. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, av 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions an‘ 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Robert C. Kerr, late of Company (i 
Eleventh Regiment Minnesota Volunteer Infantry. 
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1890. 


The report (by Mr. Saw YER) is as follows: 


rhe Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 1864) 
eranting a pension to Robert Cc. Kerr. submit the following report oe 
The claimant was a private in Company G, Eleventh Minnesota Vo'unteer In 
try, and was honorably discharged on the 26th day of June, 1865. About June 
0, 1865, while on detail daty ‘‘on wood train guard "near Gallatin, Tenn., he was 
injured in the groin by the kick of a mule. He was never sent to the hospital, but 
was treated by the asaistant surgeon of the regiment, who says in his testimony 
that in the month of June, 1865, in camp at Gallatin, Tenn., the said soldier, R. 
C. Kerr, when on duty there was hurt bya mule. Deponent found a slight swell- 
ing in said soldier's left inguinal region, but could not state it was hernious. 
Said soldier, Kerr, received medical aid then and there in said camp by deponent. } 
He also testifies to the soundness and good health of soldier at time of enlistment. | 
The corporal of company testifies that « laimant was off duty for several days in | 
| 
| 


fan 


latter part of spring of 1865, by reason of sickness. : . 

The injury received seems at the time to have been considered by the ass 
surgeon a bruise only, but to have developed into hernia. | 
if Runke, a practicing physician, testifies that in the year 1865, in the month 

of'November, at Stillwater, Mo., he made a medical examination of claimant and 
found that he was ruptured in the left side, and that the rupture was abont as 
big as a goose-egg, and is about the same sizo yet (in Jannary, 1883) ; that he or- 
dered claimant a truss, which he continued to wear, and that he is incapacitated 
from obtaining subsistence by manual labor. 

The testimony as to the injury is corroborated by comrades and neighbors who 
knew him immediately after his discharge, and who have had continued acquaint- 
ance with his disabiilty since. The disability was incurred only a few days before 
the muster-out of the regiment, which fully accounts for the absence ot record evi- 
dence. But the testimony of the assistant surgeon of the regiment and of com- 
-ades fully satisfies your committee that the injury was inourred in line of daty, 
and justice to the claimant requires that he should be placed on the pension 
roi. 


tant 
Islant 





The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 

being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. , 
CATHERINE DOYLE. 

The next business was the bill (H. R. 4894) increasing the pension 
of Catherine Doyle. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and ho is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to increase the pension of Catherine Doyle, widow of Michael 
Doyle, late of Company B, First Regiment District of Columbia Volunteer Cav- 
alry, to $20 per month, in lieu of the pension now received by her. 

The report (by Mr. SawYER) is as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 4894) | 


increasing the pension of Catherine Doyle, submit the following report: 

The beneficiary is the widow of Michael Doyle, late a private in Company B, First 
District of Columbia Cavalry, who enlistea July 22, 1863, and was discharged 
October 26, 1865. 

She is now drawing a pension at the rato of $12 per month. She appeared be- 
fore your committee. She is now an old woman, totally blind, with no children 
or relatives, and her only means of support is the pension she is pow receiving. 

Your committee think it but just to give this poor, lonely, childless, blind, sol- 
dier’s widow larger means of su rt, and therefore recommend the passage of 
the bill, with an amendment strik ng out the word ‘‘thirty"’ in the sixth line and 
inserting in the place thereof the word ‘' twenty." 


The amendment reported by the committee was read and agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, 
and passed. 


AUGUSTUS D. HUBBELL. 
The next business was the bill (H. R. 5685) for the relief of Au- 
gustnus D. Hubbell. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to cause the removal of the charge of desertion from the record of 
Augustus D, Hubbell, late Company C, Third New York Cavalry. 


The report (by Mr. Carey) is as follows: 


The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 5685) 
for the relief of Augustus D. Hubbell, have considered the same, and submit the 
tollowing report: 

Augustus D. Hubbell was mustered into the volunteer service as a private in 
Company C, Third New York Cavalry, August 3, 1861, when about sixteen years 
of age. He served faithfully until January, 1864, when he re-enlisted as a veteran 
in the same organization, to serve three years or until the close of the war. 

He deserted in April, 1864. 

lt eqpeuse from the evidence submitted to the committee that this soldier, 
though a young boy, served faithfally for two years and eight months, and won 
the esteem of his officers and comrades for his bravery and good conduct; that 
subsequent to his enlistment his ‘ather and brother entered the military service 
in other organizations, leaving at home only his mother and a little brother ten 
years old. His father was killed in a charge at Fort Wagner. His mother's 
health failing after his father’s death, she repeatedly wrote, begging him to como 
home to her. Foratime the boy withstood the entreaties of his mother, but at 
last his affection for her and the memory of his filial obligation overcame every 
other consideration and he deserted and went home and remained with her until 
the war was over. 

This ceuntry has condoned and forgiven much that occurred during the period 
of the war, your committee believe that it may throw its mantle of charity 
over the one blot in this young soldier's career, if it was a disgrace to prefer the 
obligations conferred by a mother's love, in view of her distressing condition, to 
the fealty he owed to his country. 

Your committee recommend that the bill be amended by adding to the end of 
the bill the words ‘‘and t him an honorable discharge under date of April 4, 
1864,” and that the bill when so amended do pass. Your committee submit here- 
with for the information of the House the report of the Secretary of War and the 
statement of facts presented by the soldier's comrades and officers. 





Case of Augustus (D.) Hubbell, late private Company C, Third New York Cavalry 
olunteers. 
RECORD AND PENSION Division, May 7, 1890. 
Augustus Hubbell, private Company C, Third New York Cavalry Volunteers, 
was enrolled on Angust 3, 1861, to serve three years. He was present with his 
company on December 31, 1863, and re-enlisted as Angustus D. Hubbell, a veteran 
volunteer, on January 5, 1864. The muster-roll of Fe ruary 29, 1864, reports him 
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roll of April 30, 1864, shows h 
or March, 1864, reports | 
His name is not borne on any mu 


“Absent with leave since January 1 
“ Deserte:t April 4, 1864;" and the reg 
‘Absent without leave since March 28. 1864 
ter-rolls subsequent to April 30, 1864 

No testimony in the case and no application 
for removal of the charge of desertion is pendiu z, a former application having been 
returned to the authorized attorney in t sc on Ma 30, 1887, with t infor 
mation that the provisions of the yf Congress app i July 5, 1884, do not 
cover the case ; 

In the absence of any testimor it can r ) pro 
visions of the act of Congress: ap M 330 y he status of the 
case. 


Respectfully su tted 





ntal retarn 





( AINSWORTH 
( Tracted <4 ‘ 
Che SECRETARY Wa 
To Hon. CHARLES BELKNA! 
Dear Sir: This is to certify that we served with Aug is D. Hubbell in Cor 
pany C, Third New York Caval that we knew him to be a brave and obedient 
soldier, and one who never shirked his duty or exhibited the slightest fear in the 


face of the enemy. 

He was but sixteen years of age when he enlisted the service, and served faith- 
fully for nearly three years, when he re-enlisted. After his re-enlistment he 
served about three months. His father was a member of the One hundredth 
New York Volunteer Infantry and was killed in a charge on Fort Wagner, Jaly 
18, 1863. His brother was a member of the Forty-ninth New York Volunteer In- 
fantry. He had but one other brother, and he was but ten years of age. After 
the death of his father his mother’s health began tv fail, and in her letters to him 
she begged him to come home to her. His love for his mother outweighed every 
other consideration, and he, taking advice from older comrades, deserted and 
went directly home, in the year 1864. 

When we consider his age when he enlisted the service, his record as a soldier— 
a braver boy never lived—the death of his father in the Army, his mother’s con 






' dition, and the advice of older comrades, we can but feel that his act siould be 


condoned, and we most respectfully ask that the charge of desertion be removed 
and that he be granted an honorable discharge. 
5. C. PIERCE 


Late I vant-Colonel. Third New York Cavalry 
MAURICE LEYDEN, 

Late Major, Third New York Oavairy. 
MILTON H. SMITH, 

Late] ¢ ( ny O, New Third York Cavalry 


B. J. SCOTT. 
PETER H. BREWER. 
GEORGE KARE 
JOHN G. JENKINS 
The amendment recommended by the committee, to add to the bill 
the words ‘‘and to grant him an honorable discharge under date of 
April 4, 1864,” was read and agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be eugrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, 





JAMES A, MITCHELL! 


Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
Mitchell. 


The next business on the Private 
5896) granting a pension to James A 

The bil! was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior l is ret 1uthor 
| ized and directed to place on the pension-rolls the name of James A. Mitchell, of 
| Keokuk, Iowa, late a private of Company C, Sixtieth Regiment of United 
| Colored Troops, and pay him a pension according to the provisions and limita 

tions of the pension laws 


The report (by Mr. FLick) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (1. Bt. 5896) 
granting a pension to James A. Mitchell, submit the following report : 

James A. Mitcheli, alias James Alfred, served as private in Company C, Six 
tieth Regiment United States Colored Troopa, from August 15, 1863, to Octole 
15, 1865. On February 17, 1879, he filed his claim for pension on account of injury 
of right knee, incurred about November, 1863, by falling in a ditch and on h 
masket while on skirmish drill. The claim has been rejected by the Pension 
Office on the greund that the evidence tends to show that the present disability is 
due to a burn of the leg prior to enlistment, rather than to the alleged injury in 
the service. : 

The case has been specially examined, and claimant admits that when an infant 

| the right leg was slightly burned, and that some years later bis left leg was 

| burned, but denies that there ever was anything wrong with his right knee o1 
that he was in any way disabled at time of his enlistment. In this he is corrob« 
rated by the officers and enlisted men of the company, as well as neighbors who 
knew him at and prior to his entry into service. 

Lieut. W. A. E. Tisdale, subsequently major and brevet lieutenant colonel of 
volunteers, testifies before the special examiner that while stationed at Keokuk 
Iowa, in November, 1863, and while on drill, double quick, some of the members 
of the company fell, and one of them was badly hurt and had to be helped! back 
tocamp. Has no doubt claimant was the identical man; knows that he was lam: 
thereatter and placed on duty as a teamster. Comrades Teems, Lewis, an 
George Thomas testify pestsvets to the injary on drill and claimant 6 subsequent 
lameness, while Comrades George Rebo, William Stuart, and Peter Holmes tes 
tify to the condition of the leg subsequent to the injary, and while under treat 
ment in regimental hospital. 

The records of the War Department fail to furnish any information as to allege 
injury or treatment therefor, but do show that on December 22, 1263, at Helena 
Ark., he was detailed for service in the ambulance corps, and continued in suc! 

| service until mustered out. 

There is an abundance of testimory showing beyond a doubt that claimant was 
in no way disqualified for the poepeme e of military duty at time of enlistment 
and until his injury in November following, and that upon his return home and 
ever since he has been Jame and otherwise badly disabled in the limb. 

Medical examinations locate the injurv as extending from patella to outside of 
knee-joint, over a space of 4to 5 inches, with constant discharge. Dr. P. J. Payne 
under date of December 4, 1889, says: “‘ The present sore is at the bend of the knee 
causing severe pain whenever the leg is flexed or extended in the least, and pre 
vents claimant from doing any labor whatever that requires much or any movi 


| 
| 
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about on his feet.’ 

In the opinion of your committee the evidence shows that the service, and not 
the injury prior to enlistment, is responsiblej for the claimant's present di 
ability, and therefore report favorably on the accompanying bill, and ask 
do pass. 


that it 
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The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly rea the third time, and passed. 
JAMES A. HULL. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
8856) for the relief of James A. Hull. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension lawa, the name of James A. Aull, father of Chauncey A. 


Hull, late a private in Company B, One hundred and ninth New York Volunteer 
Infantry 


The report (by Mr. SAWYER) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R 
$856) granting a pension to James A. Hull, have considered the same and report 
as follows: 

Tho claimant's son, Chauncy A. Hull, entered the service as a private in Com- 

any H, One hundred and ninth New York Velunteera, on the 13th of Augast, 

B82, at Binghamton, N. Y., and he is borne on the rolls as present to April 30, 
1863. He was diacharged the service May 6, 1863, on surgeon's certificate of dis- 
ability, which states that “ he has suffered for the last four months with dyspep- 
sia very severely and has proved himself incompetent for duty on acsount of 
idiocy.’ 

He again enlisted December 25, 1863; this time in Company B, One hundred and 
ninth New York (the same regiment in which he served his first term), and died 
on or about October 14, 1864, in Fifth Army Corps field hospital, City Point, Va. ; 
canse of death not noted in the records 

James A. Hull, the father of the soldier, filed an application for pension Novem- 
ber 11, 1879, alleging partial dependence upon the soldier at the time of the lat- 
ter’s death. This claim was rejected March 7, 1887, on the ground that death 
causo is unknown and dependence not established. 

The claim was subsequently reopened by the Pension Bureau and sent out for 
special examination, but on July 14, 1888, it was again rejected on the ground ‘*that 
soldier did not recognize his obligation to support his father, and died by reason 
of his own mental incapacity to take care of fimeelf.” 

Tt is not denied that the soldier was not “ bright,” but the testimony as to the 
extent of his mental deficiency is conflicting. It seems, however, that his mental 
incapacity was not such as to prevent the Government from twice accepting his 
services as a soldier in the same regiment. 

As to death cause: The evidence adduced upon the special examination of the 
case shows that for some time prior to his go™g to hospital the soldier suffered se- 
verely from disease of the liver or bowels, and there is nothing to rebut the pre- 
sumption that naturally arises that he died of said disease. e died while still 
in the service. 

The testimony shows that at and for some time prior to the time of the soldier's 
death his father, James A. Hull, was in poor health, being incapacitated u @ con- 
siderable extent for the performance of manual labor by reason of rheumatism. 
Ia addition to this, it is shown that he was then and has been ever since a very 
poor man. He ts now seventy-eight years old and in destitute circumstances. 

The claimant and other members of his family state under oath that the soldier 
contributed to his (the claimant's) support by sending him money from the Army 
and that he made other contributions to his father’s support. any of the wit- 
nesses testify that they have no knowledge that the sellicouee contributed any- 
thing to his father’s eappest, and believe him to have been mentally incapable of 
doing any work by which he could be enabled teaid his father. It isshown, how- 
ever, that the soldier did fatigue duty, sach as wood-chopping and work around 
the cook-house while in the service, and your committee believe that if he couid 
do work of that character he could also do such work aryund a farm as would aid 
his father and family. 

It also appears that the claimant lived in a thinly settled district, and the soldier 
could have done much in the way of farm work and other contributions to the 
support of the father and family without the fact becoming known to any one out- 
side of the family. 

It is apparent that if the relief contemplated by the bill is granted the claimant 
can not, in view of his great age and disabled condition, remain long upon the 
bounty of the Government. 

After a review of all the faets, your committee return the bill with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


MARGARET MALLOY. 


The next business on the .Private Calendar was tho bill (H. R. 
9772) for the relief of Margaret Malloy. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, di- 
rected to place upon the pension-roll, subject to the limitations and provisions of 
the pension laws, the nawe of Margaret Malloy, as d ent mother of James 
Malloy, late of Company D, Third Massachusetts Cavalry. 

The report (by Mr. TURNER, of New York) is as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 9772) 
granting a pension to Margaret Malloy, svbmit the following report: 

Claimant is the by ses ag mother of James Malloy, who enlisted June 25, 1862, 
and was discharged October 23, 1884, and thereafter served in Captain Knowles’a 
company of special scouts, and while on such duty as a special scout in advance of 
the command of General A. J. Smith, on the march from Mobile to Montgomery, 
was, on or about April 20, 1865, shot and killed. This claim was rejected in the 
Pension Office on the gusset that the death of the soldier was after his discharge 
from the regular service and while enrolled as special scout. 

The testimony of General Canby, of Captain Peovien, and others shows the sol- 
dier to have been a man of remarkable daring and courage and that his services 
were of an exceptional order. He was the eu of his mother, who is now old 
and poor, and cared for by the charity of the Little Sisters of the Poor. 

In view of the foregoing your committee recommend the bill do pass. 


The bil) was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
ELIZA B. DORRANCE. 

The next business was the bill (H. R. 1676) to pay to Eliza B. 
Dorrance, widow of the late George W. Dorrance, chaplain United 
States Navy, a pension. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That from and after the e of this act there be allowed 
and paid to Mrs. Eliza B. Dorrance, widow of the lato George W. Dorrance, a. 


lain United States Navy, a pension at the rate of $40 month during her w 
owhood, in lieu of the sand she is now receiving. _ 
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The report (by Mr. Dz LANo) is as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 1676) » 
ing an increase of pension to Eliza B. Dorrance, widow of the late Chap 
George W. Dorrance, United States Navy, have considered the same, and ; 
as follows: 

George W. Dorrance was appointed chaplain, United States Navy, Janua: 
1860, and was retired February 14, 1873. He died December 11, 1888, of disoas 
tracted in the service and line of duty, and his widow was placed upon th 
sion-roll under the general law at $20 per month 

In support of the bill (which increases her pension to $40 per month) Ad 
David p Porter makes the following statement: “‘Mrs. Dorrance is a 
totally blind, and she has an invalid daughter dependent oy her for support 
has almost no means of livelihood except her pension." The admiral cone!ni. 
expressing the hope that in view of the necessities of the widow the bill fu 
relief will be passed. 

Rear-Admiral Jouett, United States Navy, certifies that the case is a most w 
and deserving one. 

When the claimant's application was under consideration by the Pensi 
reau it was made specia! because of her necessitous condition. 

In view of the facts stated your committee think the relief prayed for sh 
granted, and the passage of the bill is therefore recommended. 

Notr.—Amend the title soastoread: ‘A bill increasing the pension of | 
B. Dorrance,” ete. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; «: 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time and pass: 
the fitle being amended so asto read: “A bill increasing the pen 
sion of Eliza B. Dorrance, widow of the late George W. Dorran 
chaplain United States Navy.” 


WINEMAH RIDDELL, 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 1890) to pension Wine: 
Riddell. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
thorized to place on the pension-roll, enbject to the provisions and limitations «| 
the pension laws, the name of Winemah Riddell, and to pay her, from and a! 
the passage of this act, during life, the sum of $25 a month. 


The report (by Mr. De LANo) is as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 1890) gran 
ing a pension to Winemah Riddell, have considered the same, and report: 

A similar bill was reported to the House by your committee at the first sessiou 
of the Fiftieth Congress. The number of the report is 1413, and your committ: 
adopt as their report 60 much of the same as is applicable to this bill, and ret: 
the bill to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


[House Report No. 1413, Fiftieth Congress, first session.) 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 2804) to pe: 
sion Winemah Riddell, having considered the same, report as follows: 

The report of Hon. A. B. Meacham, chairman special commission to the Modo: < 
= the late Modoc war, and contained in the report of the Commissioner of [1 
dian A flairs for the year 1873, shows that the objects to be attained by the Mod» 
Peace Commission were: First, to ascertain the causes which have led to the (| 
culties and hostilities between the United States troops and the Modoes; an: 
secondly, to devise the most cffective and judicious measures for preventing t) 
continuance of these hostilities and for the restoration of peace. 

“M were employed to visit the Modocs and arrange for a meetin 
First, Bob Whittle and wife, Matilda (an Indian woman), were sent February 
with instructions to announce to them the presence of and desire the cou 
mission to anaee for a council meeting with a view of adjasting the difficult «s 
that existed, and to prev nt a reopening of hostilities; also to ascertain wit 
whom the Modocs would prefer to arrange the contemplated council. 

“Whittle and wife returned on the 20th, and reported the Modoes willing «@: 
anxious to “meet Riddell and Fairchilds to conclude details” for the propo: 
a Fairchilds was intrusted with the message, and, accompanied by Ki! 
del! and Artina (a Modoc woman), visited the Modoc camp, a distance of 20 mics 
from headquarters, with a ‘message to Modocs,’ as follows: ‘Fairchilds will tal 
for the commission; what he agrees to we will stand by. He can not tell you a: 
terms, but will fix a time and place for a council talk, and that no act of war w'!! 
be allowed while peace talks are being had; no movements of troops will be ma: 
We come in good faith to make peace. Our hearts are ull for peace.’ This m+ 
sage was signed by Meacham, Applegate, and Case, with the approval of Gene: 


Canby. 

" Fuirehilds and party returned on the 23d, and reported the Modocs as willin: 
and anxious for peace, but had not arranged for a meeting, because they wer 
. ——,- to come ont of the a ‘ ate Fun 2s 

” ition was not agreed to, but a request for Judge Steele, of Yreka 
to visit alan made, and in com ce he wae sent for, with the hope on « 
part that, from his intimate acquaintance with these people, he might secure 
meeting. Judge Steele arrived at headquarters of commission on the 4th of Ma’ 
and the board of commissioners were called her, now consisting of Ap)! 
gate, Case, Meacham, and Judge Roseborough, who had been added at the requ: s' 
of General Canby. Steele, g present, accepted the mission as messenger | 
arrange for the meeting of commission and the Modocs, but unwisely was 1 
thorized to offer terms of peace, which was ‘a general amnesty to all Modocs ©: 
condition of their fall and complete surrender and consent to remove to adist."! 
reservation within the limits of Oregon or California.’ 

“He was further instructed to say to them that ‘General Canby would ma: 
peace and conclade terms.’ 

“On the 5th of March, in company with Riddell and Toby, Fairchilds, and | 
H. Atwell as reporter, Judge Steele visited the Modoc =. ' 

* Failing to secure a ing of the commission and Modoca, made then, un: 
instruction, the proposition e referred to, also stating that General Car 
was authorized tc conelnde the arrangement for the su erand removal. ‘| 
ss were not well understood, and created some discussion among |! : 

oes. 


- n Jack, speaking for the people, accepted the terms offered, thou: 
and evidences of dissatisfaction were evidently made. Steele bad» 

ported that wor i _ sean ions fooling of relist follow , 
re * peace was ; y accept.’ followed 
couriers were summoned to bear dispatches, when Fairehilds, SS had been wit! 
Steele, declared that ‘there was some mistake; the Modocs have not agreed | 
sn and removal.’ The Modoc ers who bad accompanied Stecle 
and party to headquarters were questioned, when it was discovered that some 
m erstanding existed. 


isund 
“Steele, however, confident that he was correct, proposed toreturn to the Mo! 
comp cap aate> Oe Heater Levent On "s second visit Fairchi)'s 
Steele’ apeet Atw tec OR EN = 
s Si . 
after, discovered that a great mistake had been made in reporting the tirst visit 
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The demonstrations were almost of hostile character. He was ac cused of report- 
ing them falsely and working against their interests. His long acquaintance with 
Cc sptain Jack and Sear-Faced Charlie, and consequent friendship, saved him and 
arty from assassination; these two men, and one or two others, standing guard 
x er him throughout the night. . : : 

The following morning he averted the peril by proposing to return and bring 
the commission with bim, and on this promise he was allowed todepart. On his 
return to headquarters he made a full report of the visit, stating the facts abov 
referred to. and warning the commission of the danger of meeting the Modocs 
except on equal terms and on neutral ground, and expressing the opinion ‘that 
no meeting could be had, no peace could be made. F 

The substance of these reports and conclusions were forwarded to the honor 
able Secretary of the Interior, who replied as follows: 

“© WasHINGTON, D.C., March 5, 1873. 

I do not believe the Modocs mean treachery. The mission should not be a 
failure. I think I understand their unwillingness to contide in you. Continue 
negotiations. Will consult the President and have the War Department confer 
with General Canby to-morrow. 

‘C. DELANO 
lo A. B. MEACHAM, 
“* Feirchilds’ Ranch, via Yreka, Cal. 


On the day following Steele’s return from the second visit a delegation of In 
dians from the Modoc camparrived. Mary (sisterof Captain Jack), acting as mes- 
senger, proposed that, if General Canby would send wagons to meet them, the 
Modocs would all come oat and surrender on the terms proposed by Sieele on the 
first visit. General Canby, then acting under theanthority of the vote of the com 
missioners transferring the whole matter to his care, accepted the proposition and 
named a day on which the final surrender should be consummated. However 
before the time appointed, messengers arrived from the lava beds, asking for fur 
ther time te arrange for leaving camp, alleging that oy were then burying their 
dead and could not come atthe time appointed, but would comply at a subsequent 
yeriod. 

: “General Canby appointed another day, and assured the messengers that un- 
less they were faithful to the compact he would take oe to compel compliance 

“The day before the appointed time, Toby Riddell informed General Canby of 
intended treachery on the part of the Modocs, saying ‘No Modocs come; 
come to steal teams; they no give up.’ Her warning was not accredited 

“The wagons were sent. Applegate, sanguine of the surrender, resigned and 
returned to his home, believing that ‘ peace was made.’ Mr. Case, who had been 
relieved at his own request, had also left headquarters. Messengers had been 
sent to the Department at Washington announcing the anticipated result, and 
the whole country was rejoicing, when, late on the evening of the appointed day, 
the wagons sent out by General Canby returned without the Indians, All of 
which was made known to the Department. Further negotiations seemed to be 
hopeless; nevertheless, knowing the anxiety for the peaceable solution of the 
troubles, we continaed to seek a meeting. 

‘Instructions were received from headquarters from the honorable Secretary of 
the Interior, ‘te continue negotiations,’ and further continuing the commission, 
General Canby moved headquarters to ‘Van Bremens,’ and with him the com- 
mission moved. Soon after Dr. Thomas was added toe the commission, also, L. 8. 
Dyar, United States Indian agent, of Kiamath. Meanwhile a herd of Indian 
horses had been captured by or Biddle, notwithstanding the commission had 
informed the Medocs, th h messengers, that no act of war would be permitted. 
Failing to arrange on satisfactory terms for a council] meeting, the commission 
was notified by General Canby of the intended movement of troops nearer the 
Modoe camp. 

“The movement was made and headquarters again changed, this time to the 
foot of the biuff, and within 2 miles of the Modoc stronghold. On the 2d of April 
the commission, including General Canby, met the Mod@pes for the first time, 
about midway between the Modoc camp and headquarters. No conclusions were 
arrived at, asevere storm coming up compelling adjourbment, not, however, until 
an agreement had been made for the erection of a council-tent. 

‘Riddell and his wife, Toby, expressed the opinion, on our return to camp, that 
treachery was intended, but the warning was not respected. On the 4th of April 
a request was made by Captain Jack for meto meet him and a few men at the 
council-tent. After a consultation with the board I went, accompanied by Judge 
Roseborough and J, A. Fairchilds, Riddell and his wife, Toby, as interpreters. 

‘‘The Modoc chief was accompanied by six warriors and the women of his own 
family. He (Jack) remarked that he felt afraid in presence of General Canby and 
Dr. Thomas, saying ‘but now I cantalk.” He reviewed the whole question from 
the beginning, mentioning the Ben Wright treachery ; the insults of the Kiamath 
Indians while his people were on the reservation; the failure of Captain Knapp, 
acting agent of Klamath, to protect him, and his several removals while there, 
but made no complaint of want of subsistence ; denied ever killing horses for food, 
but insisting that Agent Knapp ‘ had no heart for him ;’ complained that Superin- 
tendent Odeneal had not visited him, and that Odeneal's messengers had promised to 
come again before bringing soldiers; that Major Jackson had attacked him before 
he was upin the morning of November 29, 1872 ; rnnen ae of the citizens tak- 
ing part in the battle at that time, declaring that ‘no citizens been in the fight, 
no Indian women and children would have Soon killed, no citizens would have becn 
murdered;" saying his young men had donea great wrong while in hot blood. but 
that he could not control them any more than bad white men were controlled by 
American law; and feeling that he could never live in peace with the Klamaths, 
but wanted a home, ‘just the same asa white man on Lost River, the soldiers 
taken away and the war would step.’ 


maybe 


On that, since blood had been «pilled on Lost River, he could 
never have it in unless the Lost River mu rs were given up for trial, 
he abandoned as far as his old home was concerned, saying, ‘I give 
up home; give me lava-bed ; no white man will ever want it.’ Again as- 
sured that no peace could be mads or soldiers removed while his people remained 
in the lava-bed, but was informed that a new home would be given him and pro- 


vision made for clothing and subsistence. 

“He was unwilling to surrender his men who killed the citizens, saying that t! 

overnor of Oregon had demanded their blood, and that the law of Jackson 

vounty would kill them ;” remarking that the ‘law was all on one side, was made 

by ee white man, for white men, leaving the Indian all out,’ finally declaring 

_ ens not control his people, and he would die with them if no px 
8 e. 


‘No terms were agreed to or farther meetings arranged for at that time 
“On the day following Toby Riddell was sent with a proposition to Captain Jack 
to surrender with such others as might electtodoso. Hedeclinedthe terms. On 
her return the was warned of the intended treachery, which she re- 
and General Canby. This warning was not treated 
“hy the a 2 {mew ig erpeioned a iptoe afterward 
which led, an 6 name of the author de- 
manded, he replied, ‘Toby Riddell.’ Fas conse yast , of whom Dr. Thomas had 


un 6 was made 
be moved nearer the Modoc stronghold and that 100 
would be sdded to the army within a few days.’ All! of 

Hic Wee ee a a te Mateo 
“On the 8th of April a messenger 


ted the commission, asking for a ‘ peace 
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| chairman of the commission, to withdraw the army if we f 





talk,’ saying that six unarmed Modocs 
anxious to make peace, and asl x ti i 

“ The signal officer at the station overlooking; e lava | I 
Indians, and, also in the 1 st l them, twenty « r Indians 
Treachery was evident, and no 1 
useless and unsafe 

On the morning of the 10th of Ay ‘ nt Mr 

rived with renewed propositions for a i terms propos W 
if the commission, including General Caz Ge ral G n, wou ‘ 
next day to the council tent, unarmed, to mee erof unat 1 Mod 
thus proving the confiden 
Modocs) would all come t 
Dr. Thomas, who was t 
propositions to General ( 

**On the fatal morning of Fri | ue imissi ng 
the propriety of keeping the appointment was assed; Dr. Thomas insist 
that it was a duty that must be per | ! 
portance of the object in view ju 











ce of the « missior 1 the Modocs that t 


« 
>I 
en a 





rmed; Gene 





ified taking some risk Commissioners D 





and Meacham recounting the evidences premeditated treachery, and ing 
opinions adverse to the meeting. The interpreter, Frank Riddle, appeared before 
the board and repeated the warning given by Toby, his w nd saying furthe 


‘that if the meeting must be had, he wanted to be free from 1 


; esponsibilit 
he had lived with Toby for twelve years 





and she i never deceived him ; 1 
if the commission went, it should be armed However, General Canby and D: 
rhomas insisted that the compact should be kept » general remarking that 
from the signal station a strict watch had been kept, and ‘only five Indians 
unarmed, were at the council tent ;' and further, that a ‘watch would be kept o 
the council tent, and in the eventofan attack Ar would come to the rescue 
Without following farther the report, the result of the appointment above r 
ferred to is more comprehensively stated ina lecture prepared by Colonel M 
cham, and which he delivered in Park Street Church, Boston, Mass., on the 24 


of May, 1874, the substance of which is as follows: 
“The preparations for keeping the appointment were being made when Wiue 
mah Riddell and her cohen made a last protest against the fulfillment of th: 
unwise compact. Dr. Thomas was unwilling to abandon the effort. Commis 
sioner Dyar agreed with me (Colonel Meacham) that the meeting should not tak« 
lace. General Canby maintained his views, and gave orders for a watch to b 
Kept at the signal station ; then, giving some private instructions to his secretary 
he dressed in full uniform, without arms, and called for Dr. Thomas. Togethe: 
they walked off, side by side, towards the peace tent mile away Havia g 
failed to dissuade them from going, I had no honorable alternative but to follow 
* * « : ‘ « 

I prepared to go, and caught the halt 
Winemah, unable to suppress her fears 
around her waist, threw herself upon the 
not go; you will be kill. The Modocs mad now. Meacham, you no go.’ Her en 
treaty moved me, and I relaxed my grasp of the halter, and calling to General 
Canby and Dr. Thomas, went to them and renewed my protest against going un 
armed. 

They were immovable. I then for the first and only time 
éf my fraternal relations to induce them to assent to a pr: 





r of my horse, intending to mount, wh« 
snatched the halter, and winding 
ground and cried most earnestly, ‘D 


n my life made uss 
on my part, as 
yund satisfactory evi 
This proposition was emphatically rejected 


nse 


dences of premeditated treachery 
also 

‘Seeing no alternative, I returned to the commissioners’ tent, handed my valn 
ables to Mr. Fairchilds, and securing a promise from himthat if my body should 
be badly mutilated it should be buried in the rocks of the lava-beds and not sent 
to my family, I sought again to mount my horse, when Winemah caught me b: 
the coat and endeavored to detain me. 

‘Firmly refusing to remain in camp, I bade Winemah and her husband follow 
and rode off to the council tent in the lava-beds, accompanied by Commissione: 
Dyar. Winemah parted with her boy, and with steady nerve mounted ber horse 
and joined Mr. Dyar and myself. Mr. Riddell hastily arranged his business 
affairs, and aleo joined us on his danger-fraught ride. 

**General Canby and Dr. Thomas were the first of our party to arrive. The 
were greeted by the Indians with extreme cordiality, General Canby giving to 
each a cigar. Instead of five unarmed men, including Scar-face Charley, as prom 
ised by Boston Charley in negotiating for the council, we found eight well-armed 
desperadoes, including the notorious cut-threats Hooker Jim and Black Jim. Cap 
tain Jack seemed anxious and ill at ease, and did not exhibit the friendship the 
others of his party pretended. 

‘General Canby was calm and thoroughly self-possessed. 
appear to note any suspicious cire 
ludians with his aa intentions. I made my election to abide by the cons 
quences, 1 knew that the horse beneath one of the fleetest in the Modo: 
conntry, and notwithstanding the rocky trail could carry me out of danger wit! 
afew bounds, which he seemed more than willing to make at the elightest invita 
tion, I made up my mind that Canby and Thomas should not be endangered by 
cowardly flight on my part. 

* Withdrawing my overcoat and hanging it upon the horn of the saddle, I d 
mounted, dropping the rope halter to the ground, leaving his horse free. Ma: 
Riddell secured Winemah’'s horse, and we all gathered round the council-fire 

Before the talk began I sat down facing the chief and opened the council by 
referring to the | roposition made the day before by Boston Charley, and con 
tinued by saying that we were ready to complete the arrangements for peace 
Captain Jack asked if we were willing to remove the soldiers from the lava-bed 
and give his people a home in the country. I felt that if his d 


Dr. Thomae did not 
avoring to impress the 


inces, but was end 


me wa 








mand was met w 
could escapo, and although General Canby had refused to allow me to make this 
promise, I thought that, convinced as he must be of intended treachery, he would 


feel justified in asseating to the request. Caut 
to talk. 

“After a moment's waiting he rose and stood erect. Every eye was upon hin 
All seemed to feel that if he assented to the withdrawal of the army the trouble 
would be passed over. Wheiher General Canby realized the situation with al! 
its fearful possibilities and would not swerve even then from his ose, or if | 
still thought the Modocs had not the desperate courage to execaté 
never be known. If he said the soldiers can be removed 
asadream. If he said they should not be withdrawn, the 
become a terrible reality. 


to him 1 asked hin 


pury 


, 


< 
this pla: 
phantom wot 


lp 


phantom must s8oo1 


With dignity that was peculiar to that brave « firmly pronounced 
his own death sentence, as well as that of Dr. Thomas aying that the ‘sol 


diers could not be withdrawn. 

“Again and again the Mod 
soldiers. General Canby, having once refused, was mute 
who was sitting at my left, I asked him if he wished to talk. 
forward on his knees, and made the last proclamation of 
Modocs that he was a friend to them 
peace. 

“The Modoc chief leaned forward and touched me on the arm. He once more 
declared that no peace could be made until the soldiers were taken away, as h: 
rose «nd turned his back to General Canby. I believe that to this time Captain 
Jack had hoped it would be granted, and thereby bloodshed avoided. Schonchin 
sprang to the seat vacated by Captain Jack, and in loud, angry tones repeated the 


for the removal of th 
ining to Dr. Thomas 
Lhe dector dropp ad 
peace. He assured the 
that God had sent us to them as messengers of 


vc chief repeated the demand 
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ultimatum. Winemah had thrown herself on the ground in front of Dr. Thomas 
and was interpreting Schonchin’s speech at the moment when Captain Jack gave 
the signal, ‘‘ Kau-Tux” (all ready). Almost at the same instant the Modoc yell 
broke from the rocks, and two braves sprang forward bearing rifles. 

Captain Jack drew a pistol and shot General Canby, the ball striking him in 
the fave Ellen's man’ joined him inthe attack. General Canby did not fall | 
until he had run 40 o: 50 yards, when a shot struck him in the back of the head. 
His ass~ilants came upon him, and, shooting him again, stripped him of his cloth- 
ing, turned his face downward, and then left him. 

‘Dr. Thomas received a shot from the hand of Boston Charley. Hesank slowly, 
catching by hisrighthand. He was permitted to get upon his fect and stagger 
away a few rods, his murderers taunting him with not believing Winemah, jeering 
him, and ridiculing his religion and the failure of bis prayers. Finally, pushing 
him down, they shot him through the head, stripped him, and turaing him also 
upon his face, gathered up the dripping garments, and joined the other murderers 


at the council! fire i 

“Dr. Dyar, having kis horse for a cover when the attack was begun, made | 
good his escape, although pursued by Hooker Jim. Mr. Riddell escaped by run- 
ning, covered by Scar-Face Uharley's rifle, who declared that it ‘was unworthy 
of a Modoo to kill unarmed men.’ Simultaneously with the attack on General 
Canby and Dr. Thomas, Sbhonchin sprang to his feet, and, drawing both a knife 
and a pistol, shouted ‘Chock-e-la’ (blood), pointed at my head and discharged the 
pistel, the bullet tearing through the collar of my coatand vest. Before the next 
shot Winemah was between him and his victim, grasping his arms and pleading 
for my life. 

“I walked backwards 40 yards while my heroic defender struggled to save me. 
Shacknasty Jim joined Schonchin in the attack, while Winemah, running from 
one te the other, continued to turn aside the pistols aimed at me until I went 
down. After I fell I raised my head above the rock over which I had fallen, and 
at the instant Schonchin aimed at me socerrectly that this shot struck me be- 
tween the eyes and ylanced out over the left eye, which was blinded. A shot from | 
Shacknasty Jim struck me on the right side of the head over the ear, which | 
stunned me and I became unconscious. 

‘From Winemah and Scar Face Charley I learned that Shacknasty Jim robbed | 
me of my clothing in part, notwithstanding Winemah's exposvulations; that while 
Jim was unbuttoning my shirt collar one of the other murderers came up with a 
gun and pointang at my head was just in the act of touching the trigger when Jim 

ushed the gun up and said, ‘Don't shoot any more. Him dead; he not get up; 

hit him high up; save the powder.’ Having taken my coat, pants, and vest, 
they left me, saying to Winemah, ‘Take care of your white brother.’ Winemah 
wiped the blood from my face and straightened my limbs, believing me dead 

** Boston Charley drew a knife, which, however, was a dull one, and began th« 
4ifficult task of scalping a bald headed man, and what added to the difficulty was 
the strong arms of Winemah, grasping him and hurling him, as though he was 
bat a boy, tothe rocks beside me. But Boston had Modoc persistency, and spring- 
ing to his foet, with his pistol he struck her a blow upon the head, at the same 
— threatening to shoot her should she again interfere, and resumed the delicate 

ask. 

** Winemah, dazed by the blow for a moment, in half bewilderment, saw the dull 
blade cutting down to the bone, while Boston, enraged and impatient, set one foot 
upon the back of my neck, and muttering curses in broken Enylish, succeeded in 
cutting acircle almost around the upper part of my head,and had already so far lifted 
the scalp that he had ingerted the tinzers of his left hand beneath it, preparatory to 
tearing it off, when Winemah, recovering her presence of mind, resorted to strategy, 
shouting oxultingly, ‘Kap-ko Bostee-na-soldier,’ (soldiers coming), and Boston 
left his work unfinished.’ 

From the foregoing statement of facts, it is evident that had the Modoc peace 
commissioners listened to the persistent persuasions of Winemah Riddle, reiterated 
by her over and over again, the families and friends of the lamented Dr, Thomas 
and General Canby would not have been called upon to mourn their atrocious 
death; and in view of the fact that Winemah Riddle saved the life of such a use- 
ful and noble man as Col. A. B. Meacham, and proved herself to be the friend of 
the white man at the risk of her own life, your committee feel constrained to re- 
port these facta for the consideration of the House. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM J. KLINE. 


Mr, CHEADLE. IL ask unanimous consent for the present consider- 
ation of the bill (H. R. 1367) to remove the chargeof desertion against 
William J. Kline. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be tt enacted, etc,, That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to correct the military record of William J. Kline, late a private 
soldier of Company E of the Twenty-ninth Regiment of Indiana Volunteers, 
and remove the finding of court-martial sentencing him to hard labor and dis- 
honorable discharge, with loss of all pay and bounty, and to pay him all pay, 
bounty, and allowances as may be due him, without reference to the decision 
of os court-martial, and to grant him an honorable discharge and all proper 
relief. 





Mr. KILGORE. It would seem to me there ought to be some 
amendment to this bill. 

Mr. CHEADLE. The facts in the case are these: This soldier, after 
serving three years and a half, committed some violation of military 
law, for which he was sentenced to imprisonment; and he escaped from 
prison. For this reason he could not secure from the War Department 
a correction of his military record, and it became necessary to come to 
Congress. The Committee on Military Affairs has reported in favor of 
the bill. , 

Mr. KILGORE, Well, there is a proposition to pay him everything 
that was due him. I do not know how much was due him, but I 
think it ought to be enough for the beneficiary that he should have the 
charge of desertion removed. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. It has been the custom with the committee to 
strike out the back pay and allowances. I do not remember the cir- 
cumstances of this particular case. 

Mr. CHEADLE. I ask that the report be read. 

The report (by Mr. CAREY) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 1367) 
entitled ‘An act to remove the charge of desertion against William J. Kline, 
late a private soldier of Company E, of the Twenty-ninth Regiment of Indiana 
Volunteers,"’ having had the same under consideration, after a careful investi- 


gation of the facts, submit the following report: 
We find that the said Kline was enrolled September 21,1861 to serve three years; 
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that on the 18th day of December, 1863, he re-enlisted as a veteran vy. 
and served faithfully until on or about March 14, 1865, when he was » 
court-martialed, and sentenced to be imprisoned for the remainder cf | 
of enlistment with forfeiture of pay, and that he be dishonorably di: 
the service, 

The proceedings, findings, and sentence were duly approved June | 

He was put in prison at Chattanooga, Tenn., June 6, 1565, and guar: 
the Ist day of August, 1865, when he escaped from prison, and went to! 

His term of enlistment would not have expired until December 2, i+ 
to this date and while in prison he escaped. This escape is held to b« 
tion, and Congress not having authorized the removal of charges of 
when the desertion occurred after May 1, 1865, no relief can be grant: 
plicant by the War Department. 

Your committee find that Kline served three and a half years faithf 
to his arrest; and we further find that his captain was not on good t« 
him, and prosecuted him with unusual malice. In view of this and the 


| Kline served until the end of the war, and was confined more than tw: 


for the offense committed, we think he was sufficiently punished, a 
justice demands that the charge be removed and that he be paid all an 
pay and bounty due him. We therefore submit a favorable report an: 
mend that the bill do pass. 


Mr. CUTCHEON. Mr. Speaker, if this had been an ordina: 
of desertion after May 1, 1865, it would have been removabl: 
the general statute at the War Department. But the fact is tha: 
man escaped from imprisonment while undergoing a senten 
court-martial, and therefore it presents a different question. | 
remember the facts of the case. I do not think I was present \ 
was considered. 

Mr. CHEADLE. The evidence is that there was no more {1 


| soldier in the command. 


There being no objection, the bill was ordered to be engrosse:| ; 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly res 
third time, and passed. 


HENRY W. BURLINGAME. 


On motion of Mr. BURROWS, by unanimous consent, the | 
Rt. 4728) for the relief of Henry W. Burlingame was considered. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacled, elc,, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is here 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisi: 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Henry W. Burlingame 


The report (by Mr. BELKNAP) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which was referred the bi! 
4728) for the relief of Henry W. Burlingame, beg leave to report: 

That it appears fromthe records of the War Department that Henry \\ 
lingame was drafted into the service of the United States October 22, 1864. : 
South Haven, one hundred and tenth subdistrict, Second Congressional « 
of Michigan, and exempted by the board of enrollment of said district }y 
son of “loss of right hand.” 

it further appears from the evidence submitted tothe committee that 


dience to said draft said Burlingame started to report at Kalamazoo, \\!i ae 


directed, for examination and enrollment into the service of the United 
and that while on his way to that city, on or about the Ist day of Nove 

A. D. 1864, the said B&Plingame, in company with one Abram Johnson, w!o 'c- 
fies in the case, went by train from Lawton to Kalamazoo, Mich., and w! 
said train, in the night-time, it being dark, rainy, and storming, the loco 
whistle gavethe signal fora station and the train made a short stopat the vi!laz 
of Oshtemo, a railroad station near the said city of Kalamazoo, when sai: 
ant, the said Henry W. Burlingame, and the said Abram Johnson mistoo 
station to be Kalamazoo and stepped off the train, but upon being inform 
their mistake they immediately attempted to get aboard the train, and 
doing the said Henry W. Burlingame accidentally slipped and fell betwee: 
cars and injured his right hand to euch an extent that upon his arrive! at | 
mazoo the army sur n, Dr. Hitchcock to whom he reported, advise: | 
amputation of and did himself amputate said Burlincame’s right hand a! 
the wrist, and as a result of the loss of said hand he was afterwards exe)! 
from enrollment. 

Under the law said claimant can not obtain a pension, as he was nevcr « 
rolled in the service of the United States, and therefore his only relief is! 
cial act of Congress. 

In view of the fact that the claimant in this case was thus severely maine 
and crippled for life while responding to the orders of his Governme:!, « 
that he is now in indigent circumstances and is dependent upon his ow: 
sonal labor for the support of himself and his family, your committee a: 
the opinion that he should be placed on the pension-roll, and therefore 1 
the bill back with a favorable recommendation. 


Wark DeEePaRTMEST, Washington City, June 19, 


Sir: Referringto your communication of the 16th instant, requesting a « 
the record of Henry W. Burlingame, who was d from Van Buren (0. 
Michigan, in 1864, 1 am directed by the Secretary of War to inform you t!:.! 
records show that he was drafted October 22, 1864, from South Haven, one | 
dred and tenth subdistrict, Second Congressional district of Michigan, « 
empted by the board of enrollment of said district by reason of ‘loss of | \¢ 
hand.” 

Very respectfally, 
F, ©. AINSWORT!! 
Captain and Assistant Surgeon, United States 4 
Hon. J. C. Burrows, 


House of Representatives. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; ani 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
MARTHA A. FOSTER. 
On motion of Mr. BURROWS, by unanimous consent, the b:! 
R. 6356) for the relief of Martha A. Foster was considered. 
The bill is as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc,, Thatthe Secretary of the Interior be, and he is her« 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisio:s 4 
limitations of the on laws, the nameof Martha A. Foster, widow of 
A. Foster, lateof Company I, Twelfth Michigan Infantry. 

The report (by Mr. BELKNAP) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bil! ! 
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6356) for the relief of Martha A. Foster, have had the same under consideration, | New York Volunteers, and served until February 9, 1863, when he is alleged to 
and beg leave to make the following report - . : 7 have deserted and never returned The War Department records further show 
It appears from the examination of the files in this case in the Pension Office | that Charles W. Lambert was enrolled September 4, 1463, for three years iu ( 

that David A. Foster enlisted in Company I, Twelfth Kegiment Michigan Vol- | pany G, First Michigan Volunteer Sharpshooters, and served until June 24, 1S 
unteer Infantry, on the l4th of Octob-r, 1861, for three years or during the war, | when he was mustered out of the service 





and that he was subsequently wounded at the battle of Pittsburgh Landing on The claimant states that when he absented himself from Company F, One 
the 6th of April, 1862, and died from the effects of such wound at the marine hundred and fifly-second New York Volunteers, without leave, he was sick and 
hospital at Allegheny, Pa., May 2, 1862, unfit for duty, and went to his parents at Chicago, and was there sick and unfit 

His widow, the claimant named, was pensioned shortly after the death of her | for duty until September 7, 1863, when he enlisted in Company G, First Michi- 
said husband and drew a pension as such widow until about the Ist of March, | gan Volunteer Sharpshooters, under his ow ‘ He alleges that he did not 


1872. On the 12th of Mar +h, 1872, she contracted a second marriage w.th a man | return to his former regiment because he was afraid to do so after being absent 


and a half, when, by reason of his extreme cruelty, she was compelled to leave The claimant further deposes and saves that it is ossible for him to 


by the name of Isaac Wilson Chadwick, with whom she lived about one year | so iong without leave 
him, whieh she did. , , . ; medical evidence as to his physical condition while absent from his command 
Shortly after, the said Chadwick, by fraud and misrepresentations, procured | at Chicago and that it is impossible for him to obtain other evidence of persons 
a divorce and immediately after married another woman. who knew him at Chicago at that time, his parents having since died 
The claimant in this case Was induced to contract this second marriage upon | Evidence is furnished, howe. er, of a former comrade in the company and 
representations by the said Chadwick that he ~as a man of abundant means, | iment from which the claimant is alleged to have deserted, thathe wassick and 
and that he would secure to her during her natural life the pension she was | unfitforduty when he left the Army, and that he had been s:ck a month pre is 
then drawing. This he not only refused subsequently to do, but by his ex- | to the time of his leay ing; also of a neighbor, who is the present postmaster of 
treme cruelty forced her to sever her relations with him. | the townin which he resides, who states that he has heen intimately acqua i 
it furvaer appears that the claimant is sixty-eight years of age and almost with the claimant for thirty years, that he is a worthy citizen and ho b! 
| 


entirely destitute of means of support. | man, and that his reputation for truth and veracity can not be questioned 
The committee, therefore, under the circumstances, report the bill back to | 


the House with a favorable recommendation. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed 


engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. MRS. MARGARET D. MARCHAND 
MRS. CHARITY P. HARRISON. | The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (Hf. R. 10054 


. "oo : : granting : 2nsi Mrs. Margaret D. Marchand. 
On motion of Mr. BURROWS, by unanimous consent, the bill (H. ht. The li e Se aaean , ys wane 


6359) for the relief of Mrs. Charity P. Harrison was considered. : 2 
na on & 7 ’ j Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, a 
The bill is as follows: thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions an 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- limitations of the pension laws, the name of Margaret D. Marchand, widow of 

thorized and directed to place on the pension-rol!, subject to the provisions and | Commodore J. B. Marchand, late of the United States Navy, and pay her a pe 

limitations of the peusion laws, the name of Mrs. Charity P. Harrison, late a | sion at the rate of $0 per month from the date of the passage of this act 
nursein the Army of the United States, and that she be granted a pension at the The report | by Mr. CRAIG) is as follows 


rate of $25a month. | rm , 3 , 
a a ay | 1e Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H.R 
The report (by Mr. BELKNAP) is as follows: 10054) granting an increase of pension to Margaret D. Marchand, submit the fol 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H, R. | lowing report: 
6359) granting a pension to Charity P. Harrison, submit the following report, Margaret D. Marchand is the widow of Commodore John B. Marchand, who 


and recommend the passage of the bill, amended by striking out the words | enlisted asa midshipman May 1, 1828, and was retired as a commodore in 1870 
“twenty-five,” in line 8, and inserting ‘‘twelve”’ in place thereof. and died April 13, 1875. The length of his service was forty-two years. He 
The report is as follows: | appears to have held the rank of lieutenant, United States ships Ohio and 
The petition of Charity P. Harrison, a resident of Cassopolis, Mich.,of the | St Mary’s, United States Navy When captain of the Lackawanna he contrib 


uted by his skill and bravery to the naval victory at Mobile Bay,a full account 
of which is found in report on asimilar bill to this in the lorty 

His widow was granted a Mexican war service pension at $8 per month in 
May, 1888. 

The affidavits of Mrs. Marchand and Alice P. Thornton as to contraction of 
disease and cause of death originating in the service are as follows 

“On this Lith day of May, [8s84, beiore me, Sprigg Harwood, clerk circuit 
court for Anne Arundel County, personally appeared Margaret D. Marchand 
who, being duly sworn according to law, deposes and says as follows, to wit 

“In the year 1861 my husband, the late Commodore John B. Marchand, then 
commander, was in command ofthe steamer James Adgar, off Charle 


age of litty-seven years, respectfully shows that from January 15, 1863, till the 
close of the war of the rebellion she was with some military organization and 
acting in the capacity of a nurse, much of the time at her own expense, without 
pay from any source; that part of the time she was enrolied as a nurse at the 
Columbian Hospital, Washington, and performed the duties of a hospital nurse 
at that place and Fredericksburgh till the war closed; that after enrollment | 
she was paid 40 cents a day and rations, the nurses being mustered for pay once 
in two months, and signing pay-rolls in the hospital office; that her name is 
registered as a reguiar nurse in the Surgeon-General’s Office andin the office of 
the medical director,at Washington, D. C. 
That at the time she left home she was a atrong, vigorous woman; that the 1 
duty performed while acting as a nurse in the service of her country, and sun- | engaged in the naval service of the United States Government in the iate civil 
stroke received while on duty at Fredericksburgh, greatly injured her general war. Atthat date he was in robust health and perfect physical condition. He 
health, which is aggravated by and increasing with wer advancing years; that | had always been a man of unusually robust constitution, weighing over 200 
| 


h Congress 
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she is in limited circumstances, her husband an invalid, and that her relatives | pounds, and of perfectly regular habits, and from the day of our marriage, to 
and friends are not in circumstances that would justify her in calling on them 
for pecuniary aid, 

She therefore prays, in view of the very small sum paid her by the United 
States for services rendered during the best years of her life, that she may now 
be allowed a monthiv pension for the remainder of her days, or such other just 
and reasonable remuneration as she may in equity and good conscience be 
found to be entitled to, and begs leave to refer to certain letters touching her 
services, herewith presented, from parties who had personal knowledge of her 
life while in the service of the nation. Also submit the letter of Dr. F. E. Marsh, 
and ask that it may be made a part of this report. This letter is as follows: 

““T hereby certify that Mrs. C. P. Harrison was employed asa nurse in Colum- 
bian College Hospital, Washington, D. C., during my term of service of more 
than two years, 1563 to 1865, and that I was well acquainted with her during all 
ofthat time. She was capable. intelligent, and untiring in her labors to alleviate 
the distressed and suffering soldier,and in every way was counted among our 
best nurses, which érabraced a corps of sixteen in number. 


wit, the lith day of November, 1856, until the date of his taking command of 
the steamer James Adgar, in 1861, have never known him to have any sickness 
with the exception of some trivial derangement of perhaps a day’s duration 
and never requiring any medical attendance. His habits throughout his « 
tire life were uniformly regular and temperate. 

* To the best of my knowledge he went upon blockade duty in the year 1861 
in his usual health, and came to our home in_Baltimore in 1864 broken down in 
health and much reduced in flesh after protracted blockade duty and after the 
severe engagements while in command of the United States steam-ship Lacka- 
wanna in Mobile Bay. Atthedate of his promotion tothe rank of commodore, 
in the year 1866, for distinguished services, the usta! physical examination was 
waived, Soon after this date symptoms of defective circulation commenced 
manifesting itself in the ends of his filagers, they becoming bloodless and livid 
in color. 

* In 1871 he wasa frequent sufferer from violent painsin his chest, Inthe win 
ter of 1873 and 1874 Commodore Marchand was confined to the house, sutfering 

“Tcan not at thisday particularize, but ifaitention to duty,correct deportment, | emtremely from the swelling of his feet. Inthe winter of 1874 and 1875 he had 
modest demeanor, and christian character count in the make-up of a hospital | hemorrhages of the lungs; the last of these hemorrhages was the immediat 
nurse, these all were a part of her possessions, and were all laid upon the altar | cause of hisdeath, Dr, Mahan,of Pennsylvania, our family physican, who at- 
of hereountry. I bespeak for her a corresponding recognition at the hands of | tended Commodore Marchand during the early periods of his sickness,is now 
the Government. deceased. Drs. Daleand Zeigler, who attended him at his death, pronounced 

his complaint from which death resulted to be heart disease 

“* My belief is further strengthened by the information of Dr. Ridout, of An 

napolis, Md., that the defective circulation, pains in the chest, and swolleu 
| limbs were all symptoms of the heart disease, which resulted in Commodore 

Marchand’s death ; and that all these symptoms and the disease which resulted 


“Dr. F. E. MARSH, 
“Late Acting Assistant Surgeon, U.S. A., and 
*‘ Assistant Surgeon Ninth Regiment, Sixteenth Army Corps. 


“Quiscy, Micu., December 20, 1889."" 





The committee recommend the adoption of the following amend- | '» thecommodore’s death were produced by exposure consequent upon the con 
: eas bs ” . rr ” tinuous and excessive duties that he was called upon to perform while in the 
ment: Strike out, in line 8, ‘‘ twenty-five ’’ and insert ‘' twelve. service of the United States Navy as above stated. 
The amendment was adopted. MARGARET D. MARCHAND 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third “Sworn to and subscribed the day and year first above written before me 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and | [*®4" EIRP ie sg artigo one wy 
j eri ircut courts nne runmcdet ¢ 
pas m ; i “ tf “On this 15th day of May, before me, Sprigg Harwood. clerk of circuit court 
CHARLES W. LAMBERT. for Anne Arundel County, personally appeared Alice P. Thornton, w! being 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 5063) | 4¥!¥ sworn according to law, deposes and says ‘ 
fi h lief . ’ Phat she is a sister of the within-named Margaret D. Marchand, and that 
or the relief of Charles W. Lambert. she has read and carefully examined the affidavit of her said sister hereto ap- 
The bill is as follows: pended; that she has personal know ledge ot the dition of health and differ 
: | ent stages of disease that finally resulted in the death of ¢ nodore Mare 
Be it enncted, etc., That the S-cretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized | and; and also personal knowledge of the s'atements contained in the annexed 
and directed to amend the military record of Charles W. Lambert so as to show | affidavit, and that she verily believes the same to be tr 
him honorably discharged from Company F, One hundred and fifty-second New LLICE P, THORNTO? 
York Volunteers, “Ou i} hie 15th a eM 
wey “Sworn and subseribed this 15th day of May, 1434. before me 
The report (by Mr. CAREY) is as follows: (SEAL. } “SPRIGG HARWOOD 
lerk of Cireui ourt for A i" re del 
The Committee on Military Affairs, having had under consideration the bill —w es é' : 
(H. R. 5063) to amend the military record of Charles W. Lambert so as to show Commodore Marchand was an aged man when he was retired, and t ‘ 
him honorably discharged from Company F, One hundred and fifty-second | be no doubt during his lone and faithful service he contracted t 
New York Volunteers, submit the following report : which caused his death, His widow is now sixty-six years of ag: 
The War Department records show that Charles W. Lambert was enrolled In view of all the circumstances the committee re nend t e of 
September 4, 1862, for three years in Company F, One hundred and fifty-second |} the bill with amendment. Change word “fifty” t t 
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The amendment recommended by the committee was adopted. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
and being engrossed, was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


JAMES MORRISON. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 9370) 
to remove the charge of desertion from the record of James Morrison, 
alias James C. Mackintosh. 

The bill is as follows 


Be it enacted, ete., That the charge of desertion in the case of James Morrison, 
alias James C. Mackintosh, an enlisted man in the Navy, who deserted from 
the United States ship Lexington at Monterey, Cal., October 22, 1848, be, and 
and the same is hereby, removed from the record of his service. 

Sec. 2, That the proper accounting officers of the Treasury Department are 
hereby authorized Lo settle the accounts for back pay, bounty, and allowances 
that may be due to said James Morrison, alias James C. Mackintosh, at the 
date of bis desertion from the United States ship Lexington, and to pay the 
same from any money inthe Treasury not otherwise appropriated, upon satis- 
factory proof being furnished to them by the said Mackintosh of his identity 
with the said James Morrison 


The report (by Mr. LopGe) is as follows 


The Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (11. R. 9870) to 
remove the charge of desertion from the record of James Morrison, alias James 
©. Mackintosh, having duly considered the same, beg leave to report it back 
with the recommendation that the same do pass 

It appears from an examination of the facts in the case that James (. Mack- 
intosh enlisted as a seaman in the United States naval service June 22, 1843, and 
served with credit on the United States steam-ships Ohio, Cumberland, and 
Franklin to the close of the Mexican war, when, his term of enlistment having 
mearly expired, he was transferred to the store-ship Lexingten, and while at- 
tached to that vesse] was doing shore oe at Monterey, Mexico. 

In the mean time the gold excitement broke out in California, and he with 
seven other of his comrades were persuaded to leave for the “ diggings.’’ The 
mark of desertion was accordingly entered against his name on the rolls of the 
United States steam-ship Lexington, October 22, 1848. Returning to New York, in 
1853, he again re-enlisted, under his right name of James C. Mackintosh, serving 
faithfully on the North Carotina, Constitution, and the Portsmouth. He was 
subsequently employed by the Ordnance Department at the Portsmouth (N. 
H.) navy-yard, until the outbreak of the war, when he enlisted on the Octo- 
rara. He was successively promoted as a petty officer, as a coxswain and gun- 
ners’ mate, and at the battle of Mobile Bay was severely wounded in the head 
while at the wheel. 

On recovering from his wound he successively re-enlisted again up to the 
year 1872, when he received an appointment asa watchman inthe Boston navy- 
yard. The gallant Admiral C. R. P. Rogers, who was at that time the Chief of 
the Bureau of Yards and Doeks, spoke of him as follows : 

Bureau or YAarRps AND Docks, December 5, 1872. 

Ihave served with James Mackintosh during three cruises,one when he was 
a boy and twice as a petty officer. I beg leave to reeommend him very strongly 
for employment at our navy-yard. Such faithful seamen well deserve the con- 
sideration of naval offiecrs. 

©. BR, P. ROGERS, Chéef of Bureau. 

Mackintosh is stillin the naval service, and was recently on duty on board 
the United States ship Galena. In view of his many years of faithful perform- 
ance of duty, it seems to your committee that it will be bat an act of simple 
justice to give him the relief asked for. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


JOSEPH 8 HENDERSON. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 4250) 
granting a pension to Joseph 8. Henderson. 
The bill is as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Commissioner of Pensions be, and he hereby is, 
empowered and directed to place the name of Joseph 8. Henderson, late of 
Company UW, Twenty-seventh Regiment iowa Infantry, on the pension-roll, and 
that said pension be rated at $16 per month after the taking effect of this act. 

The report (by Mr. FLIck) is as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 4250) 
granting a pension to Joseph 8S. Henderson, submit the following report : 

The applicant enlisted December 20, 1863, in Company IH, Twenty-seventh 
Towa Infantry, and was discharged November 15, 1865. He made application 
tor pension on the ground that he contracted disease of the eyes in the service. 
The claim was rejected on the ground that be failed to prove, under the rules 
of the Department, that he contracted the disease while in the Army. 

The proof abundantly establishes his soundness prior to enlistment and 
shows that be was for some months treated for a fever in hospital at Memphis, 
Tenn, Also thatin 1865,and very soon after his discharge, he was suffering 
with inflammation of the eyes, from which he has never recovered, and that he 
is now almost totally blind. 

Claimant testities that disease of his eyes followed and was the result of the 
fever for which he was treated in hospital in 1964. 

In view of the fact that claimant was a sound man attime of enlistment, and 
was euffering from disease ot the eyes soon after discharge, and has been so 
afflicted ever since, and in view of his testimony, your committee believe the 
proof sufficient to justify the granting of a pension, and therefore recommend 
the passage of this bill. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chairwill call the attention of the 
gentleman from Kansas to the fact that this bill provides that the Com- 
missioner of Pensions shall grant this pension. The usual form is the 
Secretary of the Interior. 

Mr. MORRILL. Thatisa mistake in draughting the bill. Itshould 
be the Secretary of the Interior, and I move that amendment. 

The amendment was adopted. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

WILLIAM J. TERNEY. 

Tke next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 10166) 

for the relief of William J. Terney. 
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The bill is as follows: 


Beit enacted, etc., That the charge of desertion standing against the na: 
William J. Terney,of Company H, Third Michigan Cavairy, be, and the : 
is hereby, removed,and the Secretary of War ishereby authorized and d 
to issue to him, the said William J.Terney,an honorable discharge. 


mr 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and | 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
WILLIAM T. RHODES. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H.R. + 
granting an increase of pension to William. T. Rhodes. 

The bill is as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Seeretary of the Interior be, and he is here 
thorized and directed to pay William T. Rhodes, late of Company K, Tw: 
Regiment United States infantry, in war with Mexico, a pension at the r. 


$25 per month, in lieu of the pension he is now receiving, subject to the p: 
ions and limitations of the pension laws. 


The report (by Mr. Smyser) is as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H.R. 8600) gray, 
ing an increase of pevsion to William T. Rhodes, have considered the samc o 
report: 

The claimant enlisted June6, 1847, as a private in Company K, Twelfth Un 
States Infantry, and served in the war with Mexico until January 12, 134s, « 
he was discharged on surgeon'scertificate of disability on account of pulmon. 
consumption, 

He filed an application fora pension inthe Pension Bureau March 22, | 
alleging that he contracted lung disease in Mexico; but the examining surg 
reported no disability existing from said disease, and the claim was rejex 
He was subsequently granted a pension at $8 permonth under the Mexican v 
service act, and the bill proposes to increase the same to $25 per month. 

in his petition for relief the claimant avers that he has never recovered t 
the disease contracted in Mexico and that he is now sixty-five years old 
owns no property whatever. He further states that his only source of inco: 
is his small pension, and he is obliged to depend for a support largely upon 
wife and two children. 

The truthfulness of the claimant's statement is vouched for by thirty-' 
neighbors and acquaintances, who indorse his petition. His inability to ; 
form any manual labor by reason of nervous cxhaustion and general physi 
— isshown by the testimony of Dr. A. R. Scruggs, of Hart County, K« 
tucky. 

In view of the facts stated, your committee are of the opinion that the cas 
a proper one for the action of Congress, and the passage of the bill is therefv 
recommended. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and bei: 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


JONATHAN C. HUFFMAN. 


The next business on the Private Calender was the bill (HM. R. 3501 
to remove the charge of desertion from the reeord of Jonathan C. Hu 
man. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, eic., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, a 
thorized and directed to amend the records in his office so as to remove t! 
charge of desertion against Jonathan C. Huffman, late of Company FE, Nin 
Kentucky Volunteers, and grant him an honorable discharge from the ser\ 
of the United States, as of date September 29, 1862. 


The report (by Mr. CAREY) is as follows: 


The Committeeon Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. BR. 35 
removing charge of desertion against Jonathan C. Huffman, having considere | 
the same, respectfully report : 

That the bill ae np to relieve Jonathan C. Huftmen of the charge of des: 
tion, a«shewn by his military record, asa member of Company E, Ninth Ke: 
tucky Volunteers, and t him an honorable discharge to date from Septe: 
ber 29, 1862. This soldier was mustered into said company November 26, 155! 
and on October 4, 1868,was dropped as a deserteras having been absent witho 
leave since Se ber 29, 1862. On the i7th day of October, 1863, he enlisted i: 
Company E, Fifty-first Indiana Volunteers, and served in that organization «© 
chief musician until mustered out on r 13, 1865. 

From the affidavits ted to the committee it appears the soldier was |: 
sick at « hospital in Louisville, Ky., and that about October 1, 1862, he was 
sent, with others, to find his company, which was supposed to be at Bowlin, 
Green, Ky., and that on reaching that — he was told that the iment hac 
been disbanded, and that its members gone to their homes. le then vis 
ited his brother in Indiana, and after he had, as he supposed, enlisted in tlic 
One hundred and eighteenth Indiana Regiment, he was taken sick, and on |i: 
recovery he applied tothe adjutant-general of Indiana to be forwarded to th 
regiment. He was told that his name did not appear on the rolls of the reg 
ment. He then enlisted in the Fifty-first Regiment Indiana Volunteers. A 
the facts of this case are set out in accompanying report of the War Depa: 
ment and affidavits. 

Considering the age of the soldier at the time of his enlistment and the fa 
of his serviee of more than three years in the Union Army, and that he did: 
enlist in the second tion to receive a bounty, the committee recom 
mend that the bill pass, amended in line6 by inserting after the word “Co 
pany ” the letter * FE.” 


Case of Jonathan C. Huffman, Company E, Ninth Kentucky Volunteers. 
RECORD AND Penston Drvisrox, May 19, 1890 


A report in this case was furnished the House Committee on Military Affair: 
on House bill 3707, Fiftieth Congress, first session,on March 6, 1888, since whi: |: 
date the status of the soldier has not been either by the introducti 
of new testimony or by subsequent legislation. 

The following is a copy of the rt referred to, to wit: 

“The official records show that Jonathan C. Huffman was enrolled Septc: 

ustered in November 26, 1861, for three years asa private 
Company E, Ninth Kentucky Volunteers; present with his company to (\: 
muster of February 29, 1862, and reported absent, sick in hospital at Louisvi!! 
Ky., on same rolls, up to the muster of March and April, 1863. On the must: 
for May and June, 1863, he was reported absent without leave in Metcalf Coun! 
Kentucky, since September 29, 1862, and on the return for October, 1863, he w+ 
a etOn Ociaher 11, IM, be entinted ander the name 

“On 17, 1868, he enlisted under the name of John H. Taylor, forthre: 
years, in Company E, Fifty-first Indiana Volunteers, and he served with tha‘ 
organization until mustered out on December 13, 1865, as chief musician of t!): 


. In his sworn application of June 19, 1886, for removal of thecharge of dese: - 
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tion, Huftman states ‘that after a short treatment in hospital at Louisville, Ky., 
he, with others of his company, was forwarded about October 1, 1862, to his 
command, then oapeus to be at Bowling Green, Ky. 

“* When hearrived in the vicinity of his home he learned that his regiment had 
been disbanded by order of the colonel to visit their homes and rendezvous at 
Bowling Green, and he, not being able for duty, remained at home until about 
March 1, 1#63; in the mean time he sent ‘physician’s certificate’ to his regi- 
ment; his regiment's whereabouts was at that time unknown to him, and he 
went to Indiana and enlisted in the Fifty-first Indiana Voiunteers.’ 

“It appeared to be clear from this statement,in any event, that instead of 
proceeding to his command (which was not disbanded at any time, as alleged 
after his discharge from hospital in Louisville, Ky..about October |, 1862, the 
soldier went to his home, and as he never reported to it after he reached home 
the record of desertion on October 4, 1862, is fully substantiated, 

“ The absence in desertion having exceeded three months, the case is not cov- 


ered by the act of Congress approved May 17, 1886, and the application was de- 


nied under date of January 8, 1887. 
Respectfully submitted. 


F.C. AINSWORTH, 
Captain and Assistant Surgeon, U.S. Army 
The SECRETARY Or WAR. 


Srare oF Kentucky, County of Barren, ss: 


The affiant, I. N. Chinowth, states that he was first lieutenant in Company EF, 
Ninth Kentucky Volunteers, and that Jonathan C. Huffman was a member of 
gaid company and regiment as private and drummer ; that in September, 1362, 
while following the rebel General Bragg on his raid through Kentucky, the 
said Huffman was taken sick and left in hospital at Louisville, Ky.; that he 
being young and inexperienced in military affairs, and not knowing where his 
regiment was, he visited a brother, then living in Indiana, and while there en- 
listed in the Fifty-first Indiana Regiment. 

Affiant furtherstates that he has known the said Huffman all his life, and that 
he has always beenof good mora! habits,and while serving under affiant in 
Ninth Kentucky was a good and obedient soldier; and affiant is satisfied that 
Huftman had no intention of desertion when he enlisted in Fifty-first Indiana, 
neither did he do so in order to obtain any bounty or other considerations, but 
merely aimed to serve his country as a good soldier. Affiantfuarther states that 
he bas no pecuniary interest whatever in making this statement. 

I. N. CHINOWTH, 
Late First Lieutenant Company E, Ninth Kentucky, and 
Captain Company A, Thirty-seventh Kentucky. 


Subscribed and sworn to before me by I. N. Chinowth, well known to me to 
be a reputable witness. Given under my hand this 16th day of December, 1889. 
{swax.] J.T. WOOTEN, 
County Court Clerk. 


Srare OF Kentucky, County of Barren, ss: 


The affiant, J. OC. Huffman, states that he was a member of Company FE, Ninth 
Roney Infantry Volunteers of the war of the rebellion ; that in September 
1862, while following the rebel General Bragg through Kentucky, he was taken 
sick and left in hospital at Louisville, Ky., where he remained for some 
months; he then started to join his command, which had gone to the front 
again; when he arrived at Cave City, Ky., he was so exhausted that he went 


to his home in Barren County, Kentucky, where he remained for about three | 


months under the treatment of Drs. Hord and Watson, and had certificates 
of disability from them, both of whom are now dead. 

In the early part of 1863 he again started to find his company and regiment, 
but being young and inexperienced in traveling, and not knowing where his 
command was, and still being in feeble health, he concluded to visit a brother 
livingin Indiana. After remaining with his brother a few weeks he enlisted 
in the One hundred and eighteenth Indiana Regiment, then being recruited. 
In a tew days after his enlistmentin said regiment he was again taken sick, and 
the regiment was completed and mustered into the United States service while 
he was sick and left him. When he got ablefor duty he reported to the adju- 
tant-general at Indianapolis, who examined the rolls of the said One handred 
and eighteenth Regiment and informed him that his name did not appear on 
said rolls. 

He then enlisted in the Fifty-first Indiana Regiment in the spring of 1873, and 


tion of desertion from his first service, and was ignorant of the result of the 
course he had pursued, and was acting in good faith; that if he was in the serv- 
ice of his country he was in the@ine and discharge of hisduty; he would have 
wemeety pues his first regiment, where neighbors and friends were serving, 
if he had known where to have foundthem. He further states that his course 
was not to obtain a bounty or other money consideration, but simply to defend 
his country’s call, and that he never received a dollar of bounty money in his 


life. 
J.C. HUFFMAN, 


Subscribed and sworn to before me by J. C. Huffman, to me well known to be 
a reputable person, and is so reputed in the community in which he resides, 
and ail his statements are entitied to full faith and credit. 

Given under my hand this 17th day of December, 1899. 

ILN.CHINOWTH, J. P., B. C. 


The bili was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and be- 
ing engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


RICHARD CHRISTY. 


Mr. MORRILL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unauimous consent to discharze 
the Committee of the Whole from the further consideration of the bill 
(H. R. 4778) pensioning Richard Christy, and I ask for its present con 
sideration. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete,, That the Secretary of the Interior be authorized to place 
upon the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension 
laws, the name of Richard Christy, late of Company F, One hundred and twenty- 
fifth [llinois Volunteer Infantry, now of Enon, Barber County, Kansas. 


The report (by Mr. MORRILL) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
<7) granting a pension to Richard Christy, submit the following report: 

t enlisted in Company F, One hundred and twenty-fifth Lllinois In- 
fantry, an. 1862, was discharged June 9, 1865. Made application for pen- 
sion in x the incurrence of piles and rheumatism in the Atlanta 
cam His claim was rejected at the Pension Office on account of no record 
and failure of claimant to furnish required evidence as to incurrence of dis- 
ability. The Department, however, admits that the records ot his regimental 

ital were very incomplete. Claimant alleges that owing to the lapse of 
time his n could not sufficiently recall the facts to warrant him in mak- 
ing a and that his lieutenant and orderly sergeant are dead. 
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Joseph Wren makes affidavit that he has known claimant s e 18 
from his discharge to 1878 he resided within niles of him; saw him at 
twice a week, and at times employed him: thatat his return home aft dis 
charge he was suffering f sand rheumatism, and continued to be so 
affected until 1878, at which t slost sight of hin Another witness testifies 
that he has lived close neighbor to « t since 1875, and that during all the 
time since his acquainta: 1e has « shy seffered from piles and rheu 
matism. Two other witnesses t fy s ue ially tothe same tacts as to claim 
ant’s disability. : 

The examining board in 1885 f¢ d avery irrit anus, with 
a large hemorrhoidal tumor, muscles flabby. ¢ eral ired Chey 
gave him arating of four-eighths for b ling p t hs for general 
debility. Another exa ing board 1888 found t disabilities 
Owing to the fact that claimant served nearly three vears, his xd record asa 
soldier, and his evidence of continuous disability since discharge, your com- 
mittee are disposed to give him t benefit of doubt as to i irrence, and rec- 
ommended that the bill do pass 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and be- 

| ing engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


MARTHA D. GUNNISON 

The next business was the bill (H. R. 9496) for the relief of Martha 
D. Gunnison. 

The bill was read, as follows 

Be it enacted, etc., That the act entitled “An act to restore pensions in certain 
cases,’ approved June 9, 1880, shall be construed so as to include within its 
provisions Martha D. Gunaison, Brooklyn, N. Y 

The report (by Mr. HI) is follows: 

Che Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (HL. R. 9496) for the 
purpose of construing the act entitled “‘An act to restore pensions in certain 
cases,” approved June 9, 1880, having had the same under consideration, sub 
mit the following report 

Mrs. Gunnison is the widow of Capt. John W. Gunnison, United States Army 
She was pensioned after the captain's death at $25 per month, but by subse- 
quent general legislation her pension was reduced to $20 per month, the amount 
now received by her. 

Your committee believe that the act of June 9, 1880, was intended to include 
the widows of officers of the Army as well as those of the Navy, and the bill is 
therefore returned with a favorable recommendation. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

ELLEN J. WHARTON. 

The next business was the bill (H. R. 9564) for the relief of Ellen J. 
Wharton. 

The bill was read, as follows : 


Be it enacted, etc., That the act entitled ‘‘An act to restore pensions in certain 


| cases,” approved June 9, 1880, shall be construed soas to include within its pro- 


visions Ellen J. Wharton, of Louisville, Ky 
The report (by Mr. HILL) is as follows 


The Committee on Pensions,to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 9564) for 
the purpose of construing the act entitled “An act to restore pensions in c« 
tain cases,’ approved June 9, 1880, having had the same under consideratio 
submit the following report: 

The committee believe that the act of June 9, 1880, was intended to include 
the widows of officers of the Army as well as those of the Navy. 

Mrs, Wharton is the widow of William L. Wharton, surgeon United States 
Army. 

Her case is similar to that of Mrs, Jane M. McCrabb and others which have 
already received favorabie action in the House. 

The bil! is returned with the recommendation that it do pass 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being 


. : | engrossed, it was accordingly read the thir me, ¢ asse 
was honorably discharged from same, He further states that he had no inten- | © — us accordingly read the third tin und passed. 


CHARLES L. BULLIES. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill (H. R. 7267) to remove the charge of 
desertion from the service record of Charles L. Bullis. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, a 
thorized and directed to cause the records of the War Department to be « 
amended as to remove the charge of desertion from the service record of Charles 
L.. Bullis, late private in Company H, Eighty-third Regiment Pennsylvania Vo! 
unteers, and to grantan honorable discharge to the said Charles L. Bullis as a 
private of said company as of date of the 16th day of November, 1862 


The report (by Mr. SNIDER) was read, as follows 


The Committee on Military Affairs,to whom was referred the bill (IT. R. 726 

} to remove the charge of desertion from the service record of Charies L. Bulli 
having considered the same, respectfully report 

Charles L. Bullis, having served with fidelity and honor from August 8, 1861, 
till November, 1863, having been wounded and become unfit for service, anc 
having been discharged by order of court on account of being a minor, is clearly 
entitled to the relief asked. 

The committee recommend the bill do pass. 


Case of Charles L. Bullis, late private Company H, Lighty-third Pennsylvan V 
unteers. 
RecorD AND Pension Divisiox, May 26, 1890 

Charles Bullis, private Company H, Eighty-third Pennsylvania Volunteers, 
was enrolled at Linesville, Pa., August 8, 1861, to serve three years, and is re- 
goses present on muster-rolis of company until April 30,1862. On the roll for 
May and June, 1862, he is reported “ wounded and missing in action June 27;"’ 
on subsequent rolls to October 31, 1863, ‘absent, sick (wounded) in hospital; 
November and December, 1863, “‘ dropped from rolls per General Orders, 92,’ 

(General Orders, 92, War Department, Adjutant-General’s Office, of 1862, di 
rects that all officers and enlisted men absent from the special muster of August 
18, 1862, **whoare fitforduty * * * at thattime, will be regarded as absent 
without cause, their pay will be stopped, and they dismissed from the service, 
or treated «s deserters, unless restored * * * .") 

The mustcr-out roll of company, dated September 20, 1864, reports him “ dis- 
charged—no official notice—dropped from rolis per General Orders, 92, War De- 
partment,” 
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The Surgeon-General of the Army reports, under date of November 30, 1877, 
that this man was admitted to Union Hotel General Hospital, Georgetown, D, 
C., July 5, 1862, wounded, disposition not given; entered General Hospital, 
Davids Island, New York Harbor, September 4, 1862, with “gunshot of hip,”’ 
and deserted December 13, 1862. 

He was discharged by order of the court of common pleas of Crawford County, 
Pennsylvania, June 12, 1863, on the ground of minority at time of enlistment, 
and that he enlisted without his father’s consent. 

Claimant, in affidavit dated January 15, 1834, declares that he was wounded at 
Malvern Hill, Virginia,, and sent to hospital at Georgetown, D.C., and thence 
to Davids Island, New York; that in the following November he went home on 
& pass,and was detained at home by his parents on accoun: of his being a 
minor and because of his wounds; that he was arrested in 1863 as a deserter 
and released on writ of habeas corpus, and in 1864 enlisted in the Navy, but 
was rejected on account of his wounds; that he was wounded through both 
hips, and is now drawinga pension. He further states that he had no desire or 
intention of deserting, and that he believes himself entitled to an honorable 
discharge. 

Under date of February 29, 1884, he states that he is unable to present his pass, 
as it was worn out by carrying it in his pocket, but says he can prove by all his 
neighbors that he had a pass,and that “ showed it to them; claims to have 
gone to his home on transportation furnished by the Government through Col. 
Charles Burton, the head of the Relief Association of Pennsylvaniaat New York. 
(The records fail to snow that this man was granted a pass as alleged.) 

On February 4, 1886, Hon, J. D. Cammnoyn, United States Seuate, was informed 
by letter from this Department that this soldier's case does not come within the 
provisions of the act of Congress approved July 5, 1884, and his release from 
service by order of a civil court while a deserter at large can not be accepted as 
an extenuation of his crime of desertion. He was further informed that under 
these circumstances there is no provision of law under which the charge can 
be removed. 

The status of the case has not been changed by the introduction of additional 
testimony,nor by subsequent legislation (acts of Congress approved May 17, 
1886, and March 2, 1889, respectively). 

Respectfully submitted. 





F. C, AINSWORTH, 


Captain and Assislant Surgeon, United States Army 


The Secretary or WAR. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, as there does not appear 
to be any further business before the House, I ask unanimous consent 
to submit some views which have occurred to me 4s to the far-reaching 
effect of alaw which would place all the machinery of Federal elections 
in the hands of the central Government. That it would destroy the 
beautiful equipoise which does so much to give stability to our Govern- 
ment and promises for it ever-enduring permanence there can be no 
doubt. I also wish in that connection to make some statements as to 
the experience of the people of Alabama during the period they were 
governed by officers holding their power by virtue of an election con- 
trolled by Federal officials. 

I am impelled to address myself to this subject, as the remarkable 
speech delivered on September 3 by the gentleman from Ohio [ Mr. 
KENNEDY } has confirmed our apprehensions as to the dire purpose of 
the more extreme Republican leaders regarding the Southern States. 
In that speech he denounced Republicans who hesitated in the support 
of the bill as traitors and Judas Iscariots. In referring to the action 
of the Senatorial caucus in postponing action on the bill, he says: 


Every Democrat in the land is to-day applauding the action of the Republican 
Senatorial caucus. 


He also speaks of— 
The anxiety and interest manifested overywhere by Democrats for its defeat, 


Mark, he unquestionably says that every Democrat in the land man- 
ifested anxiety for its defeat and applauded the action of the Senate. 
‘*Every Democrat’’ includes every one of the 4,000,000 Democrats 
from the States north of the Ohio and Potomac; and the fact that Mr. 
KENNEDY testifies that every one was opposed to the bill is abundant 
proof that the best men of the North understood the evil and fearful 
purposes of its advocates. 

SPOILSMEN NOW CONTROL THE REPUBLICAN PARTY. 

It is becoming evident that there are two Republican parties in the 
North: one composed of men who believe in the principles which were 
advocated by those who claimed for it grand and noble purposes, who 
seek its prescrvation because they believe that under its principles per- 
fect liberty, Christian precepts, progress, civilization, the happiness and 
welfare of mankind can be maintained; the other comprising those who 
care for nothing and seek for nothing but increase of power, their per- 
soual aggrandizement, and the opportunity given them for spoil and 
plunder, 

It is the latter party that demands a bill which would give them a 
clutch ou the Governmentand the Treasury which could never be loosed. 
It is this character of men who in 1888, by bribery and iraud, obtained 
control of the House of Representatives, and it is sach men who seek 
by force and frand and their own counting and certifying, to retain 
permanent control of the Government. This Republican party isnow 
dominant in most of the Republican States of the North, and the bet- 
ter clements of all parties are alarmed at its audacity and disregard of 
the best interests of the people. 

Two days ago the gentleman from Ohie [Mr. KENNEDY] made an- 
other specch reiterating hisdemand tor the passage of the force bill and 
denouncing any Republican who did not accede to the extreme views he 
expressed. ‘The country had then had three weeks in which to read 
and centemplate his advocacy of imperial methods. In his anxiety to 
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give proof that his demand that the force bill be put into execution 
was not approved by the Democratic press he said: 

I hold in my hand clippings from various newspapers throughout all Am, 
ica, and I testify to you here to-day that in all of these lines there is not ono 
single Democratic paper that has approved my speech on this floor. 

If the statement is true, and I am confident that it is, I beg to ask 
if there could be much higher proof of the dangerous and evil charac- 
ter of the bill and the utter disregard of rightand reason which actu- 
ates the Republican members of the present Congress. That the bil! is 
opposed by every one of the great conservative papers throughout a!! 
America ought to be sufficient condemnation of the measure. 


DECEPTION AND INSINCERITY OF REPUBLICANS. 


In order to show that the Republican press and the Republican 
party sustain him 1n this position, Mr. KENNEDY said: 

i hold in my hand here clippings from hundreds upon hundreds of Repu 
can newspapers throughout all this country, and, with one or two excepti: 
my words upon this floor have been approved by the Republican press and by 
the people of the country. 

Il hold in my hand here, Mr. Speaker, letters—and these are only a few of | 

reat mass I have received from the country—from every section of the land, 
Sous Maine to California, and from the Lakes to the Gulf, indorsing word for 
word and letter for letter the language and spirit of the speech. 


If the gentleman is only partly correct every right-thinking 100 is 
admonished that the men who now control the affairs of this country 
are of too low a moral standard and too devoid of principle and patri- 
otism to be further intrusted with power. 

The conduct of the Republican leaders and the partisan Republica: 


utter insincerity, and is proof that they will scruple at nothing in « 


conclaves showed that the only difficulty they expected to encounte: 
was in tho passage of the bill through the House. That being accon 
plished, they regarded the struggle as virtually terminated. 

The Republican majority in the Senate being so large, they con- 
sidered its favorable action upon the measure as beyond a question o{ 
doubt, and they anticipated no delay in the Senate, as according to thei: 
view, the bill did not affect the election of Senators nor of any one except 
members of the House, and they assumed that after the House had 
passed a bill affecting only the election of its own members it would 
be a discourtesy for the Senate to hesitate in concurring, even to the 
extent which would result from ordinary discussion. 

Certainly, said these damagogues, the Senate would never venture 
to suggest an amendment to a bill which their co-ordinate body had 
arranged for the management of their own affairs. 

As an element of proof that these werethe views entertained by ki 
publicans, I will read a sentence from Mr. KENNEDY’S speech of Sep- - 
tember 3. In speaking of the bill, he says: 


It made no effort to either abridge or deny the rights of the Senate, or 
any manner to interfere with the powers, privileges, or duties of its member FS 


este 


a. 
’ 


And following a subhead which was in these words, ‘‘ The opinion ‘ 
of the House should govern,’’ he proceeds: 


It was reasonable under such a condition of affairs to presume that the Senate 
acting as a co-ordinate branch of the Government, if such a measure was deeie! 
necessary by the House for its own protection and for the weifare and safety «! 
the people, would evidence its assent by the speedy passage of a measure wh 
had been demanded, not only by the House itself, but by the people of the wih 
country. 

Instead of such consideration as was demanded by so important and weigh! 
a measure, the Republican caucus of the Senate of the United States determine! 
to postpone its consideration * to a more convenient season.”’ 


These extracts from Mr. KENNEDY’S speech certainly tend to confiri 
the truth of the statements that the conspirators felt that the necessity 
for concealing their wicked designs only lasted while the case was pen(- 
ing in the House. 

Consequently, prior to the passage of the bill the advocates of tli 
measure were loud and vociferous in their declaration that the bil! 
could have no possible effect other than to insure absolute fairness in 
the election of ‘‘ members of Congress,’’ and could not possibly have 
the slightest influence or effect upon the election of any State officials 
or Presidential electors. This talk was drummed into the ears of th 
people in season and out of season until after the final vote had been 
taken, at near midnight, during the evening session of July 2. 


SECRET PURPOSES UNCOVERED TOO EARLY. 


The moment the Speaker announced that the bill had passed tic 
House the conspirators thought that further deceptions and falsehoods 
were unnecessary, and immediately they commenced to uncover and 
boast of the real purposes intended to be attained. Their wicked ani 
nefarious designs were partly unfolded in an editorial which appeare( 
the next morning in the National Repnblicanof July 3, the leading 
Republican organ of Washington City. It said: 


With the Lodge national election law in full force over the South and variou: 
Democratic strongholds up North, we may confidently look fora different state 
of political affairs than now exists. New York City will then return sever! 
mere Republican Congressmen than at present, while more than twenty negry 
Representatives from the South will render the Republican control of the futuie 
Congresses absolutely secureand safe. As Mississippi, South Carolina, and Flo: 
ida contain a large majority of negroes, and as there are enough white Rep ! 
licans in Alabama, Arkansas, North Carolioa, and Louisiana, acting in conce'' 
with the negroes, to put these States into the t.epublican line, we can cou!- 
dently look in the future for seven Southern States to be reliably Republic: 








1890. 





This means a gai n offourteen Senators and at least twenty Representatives to 
the Republican party. 

Here the leading organ of the Republican party in the national Capi- 
tal admits that the assertion which had been so freely made that the law 
was not to be put in operation in the North was a mere pretense and 
C- fraud, resorted tofor the purpose of deceiving members of their party who 
would not otherwise have given their support, and they unblushingly 
assert their intention of changing the political status of ‘‘ various Demo- 
] cratic strongholds up North,’’ thus admitting that they intend to avail 
themselves of the frauds which could be easily perpetrated under the 
bill, which itis evident they had specially framed for that purpose. 

AN ATTEMPT TO NEGROIZE THE SOUTH, 

They also admit that they were guilty of falsehood and sought only 
to deceive when they so lustily asserted that the bill would not affect 
State elections, for the day after the bill was passed this paper says: 


y As Mississippi, South Carolina, and F!oridacontaina large majority of negroes, 
and as there are enough white Republicans in Alabama, Arkansas, North Car- 


olina, and Louisiana, acting in concert with the negroes, to put these States into | 


d the Republican line, we can confidently look in the future for seven Southern 
. States to be reliably Republican, 


INTENDED CONFISCATION OF PROPERTY OF WHITES. 


The Republican organ then proceeds to explain how it is intended to 

confiscate the property of the white people of the South. Ii says: 
When through the operation of the Lodge national election law, six or seven 
Southern States shall discard Democratic rule, we shall look confidently to see 
some measure of justice done the blacks, who have been so long defrauded of 
their rights. Heavy taxes should be laid upon the property of the whites to 

develop and extend the public-school system in those States. 

This must mean that their determination is to tax the property of 
ot the whites to the point of confiscation, as the whites are already main- 
taining excellent schools, including universities of a high order, for 
the education of the blacks, aad to do so are taxing their own prop- 
1- : erty as heavily as it will bear. No Northern Republican has studied 
the condition of the negro schools of the South so closely as Senator 


UI . BLAIR, and he stated-— 

rt bi That 985,000 black children are attending the public schools in the South, and 

d that the burden of the expense is mainly defrayed by the white people of the 
; South 

d a 


MISCEGENATION AND MIXED SCHOOLS, 


. : The National Republican, in its joy and glee, then continues, and 
- farther develops the wicked and treasonable designs of these revolu- 
a tionists, as follows: 


Separate schools tor the two races should be abolished, and the plan of bring- 
ingthe youth of both colors into close and equal relations in schools and churches 
c- given a fair trial, as one of the most potent elements to break down the detest- 
able Bourboniam ot the South. The right of the black to bear arms should be 
guarantied to him, as well as all the social rights intended to be secured him by 
the passage of the fourteenth and fifteenth amendments to the Constitution. 
The State laws against the intermarriage of the races should be repealed, and 
any discriminations against the black in the matters of learning trades or obtain- 
~ ing empioyment should be made a criminal offense, while the colored man’s 
right to hold office should be sacredly protected and recognized. A few years 

of this policy will solve the race problem satisfactorily. 


no 


e It seems almost incredible that God could allow men to live who are 
actuated by feelings so low, vile, and vicious. Miscegenation is con- 
1 trary to God’s command, It has been proven over and over again that 
the negro and white man are of different species, and that when mar- 

riage takes place there can be no offspring beyond the third generation; 


and yet these people fly in the face of the ordinance of God in their 


frenzy to destroy the people of one-third of the country. I ask if any 


wicked, diabolic designs. 


. Let us give a more critical examination of some of these admitted 


and even avowed designs, purposes, and intentions: 
First: 


look for a different state of political affairs. * * * 


e concert with the negroes, to put those states in the Republican line. 
¥RAUDS UND&R FORMER FEDERAL ELECTION LAWS. 


ize these States, 


j ity. 


j The act of March 23, 1867, made provision for a constitutional con- 
i vention in Alabama, whose members were to be elected under and in 
virtue of a Federal election law, and section 5 of the act provided that 
in order to secure adoption or ratification of the said constitution there 


should be cast— 
" A majority of the votes of the registered voters. 7 


< ing that— 
The constitution fails of ratification by 8,114 votes. 


make a false report, which of course he retused to do. 





man endowed with aspark of honor or christian sentiment can aid such 


1] With the Lodge election law in full force over the South we can confidently 
Thereare enough white 
Republicans in Alabama, Arkansas, North Carolina, and Louisiana, acting in 


There is no doubt but that the Federal election officers would cer- 
tify the election of Republican candidates, and there is no question but 
that a Republican Congress would do any act necessary to Kepublican- 


This is proven by the diabolic action of a Republican Congress with 
regard to the only election ever held in Alabama under Federal author- 


It so happened that far less than the required number of votes were 
cast in the election, and Major-General Meade made his report certify- 


And he also stated that prominent Republicans had asked him to 
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Notwithstanding the indisputable fact that the constitution was de- 


feated according to the provisions of the law which authorized the 
election, this unscrupulous Kepublican Congress declared it ratified, and 
immediately admitted the Kepablican Senators and Representatives 
who claimed to be elected under said constitution. 


There was no pretense that the election was not conducted with per- 


fect fairness; as it was entirely under the control of the military offi- 
| cers of the United States they could not set up that plea. 
| report of Major-General Meade insisted that it was a fair election in 
all respects. 


In fact the 


Ifa Republican Congress would commit such an atrocity, could we 


expect that they would scruple a moment in declaring all Kepublicans 
elected without regard to the number of votes they received ? 


They would not have any ditticulty in doing this, as we have seen that 


the election officers appointed by Davenport, the author of the election 
bill, were robbers, thieves, convicted felons, penitentiary convicts, and 
keepers of the lowest dens of depravity and wickedness. 


CONFISCATION BY TAXATION, 


The passage of the Lodge bill would be a signal to the unscrupulous 


scoundrels of the United States to gather in the South to repeat, if pos- 
sible, their carnival of crime, theft, plander, and robbery which they 
carried on while the Southern States were under Republican rule from 


1867 to 1874. + 

After thus getting control of the State, what does the National Ke- 
publican, the organ of the Republican party, further say it is their 
purpose to do? 

Second: 

Heavy taxes would be laid upon the property of the whites. 


The history of the Republican party in the South leaves no doubt 
but that this would be done. 

They increased State taxes to 1} per cent. and county taxes in many 
instances to the same figure, while under good old Democratic days it 
was less than one-iourth that amount. 

They collected and squandered some $2,000,000 a year, and in addi- 
tion to this, during the six years of their control, they ran up our 
bonded debt from $5,270,000 to $25,503,593 and reduced the value of 
State bonds from 108 to 22 cents on a dollar. 

They squandered the school fund, paying school officials other than 
teachers six times as much as is now paid the same officers under Dem 
ocratic administration. 

Third: 


MIXED SCHOOLS FOR WHITE AND BLACK. 


Serious as all these evils would be, they are as nothing when com- 
pared with other inlignities and atrocitigs with which we are threat- 
ened. We will read farther from this Republican organ: 

Separate schools for the two races should be abolished, and the plan of bring 
ing the youth of both colors into ciose and equal relations in schools and churches 


given a fair trial as one of the most potent elements to break down the detest- 
able Bourbonism of the South. 


That they would promptly commit this crime there need not be the 
slightest doubt. This was a leading and apparently favorite project 
in the convention of 1867, the members of which were elected under 
the Federal election law which Congress enacted for that purpose. 

The convention, composed largely of negroes and adventurers from 
other States, debated in a most inflammatory manner in favor of inter- 
marriage of blacks and whites, mixed schools, and the distranchisement 
of large classes of white citizens, 

A resolation providing against race amalgamation was tabled by the 
convention, and a small minority of thirteen members, who had become 
alarmed at the reckless disregard of the majority, issued an address on 
December 10, 1867, protesting against the proposed constitution, alleging 
as a cause that it authorized mixed schools, did not prohibit inter- 
marriage of blacks and whites, and that— 

It tended to the abasement and degradation of the white population of the 
State. 

Afterwards, finding that in order to put these projects into operation 
legislative acts were necessary, bills for such purposes were introduced 
into the Legislature. I will read one which was voted tor by every 
Republican member except three, and they were, I am glad to say, 

} y £ . 
from the white counties of North Alabama: 

SecTion 1. Be it enacted by the General Assembly of Alabama, That citizens of 
the State of Alabama, or of the United States of America within the State of 
Alabama, without distinction of race, color, or previous e :ndition of servitude, 
are entitied tothe equal and impartial enjoyment any ace dation, ad- 
vantage, facility, or privilege turnishad by common carriers whether on land or 
water, by licensed inn-keepers, by license! owners, man«gers, or lessees ‘of 
theaters, or other places of publicamusement, by trustees, commissioners, super- 
intendents, teachers, or other officers of common schools or other public insti- 
tations of learning, the same supporte: or authorized by law, by trustees or 
oiticers of cemetery associations or beuevoient institutions incorporated bv 
laws of the State, and this right shall not be denied orabridged onany prete 
of race, cvlor, or previous condition of servitude 


of omm«< 


the 


See. 2. Be it further enacted, That ny person violating the foregoing pro 
visions, or aiding in their violation, or inciting thereto, shall, for every such of 
fense, forfeit and pay the sum of $00 tothe person aggrieved there! 


Judge Bruce, now United States judge, and who would be a con- 
trolling factor in elections, should the force hill be enacted in law, was 
at that time a member of the Legislature. carnes$ 


was one of the most 
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champions of the bill, and spoke in its advocacy for more than two 
hours. 
Fourth 





PROPOSE TO ARM THE BLACKS. 


Another design of the advocates of the force bill is expressed in these 
words 
The rights of the biack to bear arms should be guarantied to him. 


It is quite certain that after Republicans had seized the State of Al- 
abama this idea would be put into operation. When they obtained 
control by the Federal election laws of 1867 they organized and armed 
a negro militia, and unscrupulous white Republicans sought to have 
them put on duty. 

The governor of the State, William H. Smith, was one of the few 
Southern white men who were elected in 1868, The demands made 
upon him by his party associates to order out negro militia under the 
pretense of enforcing the law were of a character to alarm him and he 
declined to accede to their demands. He knew that the State was at 
peace, the laws were obeyed, and that improper motives must prompt 
such requests. In his annual message to the Legislature, November 
15, 1869, this Republican governor said: 

Nowhere have the courts been interrupted. No resistance has been encoun- 
tered by officers of courts in the efforts to discharge the duties imposed upon 
them by law. 

This action upon the part of Governor Smith, together with his re- 
fusal to order out the negro militia, called upon him the bitter criticisms 
and denunciations of Senator George E. Spencer, I. D. Sibley, and 
others. 

On July 25, 1870, in a letter to the Huntsville Advocate, he replied 
to these attacks and denounced these Republican officials ‘‘as systemat- 
ically uttering every coneeivable falsehood,’’ and said: 

During my entire administration of the State government but one officer has 
certified to me that he was unable, on account of lawlessness, to execute his 
official duties. That officer was the sheriff of Morgan County. I immediately 
made application to General Crawford for troops. hey were sent, and the 
said sheriff refused their assistance. My eandid opinion is that Sibley does not 
want the lew executed, because that would put down crime, and crime is his 
life’s blood. He would like very much to have a kuklux outrage every week 
to assist him in keeping up strife between the whites and the blacks, that he 
might be more certain of the votes of the latter. He would like to have a few 
colored men killed every week to furnish semblance of truth to Spencer's libels 
upon the people of the State generally. * * Jt is but proper in this con- 
nection that I should speak in strong terms of condemnation of the conduct of 
two white men in Tuskegee afew days ago in advising the colored men to resist 
the authority of the sheriff; and these are not kuklux, but are Republicans. 

This is but a sample of the conduct of many Republican officials 
who were elected under the Federal election laws of that time. They 
sought to stir up strife. The killing of negroes was to oF anno 
aivantage and these men and men like them were responsible for many 
disturbances, in which negro@® were too often the worst sufferers. They 
now seek to again arm the negroes with a full knowledge that these 
poor creatures would be betrayed by pretended friends into aggression 
which would be very apt to terminate with disastrous results. 

I desire to call special attention to the fact that the Republican gov- 
ernorof Alabama stated that Sibley, the sheriff of Morgan County, de- 
manded that the negro militia be called out; that the governor sent 
Sibley United States troops in answer to his assertion that ‘‘ he was 
unable,on accoantof lawlessness, to execute his official duties,’’ but that 
Sibley refused their assistance. 

I call attention also to the fact that Governor Smith said that Sibley 
did— 


not want the law executed, because that would put down crime, and crime is 


his life’s blood. 

Governor Smith also said that his party associate, Sibley— 
would like to have a few eolored men killed cvery week. 

lt was such Republican scoundrelsas these who were elected to oflice 
under the Federal election law of 1867. 

Fifth: 

ALABAMA EREPUBLICANS SANCTION MISCEGENATION, 

Let us look still further into the intentions of these men. 

‘The advocates of the force bill also say: 

The State laws against the intermarriage of the races should be repealed. 

That this would be done there can be no question. We have seen 
that this idea of miscegenation was debated and favored by them in 
the convention of 1867, and also that that body voted down a proposi- 
tion looking toward its prohibition; but, worse than that, the highest 
judiciary of that Republican government decreed that all laws pro- 
hibiting the marriage of white personsand negroes were null and void 
and in violation of the acts of Congress and the Constitution of the 
United States. I read from the decision in Burns rs. The State, 48 
Alabama Supreme Court Reports, page 195: 


Sections 3602, 3603 of the Revised Code. which prohibit the intermarriage of 
white persons and negroes, are in contravention of the act of Congress of April 
9, 1856, known as the ‘‘civil rights bill,” and repugnant to section | of the four- 
teenth amendment to the Federal Constitution. 


The court quotes from section 1, Article XTV of the Constitution, 
namely: 


No State sha!! make or enforce any law which shall abridge the privileges or 
immunities of citizens of the United States. 


And says that negroes are citizens, and that— 
One of the rights conferred by citizenship, therefore, is that of suing any other 
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citizen, The civil rights bill now confers this right upon the negro in express 
terms, as also the right to make and enforee contracts, amongst which: is th, 
of marriage with any citizen capable of entering into that relation. 


This unnatural, revolting, unchristian, and ungodly decision of 1), 
supreme court-of Alabama illustrates the reckless disregerd of rig}: 
| which actuated the persons who were given official position by virty, 
; Of a Federal election law. 
In 1874 we elected a new supreme court, composed of Democrats, w)io 
reversed and overruled this decision in the case of Green vs. State (> - 
| Ala., 190), which was followed by Hoover vs. State (59 Ala., 57). 
The case of Pace vs. State (69 Ala., 231) involved the same prin: 
ple. It was appealed by the defendant to the Supreme Court of th 
United States, which tribunal delivered an opinion affirming the < 
cision of the Democratic supreme court of Alabama, and therefore reve: 
ing the case of Burns v:. State, which was rendered by the Republica: 
supreme court of Alabama. The Supreme Courtof the United State 
in the case of Pace vs. Alabama, decided that the statutes of Alaba: 
against miscegenation were not in conflict with the Constitution of 1! 
United States. 
UNITED STATES SUPREME COURT REBUKES ALABAMA REPUBLICANS, 
I read from volume 106, United States Supreme Court Reports, pa 
583 
Section 4189 of the Code declares that “if any white person and any negro 
the descendant of any negro to the third generation, inclusive, though one 2: 
cestor of each generation was a white person, intermarry with each other, ca 
| of them must, on conviction, be imprisoned in the penitentiary or sentenced | 
hard labor for the county for not less than two nor more than seven years.’ 
The court after discussing the subject decrees that the law of A| 
bama, which I have read— 
Is not in eonflict with the Constitution of the United States. 
This shows that the Supreme Court of the United States, althoug 
entirely composed of Republicans, revolted at the atrocious ruling © 


the Republicansupreme judges of Alabama; but to more fully illustrat 
the low character of the officials, even including the judges of th 
supreme court, who were foreed upon the people of Alabama by th: 3 
Federal election law of 1868, I will call attention to opinions of th . 


Supreme courts of Indians and Pennsylvania. 
INDIANA REVOLTS AT MISCEGENATION, 
I read the head-note in the case of State vs. Gibson (36 Indiana, paz 


nor the civil rights bill passed by Congress has impaired or abrogated the law: 
of this State on the subject of the marriage of whites and negroes. Such aunio 
uae members of the different races is a criminal offense by the statutes «/ 
this te. 


The decision also says (pages 403, 404): 


The statute provides that the following marriagesare void: When one of th 
pee isa whiteperson and theother possessed of one-eighth or more of negr:) 

ood ; and when either party is insane or idiotic at the time of the marriag:. 
Under the police power possessed by the States they undoubtedly have th: 
power to passsuch laws. 

The people of this State have declared that they are opposed to the int: 
mixture of races and all amalgamation. 


The court then adopts and incorporates in its decision the decree 0! 
the supreme court of Pennsylvania in the case of Westchester ani 
Philadelphia Railroad vs. Miles (55 Pennsylvania State Reports, pag: 
209), in which the learned judges, with great emphasis, declare that it 
is the duty of the law to protect society from the character of evil- 
which the Alabama Republican judges sought to force upon 'the peop|c 
of that State. 


PENNSYLVANIA REVOLTS AT MISCEGENATION,. 


The question considered was the right of a railroad to provide sepa 
rate localities on their trains for white and black passengers. I rea‘! 
from pages 213 and 214: 


Why the Creator made one black and the other white, we know not; but i! 
fact is apparent, and the races distinct, each producing its own kindand follo\ 
ing the peculiar law of ils constitution. equality, with natures « 
perfect and rights as sacred, yet God has made da ilar, with tho- 
natural instincts and feelings which Heal ways impartsto His creatures when ||. 
intends that they shall not tee the natural boundaries He has assigned t 
them. The natural law which dstheir intermarriage andthat socia) ama 
ae which leads to a corruption of races is as clearly divineas that whi: : 

mparted to them different natures. The tendency of intimate social int: 
mixture is to amalgamation contrary to the law of races. 

From social amalgamation it 1s but a step to illicit intercourse, and but a 
other to intermarriage. But to assert separateness is simply to say thatfollow 
ing the order of Divine Providence, human authority ought not to compel thes 
widely separated races to intermix. The right of such to be free from soc: 
contact is as clear as to be free trom intermarriage. The former may be les: ©: 
pulsive as a condition, but not less entitled to protection as a right. 

It is not prejudice, nor caste, nor injustice of kind, but simply to suff 
men to follow the law of races established by the Creator Himself, and not | 
compel them to intermix contrary to their instincts. * * * Never has the: 
been an intermixture of the two races socially, religiously, abel or political! 
By uninterrupted usage the blacks live rt, visitand entertain among the: 
selves. In fact, there is not an institution of the State in which they hav 
mingled ae with the whites. Even the common-school law pr 
vides for sepatate schools. 

In the military service, also, they were not intermixed with the white soldic 
but were separated into companies and ments ofcolor, and this not by w: 

of disparagement, butfrom motives of and prudence, to avoid the an 
| tagonisms of variantand immiscible races. 


ALABAMA REPCRLICAN OFFICIALS DEGRADE WHITE MEN. 
|  Whata contrast between the words and moral sentiments uttered |) 
the judges of the Supreme Courtof the United States and of the Statc- 
of Indiana and Pennsylvania on the one hand, and the Republican 


| 
| 
| 
; 
| 
’ 
| 
| 
i 
| 
389): 
Neither the fourteenth amendment to the Constitution of the United States 
! 
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judges of the supreme court of Alabama on the other. ‘The former 
protecting and purifying society and morals; the latter exercising all 
their weight and force to destroy, degrade, and, if possible, drag down 
the highest type of man and womanhood to a level with the negro 
race. It is this degradation which the organ of the Republican party 
of this Capital city gleefully and joyfully proclaims is to be the dread- 
ful fate of the people of the South— 

When the Lodge election law is in full force. 

The people who seek to carry out these ungodly purposes do not pre- 
tend that they do this for the purpose of or to be in any way beueficial 
to the negro race, but they plainly assert that their purpose is— 

To break down the detestable Bourbonism of the South. 

REPUBLICAN BAD FAITIL REGARDING EDUCATIONAL BILL. 

That the power of the Republican party has never been exercised in 
the interest of the colored man is quite apparent. There are few meas- 
ures nearer to the colored man’s heart than the education bill, and Re- 
publicans have solemnly promised to enact the law for his benefit. 

In the Forty-seventh Congress, the Republican Senate refused to pass 
an educational bill. 

The Southern Democrats of the House in that Congress expressed 
themselves emphatically for the bill. On January 16, 1883, the first 
vote on the question of considering the bill was 117 for and only 11 
against it. The vote was then taken on the resolution to consider and 
the affirmative vote in favorot the bill was increased to 129, including, 
[I believe,every Southern Democrat except those from Texas. (See 
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, January 15, 1883, page 1202.) 

in the Forty-eighth, with a knowledge that Speaker CARLISLE and: 
the House Committee on Education were opposed to the bill, they 
passed the measure, and it died in the House committee, just as these 
artful Republican Senators had expected. 

In the Forty-ninth Congress the Senate passed the bill again after it 
had become reasonably certain that it would never be considered in 
the House, and these same tactics were repeated in the Fittieth Con- 
gress. 


In the Fifty-first Congress the House was known to be in favor of | 


the bill and the Republican Senators were therefore unable to continue 
the tactics by which for six years they had deceived the colored peo- 
ple. They feared that if they passed the billand sent it to the House 
as now organized it would be acted on favorably by that body; and 
the bill to which the Senate gave but eleven adverse votes in the Forty- 
ninth and but twelve in the Fiftieth Congress was deliberated, voted 


down, and defeated by the Republican Senators, and this was done in | 


a Senate whose Republican majority had just been increased by the 
addition of eight Republican Senators from the new States; and I will 
also state that on each of the votes by which it passed the Senate in 
the Forty-eighth, Forty-ninth, and Fiftieth Congresses it was sup- 


ported by three-fourths of the Democratic Senators from the Southern | 


States. The platform upon which Mr. Cleveland was elected said: 

We favor the diffusion of free education by common schools; 
and the Alabama Legislature, which was almost solidly Democratic, 
unanimously adopted the following memorial: 

” ‘Phat theSenators and Representatives in Congress from this State be requested 

to secure the passage of a bill granting aid to education in the several States 
upon the basis of illiteracy, the amounts so appropriated to be applied by the 
several States through their superintendents of education. 

It is perfectly clear that a large majority of Southern Democrats have 
unremittingly urged the passage of an educational bill; and besides 
appropriating largely for*the education of the whites, they have, as 
stated by Senator BLArr, freely used their own means to educate the 
colored race; and the facts show that Republicans have taken precisely 
the contrary course. 

Why they are guilty of this treachery towards the colored people of 
the South I can not say, except that, as you are quite aware, with ed- 
ucation the colored men would no longer be their political slaves, but 
would vote with the patty which advocated laws most promotive of 
their interests and material advancement. 

EQUILIBRIUM ESSENTIAL TO OUR SYSTEM. 

If there was no other reason for leaving this matter of election with 
the States, there is one which of itself is absolutely conclusive. 

No one political party can continually control all the organizations 
and departments of a government without drawing to it bad and de- 
signing men, until it finally becomes so debased asto sink under the 
weight of its own depraved and vicious corruption. 

Under our system this can not possibly occur. Under the Reed- 
Taher Denigect system it would be impossible to preventsuch a re- 


Under our system the popular branch of the law-making pawer can 
not remain for any long period under the control of one party. Its 
members are chosen by the people every two years and the elections 
are conducted through officers appointed by the governor and other 
State officials. 

The States are nearly equally divided between the two great parties, 
= producing a balance of power which must always tend to equaliza- 

on. 

If half the States are of the same political party as the one controll- 
ing the General Government, and they attempt to enact laws or ad- 
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d in the election of Representatives o 
their own political faith, the States which are of the opposing faith 
would be expected to exert their efforts to counteract such proceed - 
ings, and the fact that retaliation would result from such legislation 
has, up to this period of our history, very far towards conserv- 
ing the equilibrium which has maintained the stability of our Gov- 


minister laws so as to undu!l 


iV i 


rorie 


ernment. With this to balan t has stood many a shock and many 
a storm. 
BALANCE. XO ~ 
While the world marvels at this wonderful structure, the wisest and 


most sagacious statesmen see the secret of our succe in this one great 


safeguard which our constitutional fathers ingrafted into our system. 
Now, Messrs. Reep, LopGE, and Davenport say, root it out. If you 
do this, the historian of the fallof the American Repubiic may as well 


commence to prepare for his work. 
The party in power would have the absolute control of election 


| They have proven themselves utterly, and even criminally, unscrupu- 


lous in all matters controlling the elective franchise, and no one could 


| for a moment doubt that the slight weight necessary to turn the bal 


| of this bill every department of the Government would be 





ance in their favor would be exercised, and from the date of the passage 
permanently 
under their control 

Corruption would pile upon corruption, evil upon evil, usurpation 
upon usurpatién, crime npon crime, tyranny upon tyranny, lism 
upon Reedism, until the weight would become too heavy to be borne 
and then the crash would come. 


oon 1 
u nceeu 


th 
p we 


put 
such a result would be inevitable unless greatly I 
was given to the central Government; and to meet that exigency th« 
regular Army with bayonets and canncn are provided, and the beauti 
ful structure perfected and balanced by Washington, Jeflerson, Fra 
lin, and their compeers, so that for more than a century of triumphant 
progress ne shock or attack in the slight 

and stately counterpoise, is now threatened with utter destruction 

Is there a man in Alabama who prefers a government supperted by 
bayonets to one upheld by the love and confidence of the people ? 

Men who have no thought or desire for the welfare of mankind, who 
take no pride in the growth, progress, and extended influence of our 
| country among the nations of the earth, care but little whether our 
| land is endowed with God’s best blessing or cursed with the worst evils 
which are threatened by the law to which I have referred. But men 
| who believe the great American Republic has a mission to perform, 
| and that its mission under the guidance of the hand of our Almighty 
Father is to spread the glad tidings of civil liberty and free christian 
government, and by its example as far as may be toextend these bless 
ings to the millions of oppressed of other lands who look up to it with 
reverence, love, and hope, will join us in upholding the principles of 
| government to which we owe our freedom, our progress, and our unex 
ampled prosperity. 

To the christian, to the good, and to the patriot who loves the glory 
of his country better than his own glory, the happiness of the vast con- 
course of his fellow-men better than his own happiness, we appeal to 
defend the land of Jefferson, Franklin, and Washington against the 
treasonable designs of selfish men who, for their own aggrandizement, 
would risk the life of this beautiful organization whose symbol, float- 
| ing over land and sea, is loved by loyal hearts, feared by imperial and 
monarchical tyrants, and respected by all, whether the ruler or the 
ruled, sovereign or subject, prince or prelate. 

During the delivery of the remarks by Mr. WnreLer the following 
oceurred : 

TheSPEAKER pro tempore. Thegentleman from Alabama will per- 
mit the suggestion that under therule which governs ouraction hereon 
Friday evening sessions we have no authority to permit anything to be 
| published in the RecorD except that which pertains to pension legis- 
| lation. 
| Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. It has been decided on two or three 
| occasions that we have, and since those decisions our jurisdiction has 
been enlarged. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In open session that may be done, but 
in our Friday evening sessions we are limited to the consideration of 
pension bills. Permission was given to print to the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. CUMMINGS] upon a certain subject, but it was a sub- 
ject of which we had jurisdiction at the Friday evening session. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. But the Chair will recall that our 
jurisdiction has been extended so as to include considering bills to cor- 
| rect the records of soldiers, and this gives us a wide range which cer- 
tainly brings the remarks I have made within the rule. 

Mr. BAKER. Was not general lea ven to print on the election 
law? 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. There is no question about that, and 
if the Chair desires it the remarks I have made may go in the Recorp 
under that general permission; but I think the Chair will agree that 
the remarks I have made would be pertinent to the bill now before 
the House affecting, as it does, the status of a soldier in the Army. 
[ Laughter, ] ’ 
In order that the enormity of its expressions may be more fully 
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comprehended I append the article intact precisely as it appeared on the 
editorial page of the National Kepublican of July 3, 1890: 


With the Lodge national election law in full force over the South and various 
Democratic strongholds up North, we may confidently look for a different state 
of political affairs than now exists. New York City will then return several 
more Republican Congressmen than at present, while more than twenty negro 
Ktepresentatives from the South w.jl render the Republican contro! of the future 
Congresses absolutely secure and safe. As Miasissippi, South Carolina, and Flor- 
ida contain a large majority of negroes, and as there are enough white Repub- 
licans in Alabama, Arkansas, North Carolina, and Louisiana, acting in concert 
with the negroes, to put these States into the Kepublican line, we can confi- 
dently look inthe future for seven Southern States to be reliably Republican. 
This means a gain of fourteen Senators and at least twenty Representatives to 
the Republican party 

When through the operation of the Lodge national! election law six or seven 
Southern States shall discard Democratic rule, we shall look confidently to see 
some mensure of justice done the blacks, who have been so long defrauded of 
their rights. Heavy taxes should be laid upon the property of the whites to 
develop and extend the public-s-hool system in those States 

Separate schools for the two races should be abolished, and the plan of bring- 
ing the youth of both colors into close and equal relations in schools and 
churches given a fair trial, as one.of the most potent elements to break down 
the detestable Bourbonism of the South. The rights of the black to bear arms 
should be guarantied to Lim,as well! as all the social rights intended to be se- 
cured him by the passage of the fourteenth and filteenth amendments to the 
Constitution. The State laws against the intermarriage of the races should be 
repealed, and any discriminations against the black in the matter of learning 
trades or obtaining employment should be made a criminal offense, while the 
colored man’s right to bold office should be sacredly protected and recognized. 
A few years of this policy will solve the race problem satisfactorily. 


CAROLINE A. FAIRFAX. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 9506) 
for the reliet of Caroline A. Fairfax. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc,, That the act entitled “An act to restore pensions in certain 
cases,” approved June 9, 1880, shal! be construed so as to include within its pro- 
visions Caroline A. Fairfax, Washington, D. C. 

The report (by Mr. H1tLi) was read, as follows: 


The Committec on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 9506) for the 
purpose of construing the act entitled “An act to restore pensions in certain 
cases,'’ approved June 9, 1880, having had the same under consideration, sub 
mit the following report : 


The committee believe that the act of June 9, 1880, was intended to include 
the widows of officers of the Army as well as those of the Navy. 

Mrs, Fairfax is the widow of Henry Fairfax, captain of Virginia Volunteers 
in the war with Mexico. Her case is similar to that of Jane M. McCrabb and 
others, which have already received the favorable action of the House. 

The bill is returned with a favorable recommendation. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being 


engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
SUSAN NELSON PAGE, 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 9531) to 
restore the pension of Susan Nelson Page. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the act entitled “An act to restore nsions in certain 
cases," approved June 9, 188, shall be construed so as to include within its pro- 
visions Susan N. Page, widow of Capt. Francis Nelson Page, United States 
Army. 

The report (by Mr. H1L.) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 9531) for the 
purpose of construing the act entitled “An act to restore pensions in certain 
cases,"’ approved June 9, 188), having bad the same under consideration, sub- 
mit the following report : 


The claimant, Mrs. Susan Nelson Page, is the widow of Francis N. Page. late 
captain and assistant adjutant-general, United States Army. He died March 
25, 1860, and his widow received a pension of $30 per month, which was re- 
duced, in accordance with subsequent legislation, to $25 per month, and still 
later to $20 per month, the amount she now receives 

Your conimittee believe that the act of June 9, 1880, was intended to include 
the widows of officers of the Army as well as those of the Navy, and the bill 
is therefore returned with a favorable recommendation, 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being 
evgrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. MORRILL moved to reconsider the several votes by which the 
various bills were passed; and also moved that the motion to recon- 
sider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


The hour of 10.50 o’clock p. m. having arrived, the House adjourned. 


SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate bills of the following titles 
were taken irom the Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 

A bill (S. 1530) for the relief of the estate of John Ericsson—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 262%) to authorize the acquisition of lands for coke ovens 
and other improvements and for right of way for wagon roads, rail- 
roads, and tramways in connection with coal mines—to the Committee 
on the Public Lands. 

A bill (S. 3441) supplementary téan actentitled “An act to authorize 
the construction of the Baltimore and Potomac Railroad in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia’’—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 


A bill (S, 4155) to provide for the inspection of live cattle, hogs, and ; 


the carcasses and products thereof which are the subjects ot interstate 
commerce, and for other purposes—to the Committee on Commerce. 
A bill (S. 4161) concerning agricultural entries of land on which min- 
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eral deposits are subsequently found—to the Committee on the Pub); 
Lands, 

A bill (S. 4308) to create a subport of entry and delivery at Neche, 
in the State of North Dakota—to the Committee on Commerce. 


RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule X XII, the following resolutior8 were intro- 
duced and reterred as follows: 

By Mr. FLOWER: 

Whereas this body has been petitioned by the Grand Harbor of America 
Brotherhood of Steam-boat Pilots of the United States, composed exclusive), 
of licensed masters and pilots, for the appointment of a committee from tho 
House of Representatives to examine into, and, where necessary, revise t! 
laws, rules, and regulations governing the steam-boat inspection service, fo 
the reason that it is claimed by them that many of the said laws, rules, and 
regulations are arbitrary, unreasonable, ineffectual, and not in keeping wi: 
our present exigencies and progress, to the great detriment of the public sery- 
ice; and 

Whereas said service, its licensed masters, pilots, and engineers are mainly 
governed by rules and regulations adopted by the boards of supervising in- 
spectors at their annual meetings and enforced by the Treasury Department 
many of which, it is claimed, are capricious, oppressive, and ridiculous, and 
none of which are clothed with the sanction of statute law; and 

Whereas it is further claimed that the management of the service should 
be reudered more efficient, and that serious complaints and charges have bee 
and are being made against several of its principal executive officers of incon 
petence, mismanagement, and official misconduct : Now, therefore, 

Be it resolved, That a committee of five members of this House be appointed 
by the Speaker for the purpose of making a thorough investigation of the mar 
agement of the eaid service and the present laws, rules, and regulations gov - 
erning the same, and investigate all charzes that have been or may be pre- 
ferred against any officer thereof,and make recommendations thereupon to 
this body with ali convenient speed; and 

Be it further resolved, That said committee shall have full power to summons 
witnesses, books, and papers, to incural! necessary expense, to employ clerks 
and counsel, to select times and places for holding its sessions, and to do a|| 
such further acts and things as may be requisite in the furtherance of this object 
to the Committee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. BLISS: 

Resolved, That the Clerk be authorized to continue in employment after the 
adjournment of the present session, for such period as he may deem necessary 
the assistant journal clerk, and pay him out of the contingent fund of the 
House at the rate of compensation now paid him; 
to the Committee on Accounts. 

By Mr. McKINLEY: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That the Pres 
ident of the Senate and the Speaker of the House of Representatives declare 
their respective Houses adjourned without day on Tuesday, the 30th day of Sep 
tember, at 2 o'clock p. m.; 


to the Committee on Ways and Means. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, reports of committees were delivered 
to the Clerk and disposed of as follows: 

Mr. DOLLIVER, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, reported 
favorably the bill of the House (H. R. 17) to remove the charge of deser- 
tion from the record of Michael Muskell, accompanied by a report 
(No. 3196)—to the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. SPOONER, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 2866) for the restoration of 
William C. Spencer to the Army, reported, as a substitute theiefor, a 
bill (H. R. 12148) providing for a board to examine and report as to 
the physical condition of William C. Spencer at the time of his res'g 
nation irom the Army; which was read twice, and. accompanied by a 
report (No. 3197), referred to the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania, from the Committee on the Library, 
reported favorably the bill of the Senate (S. 4087) to authorize the pur- 
chase of certain manuscript papers and correspondence of Thomas Jef- 
ferson, accompanied by a report (No. 3198)—to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE, in behali of the minority of the Committee on 
Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11158 
to authorize the New Orleans Terminal Railway and Bridge Compaxy 
to construct, operate, and maintain a bridge, and all the necessary ap- 
proaches thereto, over the Mississippi River above the city of New Or- 
leans, State of Louisiana, on the leit bank of the Mississippi River, to 
the opposite bank in said State, submitted their views in writing 
thereon; which were ordered to be printed as part 2 of Report No. 3131- 
to the House Calendar. 

Mr. PIERCE, from the Committee on Private Land Claims, re 
ported favorably the bill of the House (H. R. 9622) to confirm certain 
land to Mrs, Zenon Boutte, in the State of Louisiana, accompanied b; 
a report (No. 3199)—to the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. CASWELL, from the Committee oa the Judiciary, reported {- 
vorably the bill of the Senate (S. 4047) supplemental to the act o! 
Congress passed in March, 1887, entitled ‘‘ An act to amend an act en- 
titled ‘An act to amend section 5352 of the Revised Statutes of tl: 
United States in reference to bigamy, and for other purposes,’ ’’ ap- 
proved March 22, 1882, accompanied by a report (No. 3200)—to the 
House Calendar. 

Mr. DUNPHY, from the Committee on Claims, reported with amend- 
ment the bill of the House (H. R. 21) tor the relief of Thomas C. Elli- 
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son, accompanied by a report (No. 3201)—-to the Committee of the Whole | 
Houre. 

Mr. GEST, from the Committee on War Claims, reported favorably 
the bill of the House (H. R. 10778) for the relief of Lester Noble, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 3202)—to the Commitfee of the Whole 
House. 

Mr. SPOONER, from tne Committee on Military Affairs, reported 
with amendment the bill of the House (H. R. 11766) to correct the 
military record of Marcellus Pettitt, accompanied by a report (No. 
3203)—to the Committee ot the Whole House, 

Mr. YODER, trom the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which was 
referred the joint resolution of the House (H. Res. 164) expressing the 
sense of Congress as to the meaning of existing laws providing pen- 
sions for those soldiers and sailors who have sustained the greater loss 
of an arm and a leg, or who have sustained the lesser loss of one hand and 
one foot, reported, asa substitute thereior, a bill (H. 8. 12149) construing 
the act ot February 28, 1877, increasing the pensions in certain cases; 
which was read twice, and, accompanied bya report (No. 3204), referred 
to the House Calendar. ° 

Mr. OSBORNE, trom the Committee ou Military Affairs, reported 
with amendment the bill of the House (H. R. 356s) authorizing and | 
directing the Secretary of War to revoke the order dismissing Second 
Lieut. Edwin F. Nixon, accompanied by a report (No. 3205)—to the 
Committee of the Whole House. : 

Mr. DAVIDSON, trom the Committee on the Library, reported favor- 
ably the bill of the House (H. R. 422) to authorize the purchase of the 
manuscript of William Vans Murray, accompanied by a report (No.. 
3206)—to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. LODGE, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, reported favor- 
ably the bill of the House (H. R. 2121) for the relief of W. W. Beck, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 3207)—to the Committee of the Whole 
House. 











BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule X XII, a bill and a joint resolution of the fol- 
lowing titles were introduced, severally read twice, and referred as fol- 
lows: 

4y Mr. HOPKINS: A bill (H. R. 12150) to prevent national banks 
from acting as agents of lottery companies and forfeiting the charters 
of said banks for violations of the postal laws—to the Committee on 
Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. CUTCHEON: A joint resolution (H. Res. 230) to authorize 
the Secretary of War to loan two light field guns to the Michigan Mili- 
tary Academy—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 





PRIVATE BILLS, ETC, 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the foll 
were presented and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. BROOKSHIRE: A bill (H.R. 12151) granting a pension to 
John W. Ramsey —to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CALDWELL: A bill (H. K. 12152) for the relief of Henry L. 
Morey—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. PERKINS: A bill (H. . 12153) for the relief of Thomas F. 
Richardson—to the Committee on Indian Affairs 

By Mr. ROCKWELL: A bill (H. R. 12154) granting a pension to 
Sheldon Norton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STIVERS: A bi!l (H.R, 12155) authorizing the donation of 
certain condemned cannon to the New York Military Academy, achar- 
tered school of the State of New York, situated at Cornwall, near West 
Point, New York—to the Committee on Military A ftairs. 


owing titles 





PETITIONS, ETC. 
Under clause lof Rule XXII, the following petition was laid on the 
Clerk's desk and referred as follows: 
By Mr. FLOWER: Petitionof American Brotherhood of Steam-Boat 
Pilots ot the United States, asking for certain legislation—to the Com- 
mittee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 


SENATE. 
SATURDAY, September 27, 1890. 


The Senate met at 12 o’clock m. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. Burier, D. D. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. ALLEN presented a petition of 58 citizens of Lynden, in the 
State of Washington, praying that the Police Gazette and similar pab- 
lications may be excluded trom the mails; which was referred to the 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Koads. 

He also presented a petition of Clear Lake Alliance, No. 1, of Spokane 
County, Washington, praying for the passage by the Senate of the 


| Pa., remonstrating against the passage of House 


Conger lard bill ; which was referred to the Committee on Agricultur 
and Forestry. 

Mr. PADDOCK presented a petition of 31 residents of Scott’s Blufi 
County, Nebraska, praying for the passage of Senate bill 3991, known 
as the pure-food bill, to prevent adulteration and misbranding of food 
and drugs; which was referred to the Committe on Agriculture and 
Forestry. 


He also presented a memorial of the retail Ph 


1 phia, 
1 
¥ 


grocs rs oO 

bill 233, common 
known as the Conger lard bill ; which was to the Committee 
on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. BLAIR presented a memorial of the Labor Alliance New 
Orleans, La.; a memorial of colored Republicans of the Fourth district 
of New Orleans, La.; a memorial of the Seventh Ward Central Club 
composed of colored citizens of New Orleans, La., and a memorial of 
the Teamsters and Loaders’ Union Isene Association of New 
Orleans, La., remonstrating against the passage of the Conger lard bill 
which were referred to the Committee on Agricu!ture and Forestry. 

Mr. SHERMAN presenteda petition of the keeper and surfmen ot the 
Cleveland life-saving station, praying for larger compensation to em- 
ployés of the Life-Saving Service; which was reterred to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the council of the city of Cleveland, 
Ohio, praying ior an increase in the pay of employs of the Life-Sav 
ing Service; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. MANDEKSON presented two petitions of citizens of Colfax 
County, Nebraskaa; petition of citizens of Nuckolls County, Nebraska, 
and a petition of citizens of Seward County, Nebraska, praying for the 
passage of Senate bill 3991, known as the Paddock pure-food bill 
which were referrred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

REPORYIS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. BLAIR, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred 
the bill (H. R. 10811) granting a pension to Asa Joiner, reported it with- 
out amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. 10810) granting a pension to Samuel S. Humphreys, reported it 
without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

COURTS IN IOWA. 


Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. Iam directed by the Committee on the Ju 
diciary, to whom was referred the bill (H. &. 11154) to repeal part of 
| section 6 of an act entitled ‘‘An act to divide the State of lowa into two 
judicial districts,’’ approved July 20, 1882, to report it favorably with- 
out amendment; and, as it relates to the convenience of the United 
States court in the northern district of lowa and the safety of the rec- 
ords, I ask that it may be considered now. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. It repeals so much of section 6 of an 
act entitled ‘‘An act to divide the State of Iowa into two judicial dis 
tricts,’’ approved July 20, 1882, as requires courts held under the pro 
visions of the act to be held in buildings provided for that purpose 
without expense to the United States. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


referred 


of 


volent 


WINES’S REPORT ON DEFECTIVE 

Mr. MANDERSON. Iam directed by the Committee on Printing 
to report the following resolution, and I ask for its consideration and 
passage: 

Resolved, That the order of the Senate of August 3, 1836, first session Forty 
ninth Congress, to print Wines’s Report on Defective Classes is hereby re- 
pealed, the same having been printed as a miscellaneous of the 
Forty-seventh Congress, 

The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the reso- 
lution, 

Mr. COCKRELL. 


CLASSES, 


document 


What document is that? 
Mr. MANDERSON. This document is a volume of the Census o! 
1880. It was ordered printed at the first session of the Forty-ninth 
| Congress. Because of the imperfect copy received at the Printing Of- 
fice it has not yet been printed, and we think it best, as it has become 
very stale matter, that it shouid not be printed. A part of the ma- 
terial, perhaps all that is essential, was printed asa miscellaneous docu- 
ment in the Forty-seventh Congress. The Public Printer reports this 
condition of facts, and upon inquiry we are satisfied that there is no 
necessity for the printing of this volume. 


Mr. COCKRELL, Is that in regard to vital statistics? 
Mr. MANDERSON. It is in regard to the detective classes, 


Mr. COCKRELL. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Yes 

Mr. COCKKELL. There is only part of that which was ever pub 
lished in the final reports of the Tenth Census, as I understand. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Yes; that is true. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I do not remember seeing the separate report to 
which the Senator refers. Was that an octavo volume or a quarto? 

Mr. MANDERSON. I presume it was a quarto volume, as nearly 
all those publications were in that form. In tact I know it was in that 
form. I have seen the matter that was printed. 


Defective dependent classes ? 
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Mr. COCKRELL. I donot reeall it in quarto form. 

Mr. MANDERSON. It seems to have become out of date, and it is 
really useless to go into this expenditure at this time. 

Mr. CULLOM. I desire to ask the Senator from Nebraska a ques- 
tion. The Senator, I believe, states that the Public Printer reports 
that he thinks it is not necessary to print this volume. It seems to 
me he is not the man to judge whether a public document ought to be 
printed. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I submit to the Senator from Illinois that that 
is the judgment of the Committee on Printing, and we merely submit 
it to the judgment of the Senate. If the Senate thinks it should be 
printed, we certainly have no objection. 

Mr, CULLOM. I merely desired to inquire whether it would not 
be wise, in view of the amount of matter that was gathered together by 
that officer, to submit it to the inspection of the present Superintend- 
ent of the Census, 

Mr. MANDERSON. I have consulted in this matter, I will say, 
with the Senator from Maine [Mr. HaLe], who has exercised super- 
vision and is fully acquainted with the tacts, and the recommendation 
of the committee has been made only after such consultation and sug- 
gestion. 

Mr. HALE. We considered it in the Forty-seventh Congress, and it 
was thought that all that wasof any essential importance was covered 
in the publication made then, and since then it was not deemed by 
the committee advisable, in fact it has not been requested by the office, 
to print it. 

Mr. CULLOM, It wasonaresolation, I think, that I introduced my- 
self in the Senate that whatever was printed finally was printed in the 
document to which the Senator refers, I neverdid know exactly what 
proportion of the amount of the matter that had been gathered was 
printed, or whether a sufficient number of volumes was printed for the 
use of the country. 

Mr. MANDERSON. This was in addition to the usual number of 
the census report. The same number of this volume on the defective 
classes was printed under the general law governing the printing of the 
volumes of the census. This was an extra number of copies, I think 
as many as $500 would print, as it was a Senate resolution. I ask for 
the adoption of the resolution. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the reso- 
lution. 

rhe resolution was agreed to. 

CIVIL SERVICE COMMISSION REPORT. 


Mr. MANDERSON, i am directed by the Committee on Printing 
to report back favorably the House concurrent resolution for printing 
the sixth annual Civil Service Commission report, and I ask for its 
present consideration. 5 

The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the con- 
current resolation; which was read, as follows : 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That of the sixth 
anual report ot the United States Civil Service Commission, for the year end- 
ing .Fune 30, 1889, there be printed 31,000 extra copies; of which 2,000 copies shall 
be for the use of the Senate, 4,000 forthe House of Representatives, and 25,000 
for tlrs United States Civil Service Commiasion. 

Mr. COCKRELL, The fifth report has already been published, I 
presume, 

Mr. MANDERSON. Yes, it has been published. This provides for 
extra copies. 

Mr. BLAIR. I inquire of the Senator what is the occasion for the 
commission having so large a proportion of these reports ? 

Mr. MANDERSON. Because, as we are informed by the president 
of the commission, the report contains the instructions and the rules 
of the Civil Service Commission governing examinations, and the habit 
of the commission is to use this report to answer inquiries from all over 
the country with reference to that subject-matter. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the con- 
current resolution. 

The resolution was concurred in. 

Mr. MANDERSON, I report back adversely the concurrent reso- 
lution of the Senate authorizing the printing of 50,000 copies of the 
sixth annual report of the United States Civil Service Commission, for 
the year ending June 30, 1889, and move that it be postponed in- 
detinitely. 

The motion was agreed to. 

THE LIQUOR TRAFFIC. 


Mr. MANDERSON. From the Committee on Printing I report ad- 
versely the resolution submitted by the Senator from New Hampshire 
{ Mr. BLArR] authorizing the printing of hearings on the alcoholic 
liquor traflic, and I move that it be indefinitely postponed. 

The motion was «agreed to. 

Mr. MANDERSON, from the Committee on Printing, to whom was 
referred the following resolution, submitted by Mr. BLArr tember 
24, 1890, reported it without amendment; and it was considered by 
unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That there be printed for the use of the Senate 10,000 copies of the Re- 

first session, and of Miscellaneous Document 


ee No, 1584, Fifty-first Congress, 
Yo, 217, Fifty-first Congress, first session, being the report and hearing under 
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the joint resolution proposing an amendment to the Constitution in relati: 
alcoholic liquors, to be in pamphlet form. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. MORGAN introduced a bill (S. 4437) to forfeit to the Unit 
States the lands claimed by the Northern Pacific Railroad Compa 
as having been granted to said company between Bismarck, in Nort 
Dakota, and Wallula, in Washington; which was read twice by its ti: 

Mr. MORGAN. IL should like to say that I hope the Committee 
Public Lands, to whom I asked that the bill be referred, will ta 
early and prompt action upon it, because a bill has passed both Hon 
forfeiting part of that domain, and the friends of the measure in | 
Houses have admitted that that bill does not affect in any way | 
land between Wallula and Bismarck. Inasmuch as I think that . 
action may be misunderstood about it, I desire to have prompt acti 
upon this bill, and I also desire that those lobbyists who have |)c 
here in favor of the Northern Pacific Railroad may be suspended, if | 
can effect that purpose, in getting their fees for the work they have be: 
doing about Congress. I think the best way to doit is for the Sena: 
and House to take up this subject of the forfeiture of that land gran: 

The VICE-PRESIDENT: The bill will be referred to the Comm 
tee on Public Lands. 

Mr. ALLEN introduced a bill (S. 4438)) granting an increase of p: 
sion to James R. Lewis; which was read twice by its title, and refer: 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4439) granting a right of way across t 
Scarborough Hill military reservation to the Llwaco Railway and Na 
gation Company; which was read twice by its title, and referred to | 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. SAWYER introduced a bill (S. 4440) granting a pension 1 
Lockie W. Reeves; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BLACKBURN introduced a bill (S. 4441) relating to junk dea 
ers, dealers in second-hand personal property, and pawnbrokers in t 
District of Columbia; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. WILSON, of Maryland, introduced a bill (S. 4442) providing { 
a board to examine and report as to the physical condition of Willia 
C. Spencer at the time of his resignation from the Army; which wa 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Milita 
Affairs. 

NICKEL ORE OR MATTE FOR THE NAVY. 


Mr. HALE. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there further morning business ” 
not, that order is closed. 

Mr. HALE. I move to take up the joint resolution that went ov: 
yesterday. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The Senator from Maine moves that t 
Senate proceed to the consideration of the joint resolution (H. Res. 2?- 
authorizing the Secretary of the Navy to purchase nickel ore or nic‘. 
matte for use in the manufacture of nickel-steel armor, and for ot | 
naval purposes, 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of th 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the joint resolution. 

Mr. CAMERON. I move to reconsider the vote by which the amen:! 
ment I submitted was agreed to yesterday. 

The motion to reconsider was agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The question is on agreeing to the amen. 
ment offered yesterday by the Senator from Pennsylvania. It will |) 
considered as disagreed to, if there be no objection. 

Mr. CAMERON. I withdraw the amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair hears no objection. If thei. 
be no further amendment as in Committee of the Whole, the joint re 
olution will be reported to the Senate. 

Mr. PLATT. I should like to inquire what the necessity is for ; 
propriating a million dollars when Congress will be in session again | 
two months. I simply desire to say that if it is necessary for the pu: 
poses of the Government, that is all right. 

Mr. HALE. That is just it. 

Mr. PLATT. Butitis going to beacontinual menace hanging ove: 
the head of everybody who is engaged in making articles out of nick! 
in the United States; that is to say, the probability that a millio 
dollars’ worth of it may be required will immediately advance 1! 
price to all consumers of nickel and interfere with all the contracts th.’ 
they have made. If there is not to be a million dollars’ worth pu 
chased, it seems to me the appropriation ought not to be for a milliv. 
dollars. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator himself has what is the r: 
need; and it is necessary that it be done now, and not be put off un: 
the next session, in order that the Government may get the contro! © 
this valuable ingredient and not lose the chance of purchasing it. 
will go elsewhere unless it is purchased now. I do not wish to co 
sume any of the time of the Senate, Mr. President. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, I objected yesterday to the con 
sideration of the joint resolation for the reasons which I then gave, 
and which it is mot necessary to repeat now. I knew, as a matter o 
course, from official sources nothing whatever of the proposition. | 
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was entirely new to me, and all the information that I had was gathered A bill (S. 4011) to authorize the Canaveral and South Florida Rail- 
from the public prints and from communications from persons who | road Company to construct and maintain a bridge across the Indian 
are not connected with the Government. While I dislike at this time | River and one across the Banana River, both in the State of Florida, 
of the session to take up a matter of this sort, and thought then, and | and to establish the same in each case as a post-road. 

do now, that possibly it would have been better to ave it go over, at The message further announced that the House had passed the fol- 
the same time I am assured by those who have the responsibility of | lowing bills, with amendments in which it requested the concurrence 
the Government that after a thorough examination this becomes an | of the Senate: 

absolate necessity in the interest of the public service; I am hound to A bill (S. 3196) granting an increase of pension to Michael McGarvey; 


aceept that statement. Having, as I said yesterday, perfect confi- A bill (S. 3532) granting a pension to Georgiana W. Vogdes 

dence in the very able gentleman who presides over the Navy Depart- A bill (S. 4370) granting a pension to John M. Dunn; 

ment, I shall content myself with allowing the joint resolution topass | A bill (S. 4081) to provide for the incorporation of trust, loan, mort 

without another word. | gage. and certain other corporations within the District of Columbia; 
The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amendment, | and 

ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. A bill (5. 4309) granting the right of way to the Sherman and North 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. What action shall be taken with the | western Railway Company through the Indian Territory, and for othe: 

Senate joint resolution upon the same subject ? | purposes. 
Mr. HALE. Let it be indefinitely postponed. ALIEN LABOR CONTRACTS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Senate joint resolution No. 129 will be Mr. BLAIR. 
postponed indefinitely. 


Is the Calendar in order? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Calendar is in order and is being pro- 
ceeded with. 

Mr. BLAIR. Calendar number 1998, House bill 9682, was under 
consideration yesterday morning, and I suppose should be resumed at 
this time. 

The bill (H. R. 11578) granting a pension to Rebecca A. Green was The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The Senator can call it up. 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the Mr. BLAIR. I do. 
pension-roll the name of Rebecca A. Green, formerly widow of George , The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consideration 
W. Barker, late of Company F, Ninth Iowa Cavalry. |. of the bill (H. R. 9632) to amend ‘‘An act to prohibit the importation 

The billawas reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to | and migration of foreigners and aliens under contract or agreement to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. perform labor in the United States, its Territories, and the District of 


7 bia.”’ 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. Columb 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The pending amendment will be stated. 
A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. McPHERSON, The Cuter CLERK. In section 5, page 5, line 16, after the word 
its Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following bills and | ‘‘singers,”’ it is proposed to insert ‘‘nor to any organization of mu 


joint resolution; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: | sicians or orchestra.’’ 


REBECCA A, GREEN. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. If there be no further morning business, 
the Calendar under Rule VIII is now inorder for one hour. The first 
pill on the Calendar will be stated. 


A bill (H. R. 17) to remove the charge of desertion from the record of| The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be regarded as 
Michael Meskell; | agreed to, if there be no objection. 

A bill (H. R. 2375) to correct the military record of Lieut. Corne-| Mr, COCKRELL. What is it that is being agreed to? 
lius McLean; | The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be again read. 

A bill (H. R. 3174) granting a pension to Mrs. I'rederika B. Jones; {| The Chief Clerk read the amendment. 

A bill (H. R. 4238) pensioning Maria T. Lee; Mr. COCKRELL. By whom was that amendment offered 

A bill (H. R. 5583) for the relief of Charles Duerson; | TheVICE-PRESIDENT. By theSenatorfrom Kansas[Mr. PLUMB] 

A bill (EH. R. 5717) for the relief of Margaret Constable; | Mr. COCKRELL. Now let it be reported in the line in which it 

A bill (H. R. 6048) granting a pension to Mary Robinson; | comes. 

A bill (H. R. 6196) granting an increase of pension to Matthew C.Gris-| The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be again stated 
wold; | The Cuter CLERK. In section 5, at the end of line 16, after the 

A bill (H. R. 6809) granting a pension,to Nancy M. Gross; word ‘‘singers,”’ it is proposed to insert ‘‘ nor to any organization of 


A bill (H. R. 7107) to grant pension to W. B. Cloer, late private in musicians or orchestra.’’ 
Company L, D. Storm’s Arkansas militia; ' | The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the amend 


A bill (H. R. 7110) for the relief of Charles 8. Blood; | ment. 

A bill (H. R. 8508) granting a pension to Ann Carr, of Vevay, Ind.;| Mr. HOAR. I desire to move to amend, after the word ‘‘ professors 

A bill (H. R. 8925) granting a pension to Nathan G. Brown; | by inserting the words ‘‘ or teachers.’’ 

A bill (H. R. 9132) granting a pension to Lydia Hood; Mr. PLUMB. Let us have one amendment at a time. 

A bill (H. R. 11027) granting a pension to Benjamin Scram; Mr. HOAR. I wish to know whether it is in order now. 

A bill (H.R. 11344) to correct the military record of Abram F. Mr. PLUMB. Let theamendment I have offered be disposed of, and 
Springsteen; then we can go back and the Senator can offer the amendment he de- 


A bill (H. R. 11534) to pension Mrs, Letitia Staenglen; 

A bill (H. R. 11916) for the relief of Owen T. Gale, alias Thomas 
Mott, late of Company E, Eighty-first Regiment New York Volun- 
teers; and ; 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 231) to correct an error in the act enti- 
tled ‘‘ An act making appropriations for the construction, repair, and 
preservation of certain public works on rivers and harbors, and for 
other purposes,’’ approved September 19, 1890. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the follow- 
ing bills; 

A bill (8. 435) granting a pension to Malinda Collins: 

A bill (S, 573) granting an increase of pension to Mark F. Carter; 

A bill (S. 792) granting a pension to Martha J. Dodge; 

A bill (8S, 987) granting a pension to Mary L. Miller; 

A bill (8. 1040) granting a pension to Thomas H. Wilkerson ; 

A bill (8S. 1812) granting an increase of pension to Emily F. Warren; 


sires. 

Mr. HOAR. I was not sure whether what I want to move is appli 
cable to the present amendment or whether it should be a separate 
amendment. 

Mr. PLUMB. Let it be moved as a separate amendment 

Mr. HOAR. Very well. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment of the 
Senator from Kansas [Mr. Plump]. If there be no objection, the 
amendment will be considered as agreed to. 

Mr. BLAIR. I do object to the amendment offered by the Senator 
from Kansas. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘Then the question is on the amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HOAR. I desire to amend the bill by inserting after the word 
‘*professors’’ the words ‘‘or teachers,’’ where it says ‘' professors for 
colleges and seminaries.’’ 


nn 


A bill (8. 1971) for the relief of William Clawson; | The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated 

A bill (8. 2581) grantingan increase of pension to Benjamin T. Baker;| The Cuter CLerk. In section 5, line 16, after the word “ profes 

A bill (8. 2574) granting a pension to Benjamin I’. Brown; sors,’’ it is proposed to insert. ‘‘or teachers;’’ so as to read: 

A bill (8. 2575) granting a pension to Margaret Flaherty ; | Ministers of religion, learned professors or teachers for colleges and semi- 

A bill tS. 3159) granting ap increase of pension to Albert P. Davis; aries. 

A bill (S. 3234) granting a pension to Harriet B. Hamilton; | The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be regarded as agreed 

A bill (8. 3275) granting a pension to John William Cable; | to, if there be no objection. 

A bill (8. 3431) granting a pension to Martha N. Hudson; | Mr. BLAIR. I object, Mr. President. We might as well let the 

A bill = 3543) granting a pension to Salina B. Merrick; | bill go as to pick it all to pieces in this way. 

A bill (5. 3649) granting increase of pension to Katherine W. Huwell; Mr. HOAR. The university in the city in whichI live and of which 

A bill (8. 3760) granting a pension to J. Seaton Kelso; I happen to be a trustee engaged Protessor Klein, the most famous liv- 

A bill (8. 3952) te authorize the construction of a bridge across the | ing mathematician in the world, to come to this country and spend 
Alabama River at or near Selma, Ala., by the Selma and Cahawba | three years as a teacher in the service ot that institution; and when 
Valley Railroad y; the engagement was made it turned out that the contract-labor bill 

A bill (8. 4046) granting a pension to William Norwood; and } as interpreted by the Treasury Department ot the United States, pre- 
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vented that eminent scholar from coming to this country for that pur- 
pose. Now I am endeavoring to amend the bill so that it will reach 
that case, and that it will not bring thecause in which it is moved into 
absolute contempt by covering such a case. I do not think the Sena- 
tor from New Hampshire is quite justified in treating thatamendment 
as a motion to pick his bill to pieces. 

Mr. BLAIR. Where does the Senator desire to insert the words ‘‘ or 
teachers ?’’ 

Mr. HOAR. After the word “‘ professors,’’ in line 16 of section 5. 
This gentleman is not coming to take a professorship, but he is coming 
for three years as an instructor or lecturer, if he comes. 

Mr. BLAIR. The amendment may be agreed to so far as I am con- 
cerned, 

The amendment was agreed to. ; 

Mr. SHERMAN. Asa bill in regard to immigration which I had 
the honor to report to the Senate on the 18th of February, 1864, has 
frequently been made the subject of criticism in the Senate, especially 
a year or two ago and also yesterday, I desire to call attention to the 
fact that when that bill was reported it was accompanied by a very full 
report and I think a very complete statement of the whole case with 
respect to immigration, consisting of some eight printed pages. I did 
not recall the fact that I had ever made a report upon the subject of 
immigration; I had forgotten it until an extract was read from it yes- 
terday. It was twenty-six years ago, and therefore [ never mentioned 
the fact that there was a report about it, although I recalled the bill 
and the reasons why it was passed. ‘That report is on record, and it 
shows clearly the special reasons why the bill was passed. It is a re- 
port which | feel more proud of now than I did then, Iam quite sure, 
because I see that it covers the whole ground; and I ask, theretore, not 
ovly in my own justification, but in justification of that act as a wise 
act under all the circumstances, that a tew paragraphs may be read 
from it which show the reasons and the motives that influenced the 
passage o! the act in the midst of the civil war. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


The special wants for labor in this country at the present time are very great. 
The war has depleted our workshops, and materially lessened our supply of 
labor in every department of industry and mechanism, In their noble re- 
sponse to the call of their country, our workmen in every branch of the use- 
ful arts have left vacancies which must be filled, or the material interest of the 
country must suffer. The immense amount of native labor occupied by the 
war calls for alarge increase of foreign immigration to make up the deficiency 
athome. The demand for labor never was greater than at present, and the 
fields of usetulness were never so varied and promising. 

The South, having torn down the fabric of its labor system by its own hands, 
will, when the war shall have ceased, present a wide field for voluntary white 
labor, and it must look to immigration for its supply. 

The following may be mentioned as the special inducen.entsto immigration : 

First, High price of labor and low price of food compared with other countries. 

Second. Our land policy, giving to every immigrant, after he shall have de- 
elared his intentions to become a citizen, a home and a farm substantially as a 
free gift, charging him less for 160 acres in fee-simple than is paid as the annual 
rentofa single acre in England. 

Third. The political rights conferred upon persons of foreign birth. 

Fourth. Oursystem of free schools, melting in a common crucible all differ- 
ences of religion, language, and race, and miwine to the child of the day laborer 
and theson of the millionaire equal opportunities to excel in the pursuit and 
acquirement of knowledge. This is an advantage and a biessing which the 
poor man enjoys in no other country. 

The mutual interest of the United Statesand the immigrant being established, 
the next inquiry is, what facilities have been extended by the United States to 
promote immigration? And when we come toexamine this subject we find that 
very little is done by the Government to promote this most desirable end. The 
movement so far has been purely voluntary on the part of the immigrants, or 
induced by letters froin their f leuds in this country advising them to join them 
here. No bounties are offered or pecuniary aid extended, and it is but recently 
that immigrants have been protected by passenger laws. 

As most of the emigrants are landed at the port of New York, and many of 
them were landed sick or in a state of utter destitution, the authorities of that 
city were compelled to provide for them, though the great body were merely 
transient passengers, seeking a home in the West. This led to the incorpora- 
tion, in 1847, by the State of New York of the board of commissioners of emi- 
gration, au organization which has bestowed upon the poor and compara- 
tively helpless emigrant, the sick and the needy arriving on our shores, bene- 
fits and charties which ean not be estimated by figures and statistics. 

It only remains to inquire what measures, if any, itis expedient for Congress 
to adopt to encourage legislat‘on. In the opinion of your committee the plan 
submitted by Mr. Froisarth with his petition involves too greatan expenditure, 
It provides for the establishment of a bureau of foreign immigration and the 
appointment of a large number of salaried officers and asks for an appropria- 
tion of $125,000, 

Your committee have considered the bill entitled ‘‘A bill to incorporate the 
North American Land and Emigration Company,” but perceive this radical ob- 
jection to a private corporation: Such a body will necessarily look to their own 

cuniary interests, and in the effurt to advance these will neglect or sacrifice the 
interests of the immigrants, 

It has been proposed to offer a direct bounty to immigrants, or to pay their 
passage-money. The objections to this system are numerous of which these 
are obvious: First, the bounty must be paid to all immigrants, whether it was 
the inducement to immigrate or not; and though the bounty was small, it 
would involve an annual expenditure of millions, Second, those who would 
be induced to immigrate would beonly the idle, very poor, or viciousof foreign 
populations, while the thrifty would not be influenved by so trifling a consid- 
eration. ‘Third, foreign Governments would unquestionably object to their 
populations being induced by boun#es to immigrate, and might justly prevent 
the great depletion of labor that would result from it. 

Your committee are of the opinion that the only aid to immigration the United 
States can now render would be, first, to disseminate in Kurope authentic in- 
formation of the inducements to immigrate to this countfy; second, to protect 
the immigrant from the impositions now so generally practiced upon him by 
immigrant runners and the like, and, third, to facilitate his transportation from 
New York tothe place of his destination, or to the place where his labor and 
eki!l will be most productive, These objects may accomplished without 
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great expenditure, and without changing the relation heretofore held by ; 
United States to the emigrant. ; 

With this view your committee report the following bill and recomme: 
passage. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It will thus be seen that the report gives the re. 
sons very fully which justified the bill that was passed in 1864; but | 
do say that since that time the class of immigration coming from some 
foreign countries has been such as it would make it proper toexcluie 4 
portion of, and therefore I am in favor of this bill or any other bil! 
will prevent the poisoning of the blood of our peoplé in any way whut 
ever by the introduction of either disease, crime, or vice into our midst 
and all paupers or persons who are unable to earn an honest livelihood 
by honest labor. That is thecorrect principle. I think we did during 
the war go to the extreme in one direct on to invite people to come 
among us to share our benefits and advantages, and we gave the reasons 
why we did so; but now the period of time has arrived when men o; 
all parties, all conditions of life, all creeds, ought to be willing to limit 
and regulate immigration, so that only those who are able to labor and 
toil in the ordinary occupations of life and to earn a livelihood should 
be allowed to come. It is a high privilege to enter into American citi 
zenship. Neither a pauper, in the strict legal sense of the word, nor 
any man unable to make his living, or an imbecile, or one who has a 
detect or imperfection of body or mind which lowers him below the 
standard of American citizenship, should be allowed to immigrate to 
this country. 

Mr. EVARTS. I ask attention to section 3 of the bill, which deals 
with the subject of transportation and exposes the masters of ships 
bringing hither immigrants to considerable severity of punishment and 
on, as I think, very vague protections against injustice and injury. 

The first amendment that I will ask to be made to this section is in 
line 2, to strike out the words ‘‘or who’’ and insert ‘‘and;’’ and the 
point there is that, under this inhibition and the penalty that foliows, 
it is a complete crime to bring one of these proscribed immigrants. 
By the use of the word ‘‘or’’ it is complete to bring him here although 
the master should have ascertained the fact and should not land the 
proscribed immigrant. The crime ought to be complete only when the 
master brings and lands such a person. I hope there will be uo ob- 
jection to that amendment. 

Mr. CULLOM. Does the Senator propose to strike out the word 
“*bring?”’ 

Mr. EVARTS. No; I propose to strike out the words ‘‘ or who 
in the second line, and insert the word ‘‘and,’’ so that coupling to 
gether the bringing and the Janding shall be the criminality. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The Corer CLERK. In section 3, line 2, after the word “vessel,” 
it is proposed to strike out ‘‘or who’’ and insert ‘‘and;’’ so as to 
read: 


That the master of any vessel who shall knowingly bring within the Unite: 
States on any vessel and shal! land or permit to be landed from his vessel, e! 

Mr. BLAIR. I do not know whether the Senator is occupying tl 
floor so that the question can not be put, or whether the Chair will put 
the question while the Senator occupies the floor so that there can be 
no reply to what he has stated. 

Mr. EVARTS. I have no desire to occupy the floor farther on the 
amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the amend 
ment of the Senator from New York. 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President, the Treasury Department has been 
most anxious to have the law amended so as to read as it does in this 
section. ‘This is not as stringent as it was desired to be, but some 
modifications were effected in the other House be/ore the bill came 
here, lessening its stringency. One point where difficulty has been 
experienced, as I understand, is this: That the law has been evaded 
by the master bringing the immigrant or the laborer who has been con- 
tracted for in the vicinity of the landing wharves and then covertly 
allowing the immigrant to be taken off the ship and taken ashore in 
some other direction, and so it was thought that in order to hold the 
master to his liabilities—for it is only through the master who is in 
the management of the vehicle in which the immigrant is conveyed 
that the evil can be reached—he should be held responsible for the 
passengers he carried. 

Therefore it was deemed desirable to have the law so framed that tlic 
act of landing could be fixed upon the master, and that being evadcd 
he should be held liable for the act of bringing. Of course no mas- 
ter brings a man here unless he lands, and no immigrant is brought 
unless he is landed. If the master is held liable and does not perform 
the specific act of landing or is not supervising that act of landing, 0° 
if the landing is held to be technically at the wharves and that act 's 
done with due legal formality, and the act of landing is held to be tie 
offensive act and the immigrant is quietly taken off by a boat ontside 
the harbor or away down the harbor and put ashore, then the mast¢! 
is not reached at all by the law as it has hitherto been, and the pur- 
pose of the law is evaded. It was the object of this section to hold ‘'\ 
master for either the act of bringing or of landing, or both combined, 
as the case might be; and although it may appear to operate with some 
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' hardship at times upon an innocent master, if you can suppose that +1* 
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nevertheless the public policy seems to require that the evil shall be 

eradicated, and if the evil is eradicated it can be reached only by strin- 

gent regulations which take hold of the master of the ship. This sec- 
tion is designated to accomplish that. 

These words ‘‘who shall bring or land’’ the Senator proposes to 

| 

| 


master is ignorant of the character of the cargo which he is bringing, 


change by striking out the disjunctive expression ‘‘or who’? and in- 
serting instead of that the word ‘‘and;’’ so that it shall read: 

That the master of any vessel who shall knowingly bring within the United 
States on any vessel and shall land, or permit to be landed, from his vessel 
from any foreign port or place, etc. 

The master has got to be held to liability and shown to be in actual 
control throughout the accomplishment of the entire series of acts 
from the taking on board and bringing to the actual landing, wherever 
that may be held to be, or he is not Jiable at all. I would object to 
this amendment but that I do not believe it will do any good. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator’s time has expired. 

Mr. BLAIR. I should like to have enforced against myself and 
others the five-minute rule. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I would suggest that all of the difficulty stated 
by the Senator from New Hampshire might be obviated in this way: 
by striking out the words ‘‘or who”’ and inserting ‘‘and,’’ and then, 
in the third line, after the word ‘‘landed,’’ inserting the words “or 
to leave his vessel to be landed.’’ That language would cover the case 
which the Senator suggests. 

Mr. BLAIR. The words ‘‘or permit to be landed’’ would be ex- 
actly the same as the words already in the bill. 

Mr. HISCOCK,. I think it is all covered by the word ‘‘ permit;’’ 
but the Senator says there is trouble there; that they can be taken off 
the vessel down the harbor, or something of that kind, and that the 
word *‘ permit’? would not cover it. It seems to me it would; but if 
it will not, if that is the trouble, it can be remedied by inserting some- 
thing else—another provision. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the amendment of the Senator from New 
York [Mr. Hiscock] be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The Cater CLERK. In section 3, line 3, alter the word ‘‘landed,’’ | 
it is proposed to insert ‘‘or to leave his vessel to be landed;’’ so as to 
read: 


That the master of any vessel who shall knowingly bring within the United 
States on any vessel, and shall land or permit to be landed, or to leave his ves- 
sel to be landed from his vessel, from any foreign port or place, any alien la- 
borer, mechanic, or artisan, etc. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment sub- 
mitted by the Senator from New York. 

The amendnient was agreed to. 

Mr. HISCOCK. The question was put upon which amendment— 
the one suggested by my colleague, or that by myselt ? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The one read by the Chief Clerk. They 
were both read together. Bothamendments will be considered as agreed 
to if there be no objection. 

Mr. PLATT. Let the amendment which was adopted be again 
stated. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There are two amendments. The lan- 
guage of the section will be read as it will stand with the amend- | 
ments. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


That the master of any vessel who shall knowingly bring within the United 
States on any vessel, and shall land or permit to be landed or to leave his ves- 
sel to be landed from his vessel, from any foreign port or place, ete. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. This is in the form of one amendment 
which has been agreed to. 

Mr. PLATT. Whatis the other? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That includes both the amendments. 

Mr. HOAR. LIrise to offer an amendment to section 5. 

Mr. HISCOCK. [should like to understand whether the amend- 
ment striking out the words “ or who ”’ and inserting the word ‘‘ and”’ 
has been agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That amendment has been agreed to. 

Mr. EVARTS. In reference to the same section I wish to insert in 
the first line the word “ willfully ”’ instead of ‘‘ knowingly,” and: I 
wish also to strike out the last two lines of the section, and I shall 
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Mr. EVARTS. Mr. President, [ have called attention to the last 
two lines of this section, which must be considered in reference to the 
penal arrangements of the section, those last two lines providing that 
the mere act of bringing such a proscribed immigrant hither and land- 
ing him shall be deemed prima facie evidence of the master having 
kuiown it. We have now something of this kind of legislation, that 
while a criminal shall be protected under our general system, yet for 
certain purposes when the ingredient of guilt is intent and knowledge, 
yet if a certain fact occurs, that shall be considered as evidence to con- 
vict. 

Now, without enlarging generally upon these propositions, look at 
the attitude of the master ot one of the great ships which-ply between 
Europe and New York. He takes on board at Liverpool or at bremen 
1,200 passengers. What is there for him to ascertain whether any pro 
scribed immigrant is among them? What possible evidence is there 
But the fact that he has brought one that afterwards is found over het 
under proof to have been one of that kind, he is to be punished 

Mr. President, there is no criminality in bringing immigrants hithe: 
and we have not proscribed immigrants. We have undertaken to say 
that persons who by contracts are to come here and work after they 
have got here are to be sent back, and those who intermeddle in the 
transaction knowingly and improperly are to be punished. Now, where 
is this question of knowledge to be placed? Aftera master has taken 
one of these proscribed immigrants on board he must bring him here 
although afterward he may find out that he is within proscription, 
and he is punishable, although he has found it out for the first time 
after the immigrant is on board and the ship has sailed, and then 
knowledge is to be imputed to him unless he can prove innocence. 
Therefore we are entitled to every proper protection under these very 
stringent penalties, and hence I have thought that it was not undue to 
the proper protection of navigation and of the transportation of immi- 
grants who are lawfully brought here that this word ‘‘ knowingly,” 
which may be considered as ambiguous as to any ingredient of willful 
purpose as I pointed out, shall be substituted by the word *‘ willfully,” 
which will show that when he sails from a port he has with purpose 
brought one of the proscribed immigrants. The proscription is of la- 
borers, mechanics, artisans. I think those are the only ones that are 


| subjected to the treatment of this section. How can a master know 


whether a person is a mechanic, an artisan, or a laborer? And if the 
proscription is limited to those classes, immigrants who wish to evade 
it will always report themselves as being of some other pursuit. 

I do not think, unless we are willing to stop immigration and are to 
treat transportation according to the necessary rules ot transportation of 
great multitudes of people themselves as a dangerous thing, it is too 
much to say in the third section that the word ‘‘ willfully’’ shall be 
substituted for ‘‘ knowingly.’’ 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President, in regard to the last point that the Sen- 
ator makes, that the master should not be bound to know whether those 
on board are mechanics, laborers, or artisans, it ought to be suflicient 
I think to say that he should be chargeable, and may as well be made 
chargeable with such knowledge as the common carrier or the owner 
of a vessel, whether an individual, a corporation, oracompany. Some- 
body is chargeable with the knowledge of thislaw. This traffic exists 
in the laborer, the mechanic, and the artisan, and the law undertakes 
to prohibit the traffic. Those engaged in it must take notice and find 
out whether they are violating the law in some way, and the master 
of the vessel who comes in close contact with the individuals must be 
able to ascertain, if anybody can. 

In regard to the substitution of the word ‘‘ willfully ’’ for the word 
**knowingly,’’ I have to say that that word ‘‘ knowingly’’ has been 
in the statutes from the beginning. Ifthe word ‘‘ willfully ’’ be sub- 
stituted for it, it must be done with the design of restricting the opera- 
tion of the statute to a master who has in his mind a williul and affirm- 
ative purpose to violate the law. It is not sufficient that he have 
knowledge of the nature of the traffic in which heis engaged. The 
vessel of which he is the master under others is engaged continuously, 
and he can always say that he did not do this willfully, because he was 
a mere servant of the superior power under whom he was simply a 
wage-worker himself. But the law does not, at least it has been thought 
it was sufficient in order to attain success in the restriction of this 
traffic that the master should be allowed to be engaged in this nefarious 
traffic, as the law looks upon it, with knowledge of the nature of the 





find it convenient to express my views on these two amendments. | 
should like to learn whether I am under any restriction as to debate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Debate is limited to five minutes by each 
Senator. 

Mr. EVARTS. I did not hear of any such restriction yesterday, but 
now I am told that one can speak but once and one can speak for five 
minutes only. 

_The VICE-PRESIDENT. But once, and for five minutes on any 
given question. The amendment submitted by the Senator ‘rom New 
York will be stated. 

: The Cater CLerk. In line 3, section 1, after the word ‘‘shall,”’ it 
pod nsec to strike out ‘‘knowingly’’ and insert ‘‘willfully;’’ so as 


That the master of any vessel who shall willfally bring within the United 
3 on any vessel, etc. - 


business he is engaged in; and if he has knowledge he must get out of 
the business or otherwise he becomes 2 partofit. He is not at liberty 
to know that he is commanding a vessel engaged in violation of the 
law and be excused simply by saying that his employer hires him to 
do it and he is merely the servant, and therefore is not willfully en- 
| gaged in the violation of thelaw. It is sufficient that he be knowingly 

engaged. So I think that the word ‘‘willfully’’ should not be sub- 
stituted for ‘‘ knowingly,’’ which has been in the statute from the be- 
ginning. 

With regard to the second of the suggested amendments striking out 
the words ‘‘ the fact of such bringing or landing shall be prima facie 
evidence of snch knowledge;’’ that can be repelled by the master him- 
self testifying to thecontrary. If he is charged with this cr'me, under 

the general laws of the country the aceused can testify, and he knows 
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better than anybody else what his knowledge was, and he can break 
up this prima facie case by his own testimony if he sees fit to give it 
under the pains and penalties of perjury; but if he is not willing to 
testify that he has not such knowledge, certainly he ought to be held 
to be in possession of it. 

Mr. WOLCOTT, Mr. President, I think neither the real reason nor 
the best reason has yet been given why this bill should become a law. 
It can not be because the people to be brought in are foreigners, for a 
large majority of the federations which are pressing the passage of the 
bill are themselves foreigners, and this legislation, if it passes, does not 
affect more than 3 or 4 per cent, of the immigration which comes to this 
country. 

lt can not be, as has been suggested, because these people are poor, 
for 99 per cent. of all foreign immigration is poor, and this bill offers 
no protection whatever to those who come by contract labor and yet 
have money in their pockets. 

The real reason why this bill is pressed for passage is because labor 
all over the country is very properly seeking organization, and the way 
they can enforce their claims is by drawing all labor into their organi- 
zations and thereby compelling employers to meet their just demands; 
and they have found that employers, driven to the wall, go abroad and 
employ labor in quantities to come over here. These new laborers in 
time invariably join their organizations, but until they get acclimated, 
until they learn what these labor organizations mean, they make some 
trouble to these organizations, and therefore it is sought to keep them 
out. 

Each political party desires the vote of these labor organizations, 
and therefore we cheerfully and unanimously pass al! these measures 
which they present. This may be a pertectly good reason, and I 
by no means mean to intimate that it is not, but to my mind it is 
not the best reason. The best reason is that a measure of this kind 
serves even in some small way to limit and to scrutinize the importa- 
tion of foreign labor. It is true we are commencing in a curious fash- 
ion. Weare saying to the people who come over here with employ- 
ment already at their hands, who are to scatter all over the country 
and find work at once, ‘‘ You can not come;’’ and we are saying to 
the hundreds of thousands of other people who come here with hardly 
money enough to keep them a week and with no immediate prospect 
of work, ‘‘ You are welcome and you can come;’’ and while into this 
country there come every year without contract many men of the best 
possible material for good citizenship, it is nevertheless true that there 
also come thousands who are aliens in race, in language, in thought, 
and in habit, who seek the slums of the great cities, and swell our 
criminal list, always taking the first steps towards citizenship in order 
that they may receive certain police and political protection. 

But this bill is yet a step towards limiting the importation of these 
laborers; slight, indeed, but yet a step, and therefore should become a 
law. If the ballot is to have value and is to have intelligence back of 
it, it seems to me that the time has come when we should say to all 
foreigners who come here, ‘‘If you come loving liberty and because 
you want to live under a free Republic and obey its laws and help build 
up its institutions, you are welcome to our shores; you may come here, 
and you shall have the protection of our flag, and your children born 
upon the soil may cast their votes, but otherwise you are not wanted.”’ 
And we should give notice to foreign nations that the vicious, the 
degraded, the ignorant, the fugitives from justice are not welcome to 
these shores, and that we offer no haven and norefuge to the anarchist 
and the socialist. I would, if I could, like to amend this bill by in- 
cluding not only the parson and the fiddler and the singer and the 
teacher and the skilled laborerer in new industries; I should like to 
see also included every intelligent and right-minded man who came 
here because he loved our institutions and wanted to grow up under 
them whether he had a contract before he came or not, and to keep all 
others out. The test is by no means impossible. Every intelligent 
and upright judge, before he bestows the final token and badge ot citi- 
zenship on men of toreign birth, first exacts from them some knowledge 
of our institutions, some evidences of patriotic motive in asking to share 
with us the privileges of American citizenship. 

But, Mr. President, because this bill is a slight move in the way of 
discrimination in citizenship, I am in favor of its passage. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator’s time has expired. 

The question is on the amendment proposed by the Senator from 
New York [Mr. Evarts]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. EVARTS. I now move to strike out the last two lines of sec- 
tion 3. Those lines provide that the criminality created in this section 
shall be considered proved prima facie by subsequent proof that the 
proscribed immigrant has in fact been introduced. Now what is that 
fact? It is that there has been a free contract; and instead of the or- 
dinary principle that the accused shall be regarded as innocent until 
he is proved guilty, and that until evil intent and evil knowledge have 
been shown they shall not be presumed, this is turned into a prima 
facie conviction of every ship-master when on any degree of evidence 
it may be apparent that there is no ingredient of conviction of him in 
knowledge or purpose. 

The Senator from New Hampshire has spoken of certain rules that re- 
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gard criminality in smuggling and in violation of the revenue systen, 
on the part of masters and subjecting the master and the ship itself ¢, 
penalties, and, if you please, severe penalties, but thoseare all on { 
which demonstrate themselves. The articles are on board; the ar; 
cles are sealed; the articles are smuggled or attempted to be smagy|.. 
or there has been a suppression of the venality, and that is an 

the master, and then as a presumption it must be inferred that | 
was a guilty knowledge. That is of the same nature in which t}; 
may be a presumption that one has stolen goods by finding the » 

in his pocket, or something of that kind. But thisisa vague and op 
question, whether there has been a free contract, and it was not m 
manifest because it was intended to be kept secret. 

But besides, in all revenue forfeitures of a ship or the master’s | 
alties in reference to violations of restrictions, there is in all suc} 
statutes a reserved right on the part of the Treasury Department t 
mit the penalties upon evidence that there was no actual guilt. 

The Senator stated that all our criminals now and all accused parties 
are able to testify in theirown behalf. 1 do not know how that is, but i; 
he states that, 1 must take it as his view at least; but without it, what 
right is there when there may be an inquisition taking proof in Europe 
and taking proof here to find whether the corpus delicti has occurred 
and then when it has occurred this master who takes on board twelve 
hundred passengers to bring them across is to be held guilty unless he 
can prove what? Innocence. He may not know one man from anothe: 
Why should he? Howcanhe? He has other things to do. Ther 
fore I say at least this protection must be given, that ‘\f these ver; 
stringent penalties which affect a ship, denying aclearance and every- 
thing of that kind, are to be supplemented by a provision that if there 
is on board a proscribed immigrant on this kind of proscription that | 
speak of, therefore the master must purge himself. 

Mr. GRAY. I should like to ask the Senator from New York befor 
he takes his seat, unless he has already alluded to it—for I was out of 
the Chamber when he commenced to speak upon this amendment—how 
the captain of a ship, under the provisions of this act, is to pass upon 
the various exemptions which are contained in this bill? For instance, 
if this provision should become a law he must know whether the pro- 
fessor is a learned professor—thatis the phrase, a ‘‘ learned professor ’’ 
that he is an artist, a musical artist, etc. 

Mr. EVARTS. In thesection we are now talking about, in this pro 
scription, the penalty is limited to laborers, mechanics, and artisans. 

Mr. GRAY. Yes, but that is limited to contract labor, and lh: 
commits an offense if he brings over any of the proscribed people; but 
out of that proscription are excepted certain classes, parsons, ministers 
of religion, rabbis, musical artists, ‘‘ learned professors,’ is the phrase, 
and if we were disposed to be captious about words we should have to 
institute a sort of civil-service examination to test the knowledge ot 
the professor, whether he be really learned or only a charlatan; but, 
not dwelling upon anything so captious as that, there are various ex- 
ceptions which in reality impose upon a captain of a ship, if this }i!! 
becomes a law, an inquisition in all these particulars to know whether 
the party accused came under the exceptions or not. 

Mr. BLAIR. Itissufficient, I think, tosay to the Senator from Dela 
ware that the Senator who has made this objection to the section ad- 
mits that it does not constitute an offense to bring any of these excepted 
persons whatever. The person brought contrary to the law must be 1 
laborer, a mechanic, or an artisan; and the master does not trouble 
himself with any of the exceptions that are mentioned later on 0! 
learned professors, etc. With reference to the lastamendment and tlie 
remarks of the Senator from New York let me read the provision: 

The fact of such bringing or landing shall be prima fucie evidence of s 
knowledge. 

That is, knowledge that the law has been violated in the transpor- 
tation upon this particular ship under the control of this master, 0! 
laborers, mechanics, or artisans undercontract. The fact that the thing 
has been done, that the law has been violated, must first be established 
precisely ihe same as the corpus delicti ina chargeof murder. The un- 
lawful taking of human life must first be established before the ques- 
tion of the liability ot any particular individual for the commission 0! 
the crime arises at all. So here it must be proved that the law has 
been violated by the transportation in the vessel and the landing from 
it of a laborer, an artisan, or a mechanic under contract. Now, that 
being done, who did it? It was done by the master of the vessel, done 
in this vessel under the control of this master. It is then his specific 
act, his physical act. The question is whether he has knowledge, a0‘! 
if so he is liable to punishment. 

It is a universal rule of the criminal law that a man is held to have 
designed the natural consequences of his own act; and from the bring 
ing of these people in this way, the natural and inevitable consequence 
is the commission of this crime, and so here this man is held liable 
only to the natural common-law presumption of having intended to do 
what he did do. That makes a prima facie case against him. This is 
a very liberal provision, because under our general laws this man may 
testify himself as to his knowledge. 

Mr. PLATT. Is that so? 

Mr. BLAIR. That is as I understand the law of the country in a!! 
criminal cases and civil cases also. I so understand it. 
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Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, I can understand that it is quite proper | pock j, if it will be agreeable to him, that he and I transfer our pairs 
to hold the master of a vessel responsible for all cases of dynamite or and vote. 
other explosives or dangerous materials, becanse everything brought Mr. PADDOCK. That 
| 


tohim as freight is examined by the agents of the vessel or of the! Mr. HARRIS. Then | \ 

company, and it is al] put upor the manifest with great care, somany| Mr. PADDOCK. I vot 

cases of this, that, and the other. But here 1,2000r1,500 immigrants| Mr. STOCKBRIDGE. Id { fx league 
come upon a vessel at Bremen or Liverpoo! or Queenstown, and what- | [Mr. MCMILLAN] with the Senats ym) Mr. VANCE 
ever the boardsof health of those places require probably has been tur- | I make the announcen for the d 

nished them. But how under thesun isthecaptain to be held respon-| Mr. BLAIR. [am paired with tl ppi 
sible for an oral agreement that one or ten of those passengers may | [Mr. GEoRGE], but I am confident we! woul yte in 
have made with some American traveler or some American corre- | the negative, and I \ in t esa 

spondent, an agreement that when these persons get over here they Mr. GIBSON. Iam paired with the Sena I } . [Mr 
shall have work with such a firm, or shall be employed as coachmen | DAvyis], but as this is not a party I w my 


j 
or anything of thatsort? You may say it isrightand proper and just vote. 
to hold the captain responsible for that class of persons, as it is to hold Mr. PUGH. Iam at liberty to vote to make 
him responsible for dangerous freight; but it is not true. . lifa quorum has voted ? 

It is cruel, in my judgment, to impose that responsibility upon the | The VICE-PRESIDENT. A quorum has voted 

owners or captains of vessels, unless we supplement it by an examina-| The result was announced—yeas 35, nays 10; as follows 
tion of all proposed immigrants by our consuls or by some authority 
appointed for that purpose, It would be humane, simply humane—I : 
do not speak of the business aspect of it—but it would be just and hu- | »; 
mane if this bill contained asection providing that none should be re- | 
ceived except coming from certain ports and that at each of those ports 


AS 


arbour Dixor Harris Reaga 
ate, Dolph Hawley Sawyer 
Jlackburi Evarts, Ingalls, Stockbi 
Butler, Frye, Manderso Vest, 


. v3 . . Cameron, Gibson Mitchell V oorhee 
there should be a representative of the United States appointed to give | Garisle. rv enue Walthall, 
an examination to these people and to give them a sort of passport for | Casey Gray, Pasco, Wilson of Mu 
immigration, because that would free the masters of vessels and we Colquitt ce 7 ee Voleott 
should be responsible for the character of the immigration ourselves |. es a . 
rather. I am sure thereis nota common carrier who would notbegiad | an , 
to have that done, and I am sure it would be a fair thing. But, as it oo ee , anti @ ae 
is now, there is liable to be very great injustice under this section in | Cockrel! Pierce Sewenk 
asking the masters of vessels to perform that which is almost impos- \ BSENT—39 
sible. ~ao ee 
. . . . . Aldrich, Dawes, Jones of Nevada Quay, 
Mr. ALLEN. The question arose as to the right of a defendant -in Allison ianeniin Kenna. Saadines: 
a Federal court charged with crime to testify in his own behalf. I | Berry, Eustis, MeMillan, Sherman, 
will send this statute to the desk and ask that the section be read. Blodgett, Farwell, McPherson Squire, 
Brow: Faulkner, Moody, Stanford 
The Secretary read as follows: Call. George, Morrill Teller, 
Be it enacted, etc., That in the trial of all indictments, informations, com- Chandler Hearst, Payne, Turpie 
plaints, and other proceedings against persons charged with the commission of | Cullom, Higgins, Pettigrew Vance, 
crimes, offenses, and misdemeanors, in the United States courts, Territorial ; Danie!, Hiscock, Plumb Washburn, 
courts, and courte-martial,and courts of inquiry,in any State or Territory,in- | Davis, Jonesof Arkansas, Pugh 
cluding the District of Columbia, the person so charged shall,at his own re- | : . i a rasiatclel 
quest, but not otherwise, be a competent witness. Do the amendment w as agrees to. : , ons 
And his failure to make such request shall not create any presumption against The VICE-PRESIDENT. The hour for the consideration of bills 
“ on the Calendar has expired. 


Approved March 16, 1878. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment of 
the Senator from New York [ Mr. Evarts]. 
Mr. INGALLS. Let the amendment be again reported. 
The Secrerary. In section 3 it is proposed to strike opt lines 16 
and 17, as follows: will not call the bill up again this session. 
a. - ofsuch bringing or landing shall be prima facie evidence of such Mr. HOAR. I desire to move after the word “‘act,’’ in section 5, 
ae line 1, to insert ‘‘ or the act to which this is an addition.” 
- nie I ask for a and nays on the amendment. | Mr. CARLISLE. I desire also to give notice of an arnendment, in 
e yeas and nays were ordered. line 11, on page 5, section 5, to strike out the words ‘‘ at present ’’ and 
Mr. HOAR. If this section is to be retained at all and this law is | insert the a ‘* at the time:’’ so as to read: 
to be retained at all, I think the amendment proposed by the Senator Nor shall this act be so construed as to prevent any person 
from New York should not prevail. The penalty which is proposed is 
a penalty on the master of a vessel for willfully, which is now the 
phrase, bringing into this country persons who have made certain con- 
tracts. If that is a reasonable provision, as I suppose the Senate think 
it is, it can not be enforced except by the method proposed; that is, 
that the ship-master who brings them in shall be prima facie held to 
know the character of the persons he brings in. That does not work 
any injustice on him or anybody, because, as the Senator from Wash- 
ington [Mr. ALLEN] has shown, he has been made by the statute a 
competent witness. So the substance of this thing is that the master 
shall be held responsible at the discretion of the court in proportion to 
the character of the offense, that he shall be held responsible unless he 
comes into the United States court and makes oath that he did not ; am wale 
know anything about it and satisfies the court on cross-examination, and usefulness _—~ this subject-matter to that w hich now exists. 
so that it seems to mo that the amendment of the Senator from New | The N ICE-I RESIDEN r. ; The amendment offered by the Senato: 
York ought not to be adopted. from Kentucky (Mr. ¢ ARLISLE will now be stated. pe iat oo 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question ison theamendmentof the | Tbe CHIEF CLERK. cut Section 5, line Ll, after the word “at,” it | 
Senator from New York, on which the yeas and nays have been or- | proposed to strike out “*present’’ and insert the time; so as to read 
dered. Upon any new industry not at the time established in the United States 


The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. | Mr. PIERCE. Did I understand the Senator from New Hampshire 


Mr. BLAIR. I ask that this bill go over without prejudice, as I do 
not care to press it further upon the attention of the Senate now. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to offer an amendment and to have it 
pending if the bill is to go over. 

Mr. BLAIR. I have no objection to that, but I give notice that I 








Mr. BLAIR. I have no objection to the amendment being offered. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Instead of allowing them to import hereafter. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment of the Senator from Mas 
sachnsetts will first be stated. 

The Cuter CLERK. In section 5, line 1, after the word ‘‘act,’’ it is 
proposed to insert ‘‘or the act to which this is an addition.”’ 

Mr. HOAR. Perhaps the Senator from New Hampshire will accept 
that amendment. 

Mr. BLAIR. I am indifferent as to what further amendments are 
made to the bill. I do not design to ask further attention to the sub 
ject upon the part of the Senate. I wish the bill may go over without 
prejudice, but it is useless to pass a law which is inferior in its efficiency 


Mr. HARRIS (when his name was called). I am paired with the | to give notice that he would not call the bill up again? 
Senator from Vermont [Mr. Morriv]. | Mr. BLAIR. Ishall not call the bill up again at the present session 
Mr. PADDOCK (when his name was called). I am paired withthe| Mr. HAWLEY. I submit that the Senator ought not to take that 


Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Evstts]. course because he is dissatisfied with an amendment or two made here. 
7 Mr. PUGH (when his name was called). I am paired with thesen- | That is to claim that the responsibility of defeating this bill, which 
ior Senator from Vermont [Mr. EpMunps]. | he declares is a good bill and called for, lies upon some who, in the 


Mr. WOLCOTT (when Mr. TeLLer’s name was called). My col- 
league (Mr. TELLER] is necessarily absent from the Chamber. He is 
paired with the Senator from Arkansas[{[Mr. Berry]. I desire to give 
that notice for the day. | Mr. PIERCE. I desire to submit an amendment to come in on line 

The roll-call was concluded. 32, on page 6, in section 6, which I will send to the desk. 

Mr. HARRIS. Iask the junior Senator from Nebraska [Mr. PAD- The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 


exercise of their best discretion, voted for two slight amendments. 
There bas been no serious or vital amendment, in my judgment, made 
to this bill. 
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The Curer Clerk. At the end of section 6, in line 32, after the 
word ‘* vessel,’’ it is proposed to add the following: 

And the Secretary of the Treasury shall have the same power to remit fines 
and penalties incurred under this act, or which have been or may be incurred 
under the act of February 26, 1885, as he now has in the case of violations of the 
customs or revenue laws. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will go ever, and the unfinished 
business taken up. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. BLAIR. I should like to inquire if the unfinished business is 
before the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
Senate. 

Mr. BLAIR. I should like to inquire of the Senator in charge of the 
bill whether he has substantial reasons to expect an early decision or 
an early close of the debate and vote upon the bill. If not, I feel, not- 
withstanding any obligations or former arrangements which may have 
been made, that I shall be justified in submitting once again to the 
Senate the question of substituting the labor bill which I moved the 
other day in p'ave of this private Jand conrt bill. I should like to 
make that inquiry. 

Mr. RANSOM. I suppose I may be considered as partially in charge 
of the bill, as the chairman ofthecommittee. It is impossible for me to 
determine whether we can have an early vote upon the bill. I must 
in candor say to the Senator trom New Hampshire that my impression 
is that at this day’s session of the Senate we shall not be able to suc- 
ceed in having a prompt or early vote. I should resist the motion of 
the Senator from New Hampshire to the utmost if I thought it was pos- 
sible or probable that the Senate could now give to this bill that de- 
liberate cousideration which in the judgment of the Senate it should 
have. The Senate has shown, I must say, very commendable patience 
with it, and I wish I could express the hope that we could get through 
with it to-day, but I do not feel at liberty to say that. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Mr. President, we are within a short distance of 
the end of the Calendar and I notice on the Calendar a Jarge number 
of pension bills coming from the House of Representatives, House bills 
that need our concurrence. 

Mr. RANSOM. Will the Senator from Indiana hear me for one sec- 
ond? 

Mr. VOORHEES. Yes. 

Mr. RANSOM. I shall ask the Senator from New Hampshire to 
change his motion. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Iam going to make a motion, if the Senator will 
allow me. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Ifthe Senator from Indiana will allow me—— 

Mr. VOORHEES. I rose tor the purpose of making a motion, but 

will hear the Senator from Nebraska. 

Mr. PADDOCK. If the Senator from Indiana will allow me, I will 
say that it has been the intention of the Committee on Pensions later 
in the day to ask the Senate to proceed to the consideration of the 
pension bills on the Calendar. The chairman of the committee is not 
present now, but will be here after a little while. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I was sure the business would not be neglected, 
but I ventured in the absence of my colleague [Mr. TuRPIE], who is 
an active member of the Pension Committee and looks after these 
things, to risk the suggestion that we spend half or three-quarters of 
an hour more on the Calendar and dispose of business, not merely 
pension business, but two or three other cases also, Three-quarters 
of an hour will dispose of the Calendar, and I move that the regular 
order be laid aside for the purpose of taking up the Calendar and dis- 
posing of what is on it. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Iam as anxious as the Senator from Indiana is 
to have these bills passed, but, as I said to him a moment ago, the 
chairman of the committee is not present for the moment; he will be 
here after a little while, and the intention of the committee is to take 
them up later. 

Mr. VOORHEES. They are House bills that have been reported 
from the Committee on Pensions, and I was taking it for granted that 
they needed no explanation. They have been reported here; they 
have been examined by the Pension Committee of this body and re- 
ported, and are on the Calendar. I think it would be very safe to go 
on and consider them. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion made by 
the Senator from Indiana. 

Mr. FRYE. I wish the Senator to yield to me for one moment —— 

Mr. VOORHEES. Certainly. 

Mr, FRYE. And allow me to make a motion touching the bill that 
is before the Senate. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I withdraw my motion for the present. 

UNITED STATES LAND COURT. 

Mr. FRYE. I do not understand that any conference of Repub- 
licans has determined that a bill shali be disposed of, but that it shall 
be taken up for consideration; and I do not see the slightest prospect 
of disposing of this land court bill. Therefore I move that the fur- 
ther consideraticen of the bill (S. 1042) to establish a United States 
iand court and to provide for the settlement of private land claims in 


The unfinished business is before the 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 








SEPTEMBER 27, 


certain States and Territories be postponed until the next session »; 
Congress. 

Mr. RANSOM. L hope the Senator will allow me to amend the 
tion by saying the second Tuesday in December, so as to bring it 
for consideration as early in the next session as possible. 

Mr. FRYE. No; I donotacceptthatamendment. I object to 1, 
ing it a special order. I move to postpone the further considera: 
the bill until the next session of Congress. 

Mr. HOAR. Why not recommit it? 

Mr. WOLCOTT. There are a number of amendments to lx 
posed to this bill, some of which will require a good deal of discu 
some of us who are very much interested in making a good bill oy; 
it, thinking this is not the bill to apply to the lands in question, are 
anxious to take it up in committee and thereby save the time ot ; 
Senate, and | hope the Senator will so amend his motion as to recy. 
mit the bill to the committee. In that way we can save the tine of 
the Senate. 

Mr. FRYE. I would just as lief make a motion to recommit 
bill to the committee. 

Mr. RANSOM. A motion to recommit would lead to a long 

Mr. HOAR. Why not consent tothat? It is a better course { 
Senate to pursue. 

Mr. RANSOM. I do not think, in justice to the committee, that | 
could consent to that motion. 

Mr. HOAR. If the Senator will allow me, I have expected to vote fo; 
his bill and I suggest to him that there are some exceedinyly delicate 
and difficult questions, constitutional and other, which have been started 
in this debate, and started by the Senator from Colorado [ Mr. WoLco: 
whois, I believe, upon the committee; another by the Senator from Ne 
York [Mr. EvArts], who has stated fully to the Senate a very jon 
dable objection. Now, if the bill goes back to the committee and co; 
back with their judgment upon these matters which have been ; 
posed, it will have ten times the strength, the opportunity for co 
eration, at the next session that it will have on a mere motion to post- 
pone, when the committee will have passed on all these things. 
comes up in the Senate at the next session with two members o! t!. 
Committee on Public Land Claims desiring a recommitment the 1 
commitment will be moved then, and it will be very sure to pass t! 
inmy judgment. I hope the Senator from North Carolina will see that 
it is the interest of the strength of his bill to let it be recommitted. 
He can get it back within three days of the assembling of the Senate 
next winter. 

Mr. INGALLS. Mr. President, I happen to bea member of the | 
vate Land Claims Committee, although my duties during the great: 
part of the session were such that I was upable to attend its meeting: 
and I did not therefore participate in the consideration after which thi: 
bill was reported to the Senate. I am ingenuons enough to say that 
there are several provisions in the bill that would not have been a 
proved by meif I had had the opportunity of their consideration in th 
committee. I believe that the subject is one of transcendent impor 
tance to many of the States in the West, and that the bill deals with 
a question that has been too long neglected, to the reproach and thic 
dishonor of the nation. I am friendly to the general scheme, and | 
should regret to have the. otion of the Senator from Maine prevail {0: 
one or two reasons. In the first place, it would seem to be an wu 
friendly motion, and, in the next place, it is certainly a superilu 
motion, because if the bill is left alone it will go over anyway wit! 
out any action of the Senate, and remaia on the Calendar. 

The suggestions which have been made by the Senator from Colo 
rado and the Senator irom New York are of vital consequence. They 
are entitled to consideration; and I therefore venture to suggest wit) 
diffidence to the chairman of the committee, to whom I wish to defer, 
that in my judgment much would be gained by permitting the bil! t« 
be committed, in order that it might have further consideration, in 
view of what has been developed during the debate, and I am conii- 
dent that it can be reported at an early day after Congress meets in 
December. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. President, Iam satisfied that it will be im 
possible at this session to give the bill and the amendments the con 
sideration which the importance of the subject-matter deserves. t i: 
certainly a subject that can not be too early attended to by Congres: 
I want to say that I have three amendments which | propose to o!le: 
to the bill, which are, I think, somewhat important in their characte: 
One of them is to allow private parties to intervene in these cases wie!’ 
their interests are involved. Another is to protect persons who |ii¥' 
settled on the public lands without any notice, actual or constructive 
of the existence of outstanding titles. Another one is to enlarge ap! 
vision in the sixteenth section of the bill, which I will enumerate now 

These amendments which I propose to offer look to a line that does 
not seem to have been very much discussed in connection with this 
bill. It would seem from the discussion that the great point aimed 
at is simply to give an opportunity to the holders of large grants to ¢s- 
tablish their rights or have them rejected. In this connection, if w° 
limit our action to that extent, we are in danger of doing a great and 
fatal injury to a very large number of people. The bill, it seems ‘o 
me, ought to embrace provisions which will protect innocent p' 





of 


ire 





1890. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SEN ATE. 





; | 
chasers and settlers in good faith without actual or constructive no- | 


tice ot the existence of an outstanding title. It is to that end that I | 
sropose when the bill comes to be acted upon to offer these amendments. | 

I will add that if the motion to recommit, with the privilege of re- | 
porting at any time at the pleasure of the committee, is made, I should | 
think it would be well that it might be adopted, and I should regret 
+5 see the bill placed at a disadvantage on the Calendar. 

Mr. HOAR. I suggest that the committee have authority to sit 
during the recess if they desire to do so. 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, I recognize the embarrassment 
that exists in arriving at a satisfactory conclusion on this bill from the | 
division of the committee, and I suggest to the chairman that he had 
better consent to have it referred back to the committee with an ex- 
press understanding that the members of the committee are to attend 
at all times until this matter is disposed of, and at an early day in the 
next session, so that we can have the concurrence or dissent of every 
member of the committee and have the benefit of the views of all the 
members, 

I am satisfied that the committee being divided there will be a long 
discussion if we attempt to conclude it now, and if we should pass the | 


bill it would be unsatisfactory. It isa kind of discussion that can bet- | 


ter take place in committee, where the interchange of views can be free, 
than in the Senate. 


I therefore suggest to the chairman that I believe we shall advance | 
this bill more rapidly by letting it go to the committee, with the re- | 


quest that any Senator having amendments shall prepare them and 
have them printed and referred to the committee, so that we can have 
the whole subject under consideration at an early day, and report it 
back in the first week of the next session. 

It has been before the Senate sufficiently now that no one will ob- 
ject at the proper time to giving it consideration. The Senate will be 
willing to consider it aiter the committee can agree upon the bill. 
There will be no difficulty in getting an early consideration. It has 


not passed the other House and it will be more likely to get through | 


this Congress after such consideration and on the unanimous report of 


the committee. If the committee can come to an agreement, it will be | 
much more likely to pass the other House during this Congress than if | 
we go on and leave it with adivided committee and involve a long dis--| 


cussion at the commencement of the next session. 
I hope the chairman will consent to a recommittal of the bill. 
Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, I voted the other day against the 


motion of the Senator from New Hampshire to displace this bill, upon | 


the ground that it was upon the schedule of measures practically 
agreed upon by both sides of the Chamber, and was reached in its or- 
der. I agree entirely with the Senator from Maine that the schedule 
fixed by that conference did not involte that this bill should be for 
the remainder of the session pressed upon the consideration, of the Sen- 
ate. Ishall vote to remove it from the consideration of the Senate, 


either by voting for the motion submitted by the Senator from Maine | 


to postpone it until the next session, or by voting for a motion to re- 


. ° ’ - : . ° . ‘ | 
commit. I hope the Sena‘or from Maine will modify his motion so 


that it will be a motion to recommit the bill to the committee. 


I want to say, Mr. President, and I know every Senator here will | 


agree with me, that the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. RANsom], 
who was unexpectedly perhapscalled upon by reason of the illness of the 


Senator from Vermont [Mr. Epmunps] to take a larger part in press- | 


ing this measure and in defending it than he had expected, has with 
great ability and pertinacity defended it and urged it upon the consid- 


eration of this body; but no one will dispute the proposition that it is | 


a bill involving interests of great magnitude and of great complexity. 


Many suggestions have been made of amendments to it and of objec- | 


tion to it- which are entitled to great weight, not only because of the 


source from which they come, but because of the palpable necessity for | 


amendment to cover the objections which have been made. 

It isabsolutely impossible, Isubmit to the Senator from North Caro- 
lina, on a bill of this character, involving so great rights, involving 
complicated amendments which are to be proposed by the Senator from 
Texas [Mr. REAGAN] to protect beyond any question the rights of in- 
nocent purchasers and small holders, that we can in the last hours of 
the session perfect this legislation. It is not fair to the Senate, it is 
not fair to other measures which are pending before the Senate, that 
our attention should be given further to this measure. It has never 
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to his committee, especially as it is requested hy at least two of its 
members. 

Mr. FRYE. Mr. President, I made the motion to postpone rather 
than to recommit for the reason that I did not wish to appear in the 


| slightest degree to show any disrespect to the committee nor that any 


should be implied in my motion, and especially to the chairman of the 
committee, who has so ably managed this matter before the Senate. 
So far as I am concerned, I should prefer and believe it better, that 
the bill should be-recommitted; and therefore I move, instead of the 
motion to postpone, that the bill be recommitted to the Committee on 
Private Land Claims with authority, if they wish, to sit during the 
recess. r 

Mr. RANSOM. Mr. President, it would not be right for me after 
what has been said on the floor of the Senate to resist for a moment 
longer the recommittal of this bill Three members of the committee 
have advised it, and they are no doubt as conscientious and as sincere 
and as wise in it as I can be in the opposite course. Other Senators 
who are friendly to the bill have advised me to agree to it. Gentle- 


| men who are as well acquainted with the matter as I am have advised 


me to it, and I will not resist the motion of the Senator from Maine. 
I will make this request, though, that all Senators who have prepared 
amendments will have them printed and let them go before the com- 
| mittee. 

Mr. REAGAN. I want to offer an amendment. 

Mr. RANSOM. Lalso ask permission of the Senate, upon the sug- 
gestion of the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar], that the com- 
mittee may sit in the vacation, if they desire. 
| Mr. FRYE. Certainly. 
| TheVICE-PRESIDENT. All proposed amendments will be printed. 
Mr. REAGAN. I ask that my amendment be read and printed. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be read 
The SECRETARY. On page 12, amend by adding at the end of sec 
| tion 8: 

} And on the trial of any cause under the provisions of this act, any private cili- 
| zen or citizens, or corporation, having a title or claim adverse to that of the 


plaintiff, may intervene in the case and have his title or claim adjudicated and 
determined according to its merits. 





The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion submitted 
| by the Senator from Maine [Mr. Faye] that the bill be recommitted 
to the Committee on Private Land Claims. 
| The motion was agreed to. 
| The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair should have stated in submit- 
ting the motion that he understands the Senator from Maine accepted 

the suggestion made by the Senator from North Carolina that the com 
| mittee should be authorized to sit during the recess. 

Mr. FRYE. The Senator from Maine did add it to his motion. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘That was the understanding of the Chair. 
| It is so. ordered. 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. 17) to remove the charge of desertion from the record 
| of Michael Meskell was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs 

A bill (H. R. 2375) to correct the military record of Lieut. Cornelius 
McLean; 

A bill (H. R. 11344) to correct the military record of Abram F. Spring 
steen; and 

A bill (H. R. 11916) for the relief of Owen T. Gale, alias Thomas 
Mott, late of Company FE, Eighty-first Regiment New York Voiun- 
teers. 

The bill (H. R. 7110) for the relief of Charles S. Blood, etc., was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claime. 





The tollowing bills were severally read twice by their titles, and re- 
| ferred to the Committee on Pensions: 
| A bill (H. R. 3174) granting a pension to Mrs. Frederika B. Jones 


A bill (H. R. 4238) pensioning Maria T. Lee; 

A bill (H. R. 5583) for the relief of Charles Duerson 

A bill (H. R. 5717) for the relief of Margaret Constable 

A bill (H. R. 6048) granting a pension to Mary Robinson 

A bill (H. R. 6196) granting an increase of pension to Matthew C. 


passed the House of Representatives. It is absolutely impossible, if | Griswold; 


we should pass it, that it can become a law at this session of Congress. | 
Several members of the committee have expressed their dissent from | 


it. Itis nota unanimous report of the committee, and it ought, it 
seems to me, to go back to the committee, not only in justice to the 


committee and in order that it may further consider it and the amend- | 


ments which have been and are to be proposed to it and the objections 


which have been urged against it, but it is due to the Senate, in order | 


that when this matter comes before us again it shall come carefully 
matured and in a form obviously better adapted to secure the great 
purposes intended by it than itisnow. The Senator from North Caro- 


lina has done everything that it is possible for him to do, and I hope he | 


will consent under the circumstances to a motion to recommit the bill 
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A bill (H. R. 6809) granting a pension to Nancy M. Gross 

A bill (H. R. 7107) to grant a pension to W. 13. Cloer, late private in 
| Company L, D. Storm’s Arkansas militia; 

A bill (H. R. 8508) granting a pension to Ann Carr, of Vevay, Ind. 
A bill (H. R. 8925) granting a pension to Nathart G. Brown; 

A bil) (H. R. 9132) granting a pension to Lydia Hood; 

A bill (H. R. 11027) granting a pension to Benjamin Seram: and 

A bill (H. R. 11534) to pension Mrs. Letitia Staenglen 


PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS 
' 
A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. Prt 

| DEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President bad on the 
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26th instant approved and signed the following acts and joint resolu- 
tion: 


An act 

An act (5. 353) granting a pension to Mrs. A. J. Horton; 

An act (5S, 639) granting a pension to Thomas Redmond, late private 
Company K, Fourth United States Infantry; 

An act (S. 759) granting a pension to Thomas H. Hopkins; } 

An act (S. 794) granting a pension to Margaret Myers; 

An act (8. 814) granting a pension to Clara Fowler; 

An act (5, 1149) granting a pension to Ann G. Blackington; 

An act (8. 1211) granting a pension to Levi B. Smith; 

An act (S. 1294) to increase theqpension of James Coey ; 

An act (5. 1298) granting a pension to Ann Platt; 

An act (8, 1308) granting a pension to Adelaide E. Spurgeon, army 
nurse; 

An act (S. 1521) granting a pension to David Drumheller; 

An act (5S. 1541) granting a pension to Mary White; 

An act (8. 1602) granting a pension to Wells C. Harrell; 

An act (8. 1608) granting a pension to Sallie E. Rickards; 

An act (S, 1673) granting a pension to Lewis M. Sholl; 

An act (S. 1733) granting a pension to Laura James; 

An act (8. 1932) granting a pension to Rebecca McDonald; 

An act (8. 1973) granting a pension to Mary A. Hooke; 

An act (5S. 1975) granting a pension to Amanda Watson Bowler; 

An act (8. 2184) granting a pension to Sarah L. Knight; 

An act (8. 2240) granting a pension to Ruth W. Keene Hodgman; 

An act (S. 2266) granting a pension to Mary A. Newcomb; 

An act (8S. 2370) for the relief of Philip T. Greely; 

An act (5. 2423) granting a pension to Carrie M, Miller; 

An act (S. 2438) placing the name of Lena Neuninger on the pension- 
roll; 

An act (S. 2392) creating an additional land office in the State of 
North Dakota; 

An act (8. 2719) granting an increase of pension to Henry Sprague; 

An act (8. 2720) granting a pension to Mrs. Elizabeth A. Baker; 

An act (5. 2736) granting a pension to Jonathan D. Hale; 

An act (S. 2753) granting a pension to Polly McArthur; 

An act (S. 2892) increasing the pension of Smith J. Shafer: 

An act (8. 2972) granting a pension to Susan C, White; 

An act (8S. 3005) for increase of pension to Mrs, Sarah R. Bleecker; 

An act (8. 3145) granting a pension to Samuel Miller; 

An act (8, 3158) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Ellen W. 
Thornton, widow of the late Capt. James 8. Thornton, United States 
Navy; 

An act (8. 3325) for the relief of Margaret F. Smith; 

An act (S. 3366) granting a pension to Sarah A. Alexander; 

An act (S. 3450) granting a pension to Mrs. Elizabeth Stewart; 

An act (8. 3549) increasing the pension of Mrs. Caroline Hanneman; 

An act (8. 3556) granting the right of way to the Hutchinson and 
Southern Railroad Company to construct and operate a railroad, tele- 
graph, and telephone line from the city of Anthony, in the State of 
Kansas, through the Indian Territory, to some point in the county of 
Grayson, in the State of Texas; 

An act (S. 3596) granting to the Rio Grande Southern Railroad Com- 
pany the right of way through the Fort Lewis military reservation, in 
La Plata County, in the State of Colorado; 

An act (S. 3635) granting a pension to George Blum; 

An act (8S, 3874) granting a pension to Harriet E. Donaldson; and 

Joint resolution (S. R. 51) to authorize the President to appoint an 
additional ensign in the United States Navy. 

The message also announced that the President had on this day ap- 
proved and signed the following act and joint resolution: 

An act (S. 1689) for the relief of George M. Wheeler; and 

Joint resolution (S. R. 128) to correct an error in the act entitled 
*‘An act making appropriations for sundry civil expenses of the Gov- 
ernment for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1891, and for other par- 
poses,’’ approved August 30, 1890. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MCPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following bills; in 
which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 1066) to remove the charge of desertion and grant an 
honorable discharge to William W. Carter; 

A bill (H. R. 1367) toremove charge of desertionagainst William J. 
Kline; 

A bill (H. R. 1676) increasing the pension of Eliza B. Dorrance, 
widow of the late George W. Dorrance, chaplain United States Navy; 

A bill (H. R. 1863) granting a pension to John Yost; 

A bill (H. R. 1864) to place the name of Robert C. Kerr on the pen- 
sion-roll; 

A bill (H. R. 1890) to pension Winemah Riddell; 

A bill (H. R. 2417) granting a pension to Jeremiah M. Sidwell; 

A bill (H. R. 2434) granting a pension to Franc E. Babbitt; 

A bill i R. 2537) to increase the pension of James A. Underwood; 

A bill (H. R. 2542) pensioning Joseph A. Blair; 


S. 134) for the relief of Rear-Admiral Carter; 
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A bill (H. R. 2593) to correct the military record of Hosea Ston 

A bill (H. R. 3080} granting a pension to George S. Howard; 

A bill (H. R. 3376) granting a pension to Catharine McManus 

A bill (H. R. 3501) removing the charge of desertion against Jonat 
C. Huffman; 

A bill (H. R. 3520) granting a pension to D. G. Scooten; 

A bill (11. R. 3766) granting a pension to Joseph Dascomb; 

A bill (H. BR. 4184) to amend the military record of William M 
ter, alias William S. Mackay; 

A bill (H. R. 4236) pensioning John George; 

A bill (H. R. 4250) granting a pension to Joseph 8. Henderson 

A bill (H. R. 4254) granting a pension to John Lindt; 

A bill (H. R. 4426) for tho relief of Charles Fletcher, alias Jam: 
Mitchell; 

A bill (H. R. 4707) granting a pension to Aphia M. Brown; 

A bill (H. R. 4722) granting a pension to Solomon R. Ruch; 

A bill (H. R. 4728) tor the relief of Henry W. Burlingame; 

A bill (H. R. 4870; to relieve Charles H. Vandervoort of the ch 
of desertion; 

A bill (H. R. 4878) pensioning Richard Christy; 

A bill (H. R. 4894) increasing the pension of Catherine Doyle 

A bill (H. R. 5063) for the relief of Charles W. Lambert; 

A bill (H. R. 5133) for the relief of J. D. Golden; 

A bill (H. R. 5213) granting a pension to Frederick Hart; 

A bill (H. R. 5517) granting a pension to Mrs. Susan Young; 

A bill (H. R. 5537) for the relief of Warren Stamp; 

A bill (H. R. 5685) for the relief of Augustus D. Hubbell; 

A bill (H. R. 5687) for the relief of Uriah J. O’ Neil; 
A bill (H. R. 5896) granting a pension to James A. Mitchell; 
A bill (H. R. 6217) granting a pension to Abbie A. Colson; 
A bill (H. R. 6297) granting a pension to Mrs. Bridget Handerhin: 
widow of Daniel Handerhine; 

A bill (H. R. 6356) for the relief of Martha A. Foster; 

A bill (H. R. 6359) for the relief ot Mrs. Charity P. Harrison; 

A bill (H. R. 6392) granting a pension to jane Boswell Moore Brist 

A bill (H. R. 6635) for the relief of George R. Wright; 

A bill (H. R. 6663) for the relief of James 8. Smith; 

A bill (H. R. 6800) granting a pension to Anne Mattocks; 

A bill (H. R. 6908) to amend the record of Fayette Adams, Compa 
I, Thirty-seventh Illinois; 

A bill (H. R, 7125) granting a pension to Charles W. Whitney; 

A bill (H. R. 7251) granting a pension to Christian Pape; 

A bill (H. R. 7267) to remove the charge of desertion from the serv- 
ice record of Charles L. Bullis; 

A bill (H. R. 7786) granting a pension to Mrs. Rachel Wright; 

A bill (H. R. 7879) granting a pension to Emily P. Collins; 

A bill (H. R. 7928) granting a pension to Jesse G. Hamilton; 

A bill (H. R. 8067) to correct the military record of John Ragan; 

A bill (H. R. 8119) to grant a pension to Margaret Hawkins; 

A bill (H. R. 8124) granting a pension to George Everts; 

A bill (H. R. 8303) granting a pension to Malinda Lemmon; 

A bill (H. R. 8445) granting a pension to Solomon Smith; 

A bill (H. R. 8600) increasing the pension of William T. Rhodes; 

A bill (H. R. 8605) to amend the military record of James P. Kirby; 

A bill (H. R. 8779 granting a pension to Mary A. Irvin, widow; 

A bill (H. R. 8856) for the relief of James A. Hull; 

A bill (H. R. 9019) granting a pension to Emma Fulton; 

A bill (H. R. 9370) to remove the charge of desertion from the record 
of James Morrison, alias James C. Mackintosh; 

A bill (H. R. 9400) granting a pension to Bazel Lemley; 

A bill (H. R. 9423) for the relief of Charles Ewing; 

A bill (H. R. 9431) granting a pension to Jane Fee; 

A bill (H. R. 9496) for the relief of Martha D. Gunnison; 

A bill (H. R. 9506) for the relief of Caroline A. Fairfax; 

A bill (H.R. 9545) granting a ion to Washington Grigsby; 

A bill (H. R. 9531) to restore the pension of Susan Nelson Page; 

A bill (H. R. 9564) for the relief of Ellen J. Wharton; 

A bill (H. R. 9583) pensioning Belinda Jane Phillips; 

A bill (H.R. 9595) for the relief of William L. Hurst, of Wo 
County, Kentucky; 

A bill (H. R. 9615) for the relief of Israel R. Pierce; 

A bill (H. R. 9767) granting an increase of pension to John 8. Ferg: 


son; 

A bill (H. R. 9772) for the relief of Margaret Malloy; 

A bill (H, R. 9877) directing the Secretary of War to issue an hono: 
able discharge to Almond C. Walters; 

A bill (H. R. 10054) granting a pension to Mrs. Margaret D. Ma: 


d 
A bill (H. R. 10106) granting an increase of pension to Christian 


Schaub; 
A bili (H. R. 10166) for the relief of William J. Terney; 
A bill (H. B. 10294) granting a pension to Matilda M. Harriman: 
A bill (H. R. 10418) to increase the ion of Thomas A. Rowley, 
late brigadier-general United States volunteers ; 
Witen) (H. R. 10742) granting a pension to Josephine 8. Hansel (la‘¢ 
mn); 
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A bill (H. R. 10064) granting a pension to Amanda E. Parkis; 

A bill (H. R. 11173) to increase the pension of ilias D. Thompson; 

A bill (H. R. 11243) granting a pension to Sarah H. Philp; 

A bill (H. R. 11257) granting a pension to Elizabeth M. Ayars, for- | 
merly Elizabeth M. Sutton; 

A bill (H. R. 11421) granting a pension to Elizabeth Dodge; 

A bill (H. R. 11575) granting a pension to Sylvanus B. Dorsett; 

A bill (H. R. 11587) tor the relief of Dancan D. Cameron, late first 
lieutenant Ninth United States Colored Troops; 


A bill (H. R. 11604) granting a pension to Orrin Day; 

A bill (H. R. 11635) to pension Mrs. Margaret Walker; | 
A bill (H. R. 11640) granting a pension to Mary b. Cook; 
A bill (H. R. 11641) granting a pension to Anna S. Shuman; 
A bill (H. R. 11987) to pension Mary Jane Martin; 


A bill (H. R. 11996) for the removal of the charge of desertion from | 
the record of John Cassidy; 

A bill (H. R. 12012) to grant a pension to Hannah B, Shepherd; and 

A bill tr R. 12013) to pension John D. Bagby. 


ILLINOIS RIVER APPROPRIATION. 


Mr. Ccottom and Mr. BLAre addressed the Chair. 

Mr. CULLOM. I wish to call up a joint resolution from the other 
House. 

Mr. BLAIR. I desired the floor to move, under the cancus arrange- 
ment, the consideration of the bill which is next in order. 

Mr. CULLOM. Will the Senator allow me to make a statement? 
There was a mistake in the river and harbor bill leaving out nearly all 
of one item of appropriation. There is a joint resolution which has 

the House of Representatives correcting the error, and I desire 
that the Senate shall simply concur init. It is a mistake in the ap- 
propriation for the Illinois River. The original appropriation was $200, - 
000, and in enrolling the bill in the House of Representatives it was 
enrolled as $2,000. 

Mr. BLAIR. It will not lead to debate? 

Mr.CULLOM. None at all. 

Mr. BLAIR. I do not object if it takes no time. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will lay before the Senate the 
joint resolution from the House of Representatives. 

The joint resolution (H. Res. 231) to correct an error in the act en- 
titled “‘An act making appropriations for the construction, repair, and 
preservation of certain public workson rivers and harbors, and for other 
purposes,’’ approved September 19, 1890, was read the first time by its 
title, and the second time at length, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of America 
in Congress asse That section Lof the act entitled “ An act making appro- 
priations for the construction, repair, and preservation of certain public works 
on rivers and harbors, and for other purposes,’’ approved September 19, 1890, be, 
and the same is hereby, amended sothat the clause making appropriation for 
the improvement of Illinois River, Illinois, shall read: ‘‘Impreving Lilinois 
River, Illinois: Continuing improvement, $200,000. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 

ed to consider the joint resolution. 

Mr. FRYE. I simply desire to state in relation to this joint resolu- 
tion that that item was properly engrossed in the Senate; that it passed 
the Senate in proper form, and appears in the print ordered by the Sen- 
ate after the passage of the bill; and that it is entirely clear that the 
mistake was made in the enrolling of the bill in the other House, as it 
was not an item that was in conference at all. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


FORT ELLIS MILITARY RESERVATION. 


Mr. PLUMB. There is on the table House bill 8049 which was 
amended in the Senate and passed as amended, and after it had been 
sent to the House of Representatives was recalled by the order of the 
Senate so that it might be amended. I ask unanimous consent that 
the votes by which the bill was passed and by which it was ordered to 
a third reading may be reconsidered in order that I may move an 
amendment which is acceptable to the friends of the bill, and in ac- 
cordance with the origina! action of the Committee on Public Lands. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Kansas moves to re- | 


consider the votes by which the Senate passed and ordered to a third 


reading the bill (H. R. 8049) to provide tor the disposal of the aban- | 
doned Fort Ellis military reservation in Montana under the home- | 


stead law, and for other purposes. 

The motion to chimera am was agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill is before the Senate. 

Mr. PLUMB. In line 4 of section 3, after the word ‘‘section,”’ I 
move to insert the words ‘“‘in square form and according to legal sub- 
divisions.’’ 

Mr. COCKRELL. What is that bill? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The amendment will be stated. 

Mr. PLUMB. I am just moving to amend, in section 3 of the Fort 
Ellis military reservation bill, that in selections to be made by the State 
of Montana the tract selected shal! be in square form and according to 
legal subdivisions. That is in accordance with the original bill as re- 
ported from the Committee on Public Lands, but it was left out by 


| and ask for a conferen 
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The amendment was agreed to. 
The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 


| a third time. 


The bill was read the third time, 


nd passed 
Mr. PLUMB. 


I move that the Senate insist 
with the House « 
The motion was agreed to 


on its amendment 


rning the same 


By unanimous consent, the Vice-P: lent was authorized to appoint 
the conferees on the part-of the Senate; and Mr. PLumMB, Mr. PADDOCK, 
and Mr. PAsco were appointed. 

DISTRICT TRUSTS AND \N CORPORATION 


Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President—— 

Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator yield to me a moment ? 

Mr. BLAIR. What does the Senator desire ? 

Mr. SPOONER. I desire to call up a bill which passed the Senate 


| some days ago and has passed the other House with two or three 


amendments, for the purpose of asking concurrence. 

Mr. BLAIR. If it does not lead to debate, I shall yield. 

Mr. SPOONER. I do not think it will elicit any discussion. I ask 
the Chair to lay before the Senate the amendments of the House of 
Representatives to Senate bill 4081. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amendments of 
the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 4081) to provide for the in- 
corporation of trust, loan, mortgage, and certain other corporations 
within the District of Columbia; which were read, as follows: 

On page 1, line 5, after the word “ persons, 
States.” 

On page 1, line 7, after the word “‘on,”’ insert “in the District 

On page 6, line 24, after the word “‘ kind,”’ insert: 

“That any corporation formed under the provisions of this act, when acting as 
trustee, shall be liable to account for the amounts actually earned by the moneys 
held by it in trust, in addition to the principal so held; but such corporation 
may be allowed a reasonable compensation for services performed in the care 
of the trust estate.” 

On page 8, line 6, after the word 
guaranty company.” 


insert “citizens of the United 


of Columbia 


company,” insert the words ‘‘surety or 


On page 16, line 17, after the word “ union,”’ insert “and having its principal 
place of business within the District of Columbia.” 

On page 16, line 23, after the word ** court,”’ insert 

“ This section shall not take effect till six months after the approval of this 


ie page 16, line 27, after the word “‘incurred,’’ insert 

** Provided, That the courts of the District of Columbia shall not have power to 
appoint any trustee, trustees, guardians, receivers, or other trustees of a fund 
or property located outside of the District of Columbia, or belonging to a cor- 
poration or person having a lega! residence or location outside of said District.” 

Mr. SPOONER. I move that the Senate concur in the amendments 
made to the bill by the House of Representatives. 

Mr. INGALLS. This bill came from the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. I have had no opportunity of examining the amend- 
ments yet and I prefer that they should not be concurred in until they 
have been examined. I should like to have an opportunity of looking 
at them. 

Mr.SPOONER. Of course, in view of that statement by the chair- 
man of the committee, I shall not press the motion. 

Mr. INGALLS. I have not been consulted about thé matter and 
did not know the message had been brought from theother House. Le- 
fore the amendments are concurred in, | think they should be exam- 
ined. 

Mr. SPOONER. 
com mittee ? 

Mr. INGALLS. No; let them lie on the table for the present. 

Mr. SPOONER. I feel constrained to withdraw the request for im- 
mediate action upon the amendments, in view of the suggestion of the 
chairman of the committee. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendments will lie on the table. 

Mr. SPOONER. I will say to the Senator from Kansas that all the 
amendments are restrictive. 


NATIONAL MILITARY CEMETERY NEAR 


Does the Senator desire that they be referred to the 


eet tC ET 


| ALEXANDRIA, VA. 

| The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the action of the 

| House of Representatives non-concurring in the amendments of the 
Senate to the bill (H. R. 7666) making an appropriation to constructa 

| road and approaches from the city of Alexandria, Va., to the national 

military cemetery near that city, and asking a conference with the 

| Senate thereon. 

| Mr. WALTHALL. I move that the Senate insist on its amend- 

| ments and agree to the conference asked for by the House of Represent- 

| atives. 

The motion was agreed to. 

| By unanimous cousent,the Vice-President was authorized to appoint 

the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. HAWLEY, Mr. MAN- 

| DERSON, and Mr. WALTHALL were appointed. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MCPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the House had signed the fol- 
lowing enrolled bills and joint resolution; and they were thereupon 
signed by the Vice-President: 

A bill (S. 4) authorizing the establishing of a public park in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia; 
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A bill (H. R. 573) for the establishing of a light-station and fog-sic- 
nal in the vicinity of Braddock’s Point, Lake Ontario, New York; 

A bill (H. R. 1268) to perfect the military record of James T. Hughes; 

A bill (H. R. 1358) to remove the charge of Jesertion against John 
Milroy, and authorizing his honorable discharge; 

A bill (H. R. 2106) to remove the charge of desertion against Daniel 
W. Selleck 

A bill (H. R. 4367) for the relief of D. H. Mitchell; 

A bill (H. R. 8210) granting an increase of pension to Maria L. Car- 
aher; 

A bill (H.R. to amend chapter 67, volume 23, of the Statutes 
at Large of the United States; 

A bill (1. R. 8713) granting a pension to Rhoda Buck; 

A bill (H. R. 10083) for the relief of George Murray; 

A bill (H. R. 11773) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Mary B. 
Cushing; and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 152) providing for the printing of eulogies 
delivered in Congress upon the late James Laird. 

ADJUSTMENT OF ACCOUNTS UNDER EIGHT-HOUR LAW. 


Mr. BLAIR. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 11120) providing for the adjustment of accounts of 
laborers, workmen, and mechanics arising under the eight-hour law. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Education and Labor 
with an amendment, in section 2, line 46, after the word ‘‘attorney,”’ 
to strike out the following additional proviso: 

Provided further, That this act shall not be operative whenever the court shall 
find that such laborer, workman, or mechanic performed such labor or service 
under any contract, express or implied, and has been paid therefor the amount 
agreed upon. 

Mr. BLAIR. Idesire to move to strike out all after the enacting 
clause and to insert the bill which the Senate has, at a former session, 
passed on the same subject. Aiter consultation and agreement with 
both sides of the Chamber, I move to strike out all after the enacting 
clause and insert. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment of the committee will 
be considered as agreed to, if there be no objection. 

Mr. COCKRELL, What is the amendment of the committee? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

Mr. BLAIR. I donot ask that thatamendment be acted upon. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It is simply to perfect the text of the 
bill. The amendment will be stated. 

The Secretary. In section 2, line 46, after the word ‘‘ attorney,’’ 
the committee report to strike out the additional proviso, in the follow- 
ing words: 


S3H4 


Provided further, That this act shall not be operative whenever the court shall 


find that such laborer, workman, or mechanic 
under any contract, express or implied, and has been paid therefor the amount 
agreed upon. 


Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President-—— 

Mr. BLAIR. Perhaps the Senator does not understand that I de- 
sire to move to strike out all after the enacting clause, whether the 
amendment is agreed to or rejected, and to insert the Senate bill we 
formerly passed. 

Mr. GORMAN. I understand that; but before the question is taken 
on striking out the proviso I desire to say a few words on the proviso 
and its effect. I should like to ask the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire what the effect of the proviso is. The Senate Committee on 
Education and Labor report to strike out the proviso, I understand, 
in the bill as it came here, and which reads as follows: 

Provided further, That this act shall not be operative whenever the court shall 
find that such laborer, workman, or mechanic performed such labor or service 
under any contract, express or implied, and has been paid therefor the amount 
agreed upon. 

As I understand, after the passage of the original eight-hour law the 
mechanics in the navy-yards and in other Government employment 
were compelled, I think during the Administration of General Grant, 
to sign a contract to work ten hours a day at a fixed salary at that time, 
and their claim has been always that they were compelled to work 
those two additional hours without compensation. 

Mr, BLAIR, ‘The Senator is correct. A very large amount of this 
extra service has been rendered under contracts formal in their charac- 
ter, but which were entered into by the men under the compulsion of 
deprivation of employment unless they assented to work ten hours, 
contrary to the spirit of the law and in manifest evasion and practical 
nullification of the law, 

This proviso, coming to us in the House bill, would deprive those 
men thus wronged of the just operation of the eight-hour law to com- 
pensation for those two extra hours of service rendered. If the bill 
is to pass that the other House sént us, the committee were of opinion 
that that which really is a nullification of the bill itself should be 
stricken out, but thought that it would be much better to substitute 
tor the whole House bill, which is tentative and uncertain in other re- 
spects, what represented the matured judgment of the Senate upon 
both sides of the Chamber in the committee and in the Senateat a former 
session of Congress, 
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Mr. GORMAN. Weshall get to that ina moment, but I understand 
the Senator to hold that, if this proviso is stricken out and we shou) 
finally adopt the House bill, then the claim of all that class of oper; 
tives, mechanics, and workmen who signed these contracts would 
before the court and they could recover. 

Mr. BLAIR. I do not undertake to say that; I understand the 
of the House bill very well. I do not know just what could or cou 
not be done under it, just how far an unfavorable court could go ev; 
under the remainder of the House bill in affirming or denying prac: 
cally the benefits of the eight-hour law in giving these people a remiy. 

Mr. GORMAN. But I understand the chairman of the committ, 
to say that as this bill came from the other House, with the proviso 
which has just been read, those persons are unquestionably excluded 

Mr. BLAIR. Under that concluding proviso I should se conside; 
and as a member of the committee favored its being struck out, for t 
reason that the proviso was a practical nullification of the pretended 
remedy to a very large proportion of those to whom we design to | 
nish a remedy. 

Mr. GORMAN. That was my understanding of the bill, and 
wanted to get the construction placed upon it by the chairman of th. 
committee, that so far as that feature is concerned the bill as it com 
here would be worse than useless to these men who have claimed a 
ways, and with great justice, that they were compelled to work ty 
extra hours in violation of the law, or otherwise submit to remo\ 
from their positions, 

I have nothing further to say about the provision, except that I ho). 
it will be stricken out at all events, and then we shall hear the suy 
gested substitute of the Senator from New Hampshire. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Donpu in the chair). The que 
tion is on agreeing to the amendment of the committee to strike ou! 
the proviso. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I ask that it be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be again read 

The Secretary read the amendment of the Committee on Educatio 
and Labor. 

Mr. COCKRELL. 
Hampshire? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Itis the amendment of the committe: 
| Mr. COCKRELL. In other words, it is to declare that a contract 

shall not be binding. It is to declare that a laborer making a contract 
to work six hours a day, or eight hours, or ten hours, or any othe: 
given number of hours, or from sunrise until sundown, ata certain price, 
and who has received the price, can still come in and sue for an addi- 
tional compensation for the same rate of wages for all the time and 
above eight hours. 

Mr. BLAIR. Does the Senator ask me a question? 

Mr. COCKRELL. I say that is your proposition, as I understa 
| it. You propose to strike out this clause, and that would leave it i: 
that condition. 
| 








Is that an amendment of the Senator from \: 


’ 


Mr, BLAIR. . The Government passed the eight-hour law for th 
benefit of those who were employed principally in its workshops of t! 
Army and in the Navy and the Departments. These men were «: 
pendent upon that employment for their own livelihood and the su; 
port of their wives and children, Themen they came in contact with 
as the executive officers of the Government demanded of them the ten 
hours’ labor as a condition of being employed. They had to elec‘ 
whether they would enter into this employment and work ten hoi 
or be deprived of the means of livelihood. 

Under that compulsion they were thus employed, most of them pr 

| testing at the time they performed this work, claiming then, claimin: 
| 


ever since, that they were under obligation under the law to work on 
eight hours for the same amount of compensation which they actual): 
received for their ten hours a day’s work, and they have been constant 
in their application to the Government for compensation for the ext: 
two hours ever since. 

Au unfavorable court or perhaps a favorable court would be oblige 
to hold that there was no legal compulsion on the part of these me 
to enter into this arrangement to perform the ten hours’ work. The} 
could have gone abroad; they could have gone without the work; the: 
could have taken their chances in the community at large, and poss 
bly could have survived and possibly could not havesurvived. ‘Ther 
was no legal compulsion that they should assent to the performance 
ten hours’ labor for the amount that the executive officer was willin: 
to give, and it might be held that those were contracts, express co: 
tracts or implied contracts, yet attended by this hardship which was 
addition to that a nullification and an evasion of the law on the | 

| of the executive authorities. 

It would not be wise, it seems to me, and certainly not just, to sen 
these men to the Court of Claims subject to the defeat of their enti 
claim by its being found by the court that there was after-all a ©o 
tract in these cases, and it would be hardly worth while to send the: 
at all, fora nominal contract would undoubtedly cover a very Ja 
proportion of the claims. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, I voted for the Senate bill when |' 
was at a former session before the Senate. One merit inthe bill, to my 


‘ mind, was that by it Congress adjudicated the question of liability and 


Ba 0) ae ee Ri 












































































th 
th 
dle 
ip- 
ith 


Len 


nit 
my 








1890. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SEN ATE. 


Meee enn eee a eEEEEEIEyE Un UnEnE NE ESENENIEENEINNnnEnEEEEEEEEEEE SEE 


left it tono court to determine upon technical grounds, such as the exist- 
ence of a written contract, that there was no liability upon the part 
of the Government. Congress saw fit, I have always thought in the 
exercise of a wise policy, to fix, so far as it could, eight hours as a law- 
ful day’s work. It was done upon high grounds of public policy, It 
was thought that eight hours was long enough for a man to labor, asa 
rule, and that it was in the interest of society, in the interest of | bor, 
and really in the interest of the Government, the employer, that after 
eight hours’ labor the laborer should be free to think, free to study, 
free to invent, free to ‘* become acquainted ’’ with his family and to take 
the interest of a father in his children, and free to rest. 


Under that law it has always seemed to me to have been utterly in- 


defensible for any agent or officer of the Government to require of a 
laboring man who tendered his services or who sought for employment 


that as a condition of receiving it he should enter into a contract to | 


work ten hours. No man who entered into such a contract can be said 
to have done it voluntarily, can be said to have acted without duress. 
Men with families to support, with sick wives perhaps to take care of, 
with children to educate, were not free to accept the proposition or to 
reject it. Clothing and shelter for their families, bread for the wife 
and little ones, medical attendance for those who required it, every 
impulse of affection, every obligation of duty of the husband and the 
father required that they should labor and put them under constraint, 
and the alternative that they must labor ten hours a day for the Gov- 
ernment or be turned into the streets to seek employment or to beg 
was not an honest or fair alternative to tender to any laboring man 
after Congress had passed the eight-hour law. 


It is my conviction, Mr. President, that in every case where one of | 
these men was compelled by the officers of the Government as a con- | 


dition of having employment and of being able to support his family 
to work one hour or one half-hour over the eight-hour day which Con- 


gress had declared for, and which President Grant had sought to en- | 


force, he ought to be paid forthatovertime. Notto doit seems to me to 
put the Government of the United States in an attitude of allowing 
its executive officers to violate in essence and in spirit the law which 
Congress had enacted upon the ground of public policy, and which pub- 
lic sentiment has approved, and attempting to filch from these men 
hours of unrequited toil. 

I am altogether willing to take the responsibility of adjudicating the 
question of liability, sending these men to the Court of Claims for that 
tribunal only to ascertain and declare how many hours in each case 
these men worked beyond the lawful day. I shall vote with great 
pleasure for the substitute which I understand the Senator from New 
Hampshire will offer to this bill, which is the Senate bill as it passed 
this body at a previous session. In so doing I vote only for the pay- 
ment of debts honestly due and too long left unpaid. 

Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President, I only desire to say a word. The 
act of Congress under which these claims are made is as ‘follows: 

Eight hours shall constitute a day’s work for all laborers, workmen, and 
mechanics who may be employed by or on behalf of the Government of the 
United States. 

That was passed in 1868 and re-enacted, I believe, subsequent to that. 
Yet for some reason or other we have continually had these claims 
coming to Congress for extra work or for wages claimed by persons work- 
ing for the Government over and above eight hours per day. It seems 
to me that there ought to be something done that would stop this con- 
tinual appeal to Congress for services which seem to have beendemanded 
of the employés of the Government contrary to law. 

As has been stated by the Senator from Wisconsin, in 1869 when 
President Grant was President and this law had been enacted, he issued 
a proclamation that from and after that date no reduction should be 
made in the wages paid by the Government by the day to such labor- 
ers, workmen, and mechanics on account of such reduction in the hours 
of labor. 

Mr. GORMAN. What is the date of that? 

Mr. CULLOM. The proclamation was issued May 19, 1869, refer- 
ring to the act of Congress, and an appropriation of money was made to 
pay for this extra work, and the President was making the eftort ap- 
parently to secure the enforcement of the law by Government officers. 
But he did not seem to succeed in doing it fully, so that on May 11, 
1872, President Grant issued another proclamation wherein attention 


was called to the aboveact of Congress and the Executive proclamation, | 


and he stated that by reason of representations made to him—this is 
substantially the language of the proclamation—the act of Congress and 
the proclamation aforesaid had not been strictly observed by all the 
officers having charge ot said laborers, workmen, and mechanics, and 
he proceeded to declare: 


Now, therefore, I, Ulysses 3. Grant, President of the United States, do 


hereby again call attention to the act of Congress aforesaid, and direct all offi- 
cers ofthe Executive Departments of the Government having charge of the em- 
ployment of laborers, workmen, and mechanics employed by or on behalf of 
the Government of the United Stater, to make no reduction in the wages paid by 
the Government by the day to such laborers, workmen, and mechanics on ac- 
count of the reduction ofthe hours of labor. 


Notwithstanding all the effort that appears to have been made by Pres- | 


ident Grant especially, it seems, from claims that come before Congress 
from time to time, that the act was practically disregarded, or at least 
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in a large degree, and I know myself since I have had the honor of a 
seat in the Senate employés of the Government have been worked two 

or three hours a day in somecases over and above the eight hours aday 
| that the law fixed as a day’s work 
| All that I have tosay is that it does seem to me that this law which 
has been so long upon the statute-book ought to be entorced, and if it 
is not enforced, certainly the men who are called upon to work more 
hours a day than a legal day’s work ought to have some way of secur- 
ing the pay for their extra labor. My own judgment is that the law 
ought to be lived up to by every Government officer to the very letter. 

Mr. DAWES. Mr. President, I was in Congress when the bill es- 
tablishing the eight-hour law wasenacted. I recorded my vote in favor 
| of it, and have watched its operations with great interest ever since. 
| 1 do not think that anything is so much a reproach to this Govern- 
ment as the attempts and devices of its executive officers to avoid its 
| own engagements in this regard. Congress promised all the employé¢s 
of the Government that it would give them for their services an ex- 
pressed sum, and I can not understand why the Government or its 
officials have felt justified in resorting to the devices they have to avoid 
that obligation incurred to those whom they employed. 

But nevertheless in different Departments of the Government, in dif- 
ferent places where the Government had need to employ men, for three 
or four years it was utterly disregarded until, as has been said by the 
Senator from Illino#, the President interfered with a proclamation 
| commanding that the law of the land in this respect should be obeyed. 
Still the ingenuity of men who did not like this law was sufficient to 
find in some parts of the country means to evade it, when Congress took 
up the question and in an appropriation bill in 1872 directed that every 
employe of the Government should be paid for the hours he had worked 
at the rate of eight hours for each day’s work, and appropriated a suffi- 
cientsum forthat purpose. I should like to read the enactment which 
up to that date squared accounts between the Government and these em- 
ployés. It is the second section of the deficiency appropriation act of 
1872: 


That the proper accounting officers be, and hereby are, authorized and re- 
| quired, in the settlement of all accounts for the services of laborers, workmen, 
and mechanics employed by or on behalf of the Government of the United 
States, between the 25th day of June, 1568, the date of the act constituting eight 
hours a day’s work for all such laborers, workmen, and mechanics, and the 19th 
day of May, 1869, the date ot the proclamation of the President concerning such 
pay, to settle and pay for the same, without reduction on account of reduction 
of hours of labor by said act, when it shall be made to appear that such was the 


| sole cause of the reduction of wages, and a sufficient sum for said purpose is 
| hereby appropriated out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropri 
| ated. 


Since then these devices have still continued, and up to to-day there 
are outstanding claims upon the Government of honest laborers and 
mechanics who have worked more than eight hours a day for the Govern- 
ment, that it should keep its promise and obligation. J am not quite 
satisfied with the form of its remedy. I shall vote for it because it is 
all that can be got, but what doesitamountto? Afterall these years 
of accumulated unpaid wages of these laborers and mechanics, we come 
forward and all that we give them is the privilege of suing the Govern- 
ment and getting what they can. I introduced a bill in the last Con- 
| gress and again in this, which I will read, which first set forth that 
the Government was liable to pay all these men at the rate of eight hours 
a day, and then directed the accounting officers of the Treasury to pay 
them. The bill is in the following words: 

That whoever, as a laborer, workman, or mechanic, has been employed by on 
on behalf of the Government of the United States since the 25th day of June, 
1868, the date of the act constituting eight hours a day's work, shall be paid for 
each eight hours he has be@hn employed as for a full day’s work, whether en 
gaged at a price per day or upon piece-work or task-work, without any reduc 
tion of pay on account of the reduction of the hours of labor, any agreement 
between the United States and any such laborer, workman, or mechanic touch- 
ing such compensation to the contrary notwithstanding. And the proper a 
counting officers are hereby directed to readjust the accounts of all such labor- 
| ers, workmen, and mechanics, and pay the same in conformity with the pro- 
| visions of this act; and a sufficient sum of money for that purpose is hereby 

appropriated out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated 

Under that bill, if it should have become a law, every person on the 

pay-rolls of the Government who has been paid at all has but to ap- 

pear and ask that his account with the Government shall be adjusted 
| by allowing him for each of the eight hours he has worked the full 
| price of the day’s labor, and then the money is paid him. That, as 1] 
have said, squared accounts in 1872, and that to-day, in my opinion, 
would square the accounts of these laborers and mechanics, and they 
would go away with the money in their hands. 

But this bill authorizes them to commence a suit against the Govern 
ment of the United States in the Court of Claims and get what they 
| can in a judgment, and then after the judgment get an appropriation 
to pay the judgment. I say I shall vote for this measure because | 
find that I can not get the other, but I want to express my regret that 
| the committee has not found itself able to direct the officers of the 

Government with an accompanying appropriation to pay according to 

the hours these men have worked. 

I know that the great body of these menare for the bill that is reported, 
| and are not in favor of the bill which I have read, but thereare a great 
many of them who understand the difference. All that body of men 
| who have worked in the armory at Springfield since 1872 under this 
| order of things understand it, and they have besought me to try to get 
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something real; something more than putting them to the task of prose- 
cuting their claims before the Court of Claims, and after a judgment 
some year or two years hence, to have to cowe here again and get an ap- 
propriation to pay it. 

Sir, 1 have been besought to withdraw this objection, but the truth 
of it is that the letters which come to me asking me to go for the meas- 
ure reported by the Senator from New Hampshire come from opera- 
tives and mechanics and laborers in the eastern part of Massachusetts 
and in different States, and they come to me upon the letter-heads of 
claim agents written here in Washington. Letters are written to me 
from the Boston navy-yard, but upon the letter-heads of claim agents 
here in Washington, begging ot me not to press this direct order upon 
the accounting officers to pay out of the Treasury at the rate of a full 
day’s work for eight hours, and to go for this proposition which pro- 
poses to give them the great privilege of prosecuting a claim in the 
Court of Claims and get what they can and then afterwards to get 
an appropriation to pay it. I express, I repeat the regret—— 

Mr, COCKRELL. Mr. President— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Massachusetts 
yield ? 

" Mr. COCKRELL. 
letters originate ? 

Mr. DAWES. No; the names of the claim agents are at the heads 
of the letters, but I have not the letters here agd I have no desire to 
bring the claim agentsinto this debate. I only state that these laborers 
and mechanics, with as just a claim upon the Government as the bonds 
of the United States, are being induced to take up with a proposition 
to sue the United States in the Court of Claims rather than to take the 
enactment of the Congress of the United States commanding the ac- 
counting officers of the Treasury to pay them out of an appropriation 
what is their due under the lawoftheland. They insist upon it; and 
there is no possibility of getting any direct legislation commanding that 
justice be done. Twice or three times have I introduced this bill and 
had it referred to the committee, and I never heard of it afterwards, 
and the only reason I have ever heard given is that these people prefer 
the other method, and I am informed more through letters on letter- 
heads of claim agents here than in any other way. 

I shall record my vote for the substitute to be proposed by the Sen- 
ator from New Hampshire for the reasons I have stated. I know the 
difficulties that surround the committee; I know how difficult it is to 
legislate upon this subject; but with some experience in connection 
with it, I regret exceedingly the form in which the measure is pre- 
sented. I never could understand why the accounting officers of the 
Government, whether of the Treasury or of the other Departments, 
felt at liberty in the face of the law to adjust the accounts of these 
laborers and mechanics upon any other basis than that eight of the 
hours that they worked constituted a day’s labor, and I am surprised 
also that these honest, hard-working men have been so far drawn into 
the plan, which it appears to me there can be no mistake has orig- 
inated here round about this city, to take up with and becontent with 
the mere pittance of a permission to sue the Government in the Court 
of Claims. 

Mr.STEWART. Mr. President, I regret the necessity of legislating 
to compel officers of the Government to carry into execution plain, posi- 
tive law. Ido not understand why there can be an excuse for the Gov- 
ernment officers refusing to allow men to work eight hours a day and 
pay them for it as required by the statute. I voted for the original 
law. I believed then and believe now that eight hours is long enough 
for a laboring man to work. I believe that that is best for society. 
The time has passed when it is to the interest of society. for laboring 
men to be mere beasts of burden. 

The labor of the country can be better performed by some indul- 
gence, and a much higher grade of laborers can be secured by efficient 
and ambitious men in eight hours than in a longer period of labor. 
Certainly the laborer can accomplish much more in his lifetime than 
he would if he exhausts himself day by day so that he has no time for 
study; no time to devise means whereby he can facilitate labor, but is 
a mere drudge. Hecan not under those circumstances accomplisa any- 
thing like he can with proper hours and more time for improvement 
and more time for studying how labor can be economized. 

For the advance in labor-saving machines in this country we are 
indebted to the laborers. The laborers of this country are the invent- 
ors, and their inventions have multiplied vastly, beyond all compre- 
hension, the power the people have over the resources of nature to sup- 
ply the wants of man. What we want is a higher grade of labor. In 
almost any department intelligence of labor is an advantage. 

You say that if you will give them the time they will spend it fool- 
ishly, that they will spend it in idleness or in drink, and all that kind 
of thing, and that you musi keep them at work to keep them out of mis- 
chief. ‘There may be some who will do it, but the great mass of the in- 
telligent laborers of this country are investigating the question, When 
you see the steam-engine and all the machinery that is moving this 
world, and reflect that that is the result of free laborand free men and 
intelligent men, you must see the good effect of relieving them from 
the burden of working more than eight hoursa day. Make that rule 
and you willcontinue to improve the condition of thelaboringmen. I 


Does the Senator hgve any suspicion where those 
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believe the time will come when they will not have to work eight hours 
aday. I believe the development of machinery will be such that that 
will not be required. There are certainly laborers enough in this coun 
try to perform all the work that can be provided for them under ex 
ing circumstances working only eight hours aday. There are plenty 
of them. 

When the law was passed I voted for it with the idea that it wo 
be an example, that it would be an illustration, and that the Gover 
ment of the United States could set the example without any det 
ment to the country. It has worked wellso far as it has gone. It | 
called the attention of the people to the fact that a limitation of th 
time was not injurious. I have seen men work in the mines; I h 
been the employer of men, and conversant with their work in the min 
and eight hours’ labor a day is very common where they are perform 
the most arduous work underground working in the mines. We {i 
that in eight hours a day they accomplish as much ordinarily—that 
man will do as much, taking the year round, in eight hours a d 
as he would in ten, and that the men thus engaged are brighter men 
and more efficient. I should like to see this experiment tried through- 
out the whole country. There is nothing revolutionary init. Ther 
is nothing in it against reason. The Government having undertaken 
to set the example, to make the experiment, so to speak, the offic 
should carry out that determination in good faith. It seems to: 
incomprebensible that there should have been any hesitation in car: 
ing it out. 

I agree with the Senator from Massachusetts that we ought to tu 
these accounts over to the accounting officers and settle them speedi! 
and without delay. Itis oneof those obligations that the Governm« 
should execute at once, without question. The time will soon com: 
however those who have not investigated the subject may think now 
the time is not far distant when the whole country will concede tha‘ 
eight hours’ labor is sufficient. 

Twelve and fourteen hours a day used to be a day’s work when | 
was a young man. Fourteen hours was a day’s work a good deal of 
the time. That madea mere drudgeofaman. Itdeprived him of al! 
the privileges of education. It made it impossible for him to inven 
new ways of doing things; he had no time for study or reflection. 

Eight hours’ work is sufficient for any man, although there are many 
engaged in intellectual pursuits or professional pursuits who have to 
work more hours than that. Many of us here work twice that amount 
from sixteen to eighteen hours frequently, but I believe if we could 
economize time and work regularly eight hours a day it would be bet 
ter for intellectual pursuits and that eight hours would be sufficiently 
exhaustive, and if we would rest then and commence work fresh the 
next day I believe our public men would live longer, be brighter men 
and accomplish more; and I should like to see that done. 

I believe the whole country is coming to the conviction that eigh' 
hours is sufficient for a day’s labor. It certainly is sufficient to ac- 
complish all the labor that is necessary to be performed in the United 
States. There are thousands, yes, hundreds of thousands of people 
without employment because the enterprises of the country do not 
furnish sufficient employment. Why should they not, if there is an 
abundance of labor at eight hours a day and the Jaboring men desire it 
be limited to that number of hours? 

But when the Government of the United States has undertaken to 
set this example, which I believe is a wise example, I think we ought 
in the most direct manner to right this wrong and show the account 
ing officers that we did not pass the law in jest, to be violated becausc 
the men with whom they deal have no power to right their wrongs ex- 
cept through Congress. I think we ought to teach them a lesson ani 
set them to work immediately to pay these just obligations and give th: 
law complete effect where the United States has direct jurisdiction to 
do it. 

I shall vote for this bill, but it is not all that I desire. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the committee. [Putting the question.] Theayes ap 
pear to have it. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I call for a division. 

There were, on a division—ayes 13, noes 2; no quorum voting. 

| The PRESIDING OFFICER. There being no quorum, the Secr« 
| tary will call the roll. 

The Secretary called the roll; and the following Senators answere‘! 
to their names: 


Allen, Colquitt, Harris, Reagan, 
Allison, Davis, Hawley, Sawyer, 
Barbour, Dawes, Hoar, Sherman, 
Bate, Dixon, Ingalls, Spooner, 
Blackburn, Dolph, Manderson, Stewart, 
Blair, Evarts, Mitchell, Stockbridge 
Butler, Frye, Hose, Walthall, 
Cameron, Gibson, Paddock, Wilson of Iowa, 
Carlisle, Gray, Pasco, Wilson of Md. 
Casey, Hiale, Platt, Wolcott. 
Cockrell, Hampton, Pugh, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Forty-three Senators have answered 
to their names. A quorum is present. 

Mr. BLAIR. I hope the question may now be taken on the amend 
‘ment reported by the committee, which is to strike out the proviso. 


‘ 
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Mr. COCKRELL. Let us have the yeas and nays upon it. Mr. BLAIR. The roll-call is in order, I suppose. 
Mr. BLAIR. The yeas and nays have been called for, and I hope| Mr. COCKRELL. Is that the only thing on earth that is in order? 
the question will be taken. Mr. BLAIR. The Senator from Missouri, I venture to say, is out o! 
The yeas and nays were ordered. order, and I appeal to the Chair. 
Mr. PLATT. Let the amendment be reported. | Mr. COCKRELL. Nobody has answered 
Mr. COCKRELL. I ask that the amendment may be reported once The VICE-PRESIDENT. No Senator has responded to his name 
more. Mr. COCKRELL. Am I recognized as in order ? 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. The VICE-PRESIDENT. rhe iator from Missouri is in order 
The Corer CLERK. In section 2, line 46, after the word “‘attor- Mr. COCKRELL. Notwithstanding the Senator from New Hamp 
ney,’’ it is proposed to strike out the following proviso: shire. Mr. President, this is a very important question as to striking 
Provided further, That this act shail not be operative whenever the court shall out this clause, and the best wv ay I can discuss is 
find that such laborer, workman, or mechanic performed such labor or service Mr. BLAIR. I rise to a question of orde: 
under any contract express or implied, and has been paid therefor for the The VICE-PRESIDENT. lhe Senator will state his point of exdex 
“Gueaeecerniedee to call the roll Mr. BLAIR. Is there a quorum present? I understood the roll 
° an . ren) er he ahse sof a ouOrun 
Mr. CAMERON (when his name was called). I am paired with the pe one tegen aanaeare , 4 po. oe os heliaad 
Senator from South Carolina [Mr. BuTLer]. Mr. RLAIR . a eden tie eee ess al eee 
Mr. PUGH (when his name was called). Iam paired with the Sen- | "The VICE PRESIDENT : Th rp er capoae ler ; ae he ee 
from Vermont [ Mr. EDMUNDS]. Phe 1e . vn ; ints — * " . — un ean S that a , € nat 
The roll-call was concluded | has the right to occupy the attention of the Senate until a response has 
. | heer ada o » roll-cal 
Mr. PADDOCK. I am paired with the Senator from Louisiana | - mtg gy ot oo 
[Mr. Eustis], but under an arrangement with the Senator from Ten-| 41.) GocK RELI Well or ~ dade. ni ee 
nese [Me. Hanna) thet pols has been transferred, so that the Sena- Senator from New Hamnahive did not es at a weapenee. akan hi 
i — zeanaanee aod myself are at liberty to vote. I vote * yea.”’ | impatience on certain occasions; and the patience which he exhibits o 
Mr. HARRIS. I have already voted. . h certain other occasions is one of the most admirable characteristics I hay 
Mr. COCKRELL. I desire to announce that my colleague [ Mr. |} ever seen in him. In the early part of this session we beheld him fo 
Vest] has been called home, and probably will not be able to be pres- | three mortal days having the Job-like patience to discuss one measur 
ent during the remainder of thissession. He is paired generally with iain endl a eo ert eiepeell panera ert es ee eae 
. " “sents Pit uously, and we did not hear any complaint then about wheth 
the Senator from Kansas (Mr. PLUMB]. Ido not know how my col- | it was in order for him to exercise his patience in that diseussion o1 
ir BLAIR. I sae Susie entiiciite oth: tae onder Senator from | not, but now a Senator can scarcely address the Chair when a measure 
. < ‘ “ 3 = ‘ 
' 
| 
| 
| 
| 


Sacer . a . : that the Senator from New Hampshire has incharge is pending. I re- 
Mississippi (Mr. GeorGe), but I know his sentiments upon this labor spectfully and with all kindness and fraternal love say to my good 


brother BLAtIR, be patient. 
Mr. BLAIR. I hope the Senator- 
Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President, I meant tosay ‘‘ the distinguished 


bill and feel at liberty to vote. I vote ‘‘ yea.’’ 

Mr. GIBSON (after having voted in the negative). I am paired 
with the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. Davis]. I withdraw my vote 
on this question. 


. ‘ , 7 ‘ cal ee Senator from New Hampshire.’’ I ought not to have been unparlia- 
Mr. WOLCOTT. Iam paired with the Senator from West Virginia mentary PS . E 
(Mr. Kenna}. on Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President, if the Senator will permit me—— 
The result was announced—yeas 26, nays 13; as follows: Mr. COCKRELI Vith pleasure 
YEAS—26. Mr. BLAIR. My suggestion that the Senator was out of order was 
=. zeze. _ hell, ormen, for the reason that he addressed me personally before. [{ Laughter. | 
Game, —— Paddock. Seameh Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President, in connection with my few re- 
Dawes, Hale, Pierce, Stockbridge, marks upon the pending business, I should like to ask the Chair a 
eg ey, Platt, Wilson of lowa. question, and that is whether the bill (S. 2648) granting right of way 
Ey Pa Mand ; Soon to the Junction City and Fort Riley Street Railway Company into and 


upon the Fort Riley military reservation in the State of Kansas, and 


NAYS—23. : : ; : 
for other purposes, has been received back from the House of Repre 


Barbour, Cockrell, Harris, Wilson of Md. ; 7 : 

Bate, Coke, Pasco, ' sentatives with a request for a conference. 

Blackburn, Colquitt, Keagan, The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will respond to the Senator as 

Carlisle, Hampton, Walthall, soon as he can ascertain the fact. ‘ 

idl ABSENT—45. Mr. COCKRELL. I ask that, pending this measure, the bill to 
rich, Edmunds, Kenna, Squire, which I refer may be laid before the Senate 

Allison, Kustia, McMillen, Stanford, The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair is advised that a conferenc 

Berry, Farwell, McPherson. Teller, e sr tre ct . 1e lair 18 mu vised that a conference 

Blodgett, Faulkner, Moody, Tarpie, has been agreed to by both Houses on the bill referred to by the Sena 
wh, George, Morrill, Vance, tor from Missouri. 

Gall.” Hearst’ Poltigtew, Veotheas, Mr. COCKRELL. That is what I desired to know, if a conference 

Cameron, Higgins, Plumb, Washburn, had been agreed to. 

Chandler, Hiseock, Pugh, Wolcott. The VICE-PRESIDENT. It has been agreed to by both Houses. 

Cullom, Ingalls, Quay, Mr. COCKRELI H » the conferees heen at ae vd t} , 

Daniel, Jones of Arkansas, Ransom, ST. WVARELL. ave the conterees been appointed upon tne part 

Davis, Jones of Nevada, Sanders, of the House? 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. No quorum has voted. The roll of} {n° (AE-ERESIDENT. They have been ac 
the Senate will be called. Mr, C tELL, velieve that now leaves the bill of the Senato1 


7 - : . 
The Secretary called the roll; and the following Senators answered | 0™ New Hampshire in order. i 
kh The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The question is on the amendment re 
to their names: , , ; 

x Di 2 Pash ported by the Committee on Education and Labor striking out the pro 
Sle ¥ Dolph. ania Rew a viso at the end of section 2, on which the yeas and nays will now be 
woskhune, Breata, endesen, Sawyer, taken. 

r, rye, Mitchell, Sherman, The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 
conn a. Morea, eae: Mr. CAMERON (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Cockrell, Gray, Paddock. Stockbridge, Senator from South Carolina [Mr. Burier). 

Cok : J : 

a Hale, a wes Mr. PUGH (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Davis, eee Platt,” Wileon of Ma senior Senator from Vermont [Mr. EpmuNps], but I am allowed to 
Dawes, Hawley, Power, Wolcott. vote to make a quorum, and as there was no quorum on the last cal! 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Forty-four Senators have responded to t will vote _ Day.’ . 

. . A qu is present, and the roll will be again called | .. Mr. WOLCOT I (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
on the amendment. orum ? . = | Senator from West Virginia [Mr. KENNA]. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll, and called the name of Mr. | The roll-call was concluded. : | 
ALDRICH. Mr. GIBSON (after hav ing voted in the negative). I withdraw my 
Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to ask if Senate bill 2648, granting | Y°te- 1 am paired with the Senator from Minnesota (Mr. Davis]. 

the right of way to the Junction City The result was announced—yeas 27, nays 15; as follow 
Mr. BLAIR. Is anything in order but the roll-call now ? ; YEAS—27. 
Mr. COCKRELL. ‘Has anybody answered ? Aliso Germans mina Power, 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. No response has been made. Blair, Gray, Moody. fecsen 
Mr. COCKRELL. Does that stop anything else on earth ? Casey, Hawley Morgan, Spooner, 
p any g 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair thinks not. Dino” —, a" wie 


. Dixon, Hoar. Pier: Wilson of I 
Mr. COCKRELL. I do not think so. Deine Heer, Perc ilson of Iowa 



























































































































































fO568S 


NAYS—15. 

tarbour Cockrell Harris, Stockbridge, 
Rate Coke Pasco, Walthall, 
Blackburn Colquitt Pugh, Wilson of Md, 
Carlisle Hampton, Reagan, 

ABSENT—42. 
Aldrich Kdmunds Jones of Nevada, Squire, 
Berry hustis, Kenna, Stanford, 
Blodgett Evarts, McMillan, Teller, 
Brown Farwell, McPherson Turpie, 
Sutler Faulkner Morrill, Vance, 
Call, George, Payne, Vest, 
Cameron Gibson, Pettigrew, Voorhees, 
Chandle Hale, Plumb, Washburn, 
Cullom Higgins, Quay, Wolcott. 
Daniel, Hiscock, Ransom, 
Davis jones of Arkansas, Sanders, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. No quorum having voted, the roll will 
be called. 

The Secretary called the roll; and the following Senators answered 
to their names 


Allen Dixon, Ingalis, Pugh, 

Allison, Dolph, Manderson, Reagan, 
Barbour Frye, Mitchell, Spooner, 

Bate Gibson, Moody, Stewart, 
Blackburn, Gray, Morgan, Stockbridge, 
Blair, Hale. Paddock, Walthall, 
Carlisle, Hampton Pasco Wilson of Iowa, 
Casey, larris Pierce, Wolcott. 
Colquitt, Hearst, Platt, 

Cullom Hoar, Power 


Mr, BLAIR, May I inquire if the roll-call discloses the presence of 
a quorum? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Thirty-eight Senators have responded to 
their names—less than a quorum. 

Mr. BLAIR. I move that the Sergeant-at-Arms be directed to re- 
quest the attendance of absent Senators. 

The motion was not agreed to, 

Mr. HARRIS, As it is obvious that there is no voting quorum 
here and the last roll-call discloses that there is no quorum here at 
all, voting or non-voting, I move that the Senate do now adjourn. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The question is on the motion made by 
the Senator from Tennessee that the Senate do now adjourn. 

Mr. HARRIS, Until 12 0’clock on Monday. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The guestion is on the motion of the 
Senator from Tennessee that the Senate do now adjourn until 12 
o’clock on Monday. 

Mr. INGALLS. That motion can not be made when there is not a 
quorum present. That would change the regular hour of meeting, 
and less than a quorum can not do that. 

Mr. HARRIS. Then I move that the Senate do now adjourn, 

Mr. BLAIR. Allow me to say that the Senator from Ohio [Mr. 
SHERMAN | desired to have an executive session if the Senate appeared 
to be in the condition of having a quorum. 

Mr. HARRIS. In the absence of a quorum we can not have an ex- 
ecutive session or do any other business. { move that the Senate do 
now adjourn. 

The motion was rejected; there being on a division—ayes 17, noes 25. 

Mr. BLAIR. I renew my motion that the Sergeant-at-Arms be di- 
rected to request the presence of absent Senators. 

Mr, COCKRELL. Is it in order to have a roll-call? 

Mr. HOAR. It is on that motion, of course. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of the Sen- 
ator from New Hampshire that the Sergeant-at-Arms be directed to re- 
quest the attendance of absent Senators. 

Mr. INGALLS and Mr. STEWART. Let us have the yeas and 
nays. 

‘The yeas and nays were ordered; and being taken, resulted—yeas 32, 
nays 12; as follows: 


YEAS—32. 

Allen, Dawes, Hearst, Power, 
Allison, Dixon, Hoar, Pugh, 
Blackburn Dolph, Ingalls, Sawyer, 

flair, Evarts, Manderson, Sherman, 
Casey, Frye, Mitchell, Spooner, 
Cockrell, Hale, Moody, Stewart, 
Coke, Harris, Pierce, Stockbridge, 
Cullom, Hawley Platt, Wilson of lowa. 

NAYS—12, 
Barbour Colquitt, Hampton, Reagan, 
Bate, Gibson, Morgan, Walthali, 
Carlisle, Gorman, Pasco, Wolcott, 
ABSENT—10, 

Aldrich, Edmunds, Kenna, Sanders, 
Berry, Eustis, MeMillan, Squire, 
Blodgett, Farwell, McPherson, Stanford, 
Brown, Faulkner, Morrill, Teller, 
Butler, George, Paddock, Turpie, 
Call, Gray, Payne, Vance, 
Cameron, Higgins, Pettigrew, Vest, 
Chandler, Hiseock, Piumb, Voorhees, 
Daniel, Jonesof Arkansas, Quay, Washburn 
Davis, Jones of Nevada, som, Wilson of Ma, 


So the motion was agreed to. 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Sergeant-at-Arms will execut: 
order of the Senate. 

Mr. INGALLS. What is the total number of votes? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Forty-four on the last roll-call. 

Mr. INGALLS. Then a quorum is here. 

Mr. BLAIR. I move that all further proceedings under the ca!! 
dispensed with, as the last vote shows that there is a quorum pr 

Mr. SHERMAN. Pending thatquestion, there being a quorum pr 
ent, I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of execut 
business, 

Mr, BLAIR. I have no objection to that motion, but I wish 
say 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, The Chair will first put the question on 
the motion of the Senator from New Hampshire, that further proc: 
ings under the call be dispensed with. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Now I will submit my motion for an executi 
session. 

Mr. INGALLS, Mr. President, before that motion is submitted 
suggest to the Senator from Ohio that we shall probably have but o 
or two more legislative days, and they will be undoubtedly occupied 
in the consideration of graver matters, and it is important that, betor 
we adjourn, the House pension bills on the Calendar should be di 
posed of, in order that they may be enrolled and stand some chan 
of becoming laws at this session. Therefore I ask unanimous consent 
if the Senator from Ohio will permit me, waiving his motion for that 
purpose, that the House private pension bills on the Calendar be now 
taken up for consideration, subject to objection, and that, at the con- 
clusion of their consideration, the Senate proceed, under the motion 
the Senator from Ohio, to the consideration of executive business. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request ma 
by the Senator from Kansas? 

Mr. SHERMAN, I certainly shall not stand in the way of such 
proposition. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection ? 

Mr. BLAIR. Before the question is taken I wish to ask consen 
that the report on the pending bill, which is the unfinished business 
may be printed in the RecorD, it not having been read, so that Sen: 
tors may see what the bill is which they are acting upon. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The report will be ordered to be printed 
in the RecorD, if there be no objection. The Chair hears none. 

The report is as follows: 





Mr. Buarr, from the Committee on Education and Labor, submitted the fo 
lowing report (to accompany 8. 175): 

The Committee on Education and Labor, to whom was referred the bill 
175) entitled “A bill providing for the adjustment of the accounts of laborers 
workmen, and mechanics arising under the eight-hour law,’’ have examin: 
the same and report it favorably, with an amendment, and, as amended, recon 
mend its passage, 

This bill only gives to the parties the right to present their cases to the Cour 
of Claims, and your committee urgently press the passage of the bill as one ste; 
in the direction of justice to a large ciass of laboring men, from whom the Go, 
ernment has withheld the wages due for extorted toil for many years. The re. 
port made by the chairman in the Fiftieth Congress isadded hereto, as it gives 
a genéral statement of the entire case. 


[Senate Report No. 568, Fiftieth Congress, first session. | 


The Committee on Education and Labor,to whom was referred the bill ‘S 
1853) providing for the adjustment of the accounts of laborers and mechanics 
arising under the eight-hour law, having considered the same, report the b 
back. favorably. 

The eight-hour law was enacted on the 25th day of June, 1868, and isin | 
following words: 

“ Eight hours shall constitute a day’s work for all laborers, workmen, and nx 
chanics who may be employed by or on behalf of the Government of the United 
States.” (Section 3738, Revised Statutes.) 

Great difficulty has been found in securing compliance with this statute on 
the part of some of the executive officers of the Government, and in the W: 
and Navy Departments especially claims have from time to time arisen on the 
part of wage-workers employed by the Government for labor rendered in ex 
cess of the daily eight hours which by law constituted a full day’s work. 

Some of these claims have been paid, while others remain outstanding, a 
from time to time a are pressed for payment. 

The object of this bill is to refer the whole matter to the Court of Claims fo: 
adjudication upon the basis that eight hours constitute a day’s work, and that 
each eight hours’ labor performed shall entitle the worker to receive pay fo: 
full day’s work. 

It seems to a majority of your committee that the real question involved is 
whether the supremacy of the law shall be maintained and its manifest intent 
carried out by the subordinate officers charged with its execution. But it 
pees © say that in many instances the excess of labor was performed wit) 

<nowledge of the law, and the question has been raised whether the acceptan 
of the opportunity to labor for a longer period than eight hours and the rece; 
tion of the ordinary pay for a day’s Werk deen not constitute a payment in fu!! 
~ = the labor performed, including the excess of the eight hours required 

y law. 

The claimants allege that the excess of labor was performed under comp.'- 
sicn, and that they at the time protested, and have from time to time demande 
of the Departments concerned and of the Congress compensation for the exces 
of work exacted from them under threat of deprivation of any employment 
whatever, which to them and their families was, in effect, deprivation of tlc 
necessaries of life, since only with work could they avoid starvation. 

This subject has been before Congress a long time with favorable action !y 
both Houses, and your committee insert, as a part of this, the report of the con 
mittee in favor of these claims made in the last Congress, which recites mos! 
of the legislation and the substantial facts pertinent to the subject. 


[Senate Report No. 450, Forty-ninth Congress, first session. } 


The Committee on Education and Labor, to whom were referred sundry p* 
titions and memorials of workmen, laborers, and mechanics of Philade)ph's, 
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New York,and Brooklyn, also the bill (S. 1884) relating to the eight-hour law, | subject, but as claimant had ‘ 


ve respectfully to report: 
bag love oh day of June, 1868, Congress passed an act, commonly known as 


the eight-hour law, fixing the number of hours which should thereafter consti- 
tute a day’s work for certain classes of Government employés 

The act is in the following words: | 

“Eight hours shall constitute a day s work for all laborers, workmen, and 
mechanics now employed or who may hereafter be employed by or on behalf 
of the Government of the United States.”” (See 15 Stat, at Large, page 77, now 


é 
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will readily be seen that 
cluded in this bill 


10569 





greement he must be bou 
eme Court under this law, and 
ct the rights of the claimants i: 


These embrace all the decisions of 





None of these measures for evad the aw, however, were uniform!s 


adopted, nor was the law unifo y ignored. | lepartments the law 


some <« 





was enforced, and notably so under the Administration of President Grant, i 
many if not all of the navy-yards and arsenals, and als¢ 
and Navy Department building here in Washington the men were only re 


the new State, War 





Revised Statutes, section 3738.) : . . , s quired to work eight hours to earn their daily wages. But underthe Adminis 
Your committee have made careful investigation into the conduct of the of- | tration of President Hayes the law was practically ignored, and the men were 
ficers of the Government who have had charge of the employment of the men | required to work ten hours to earn the same pay that they had received 
who are entitled to the benefits intended to be conferred by the passage of this | the Administration of President Grant for eight hours’ work 
act, from its passage to the present time, and find that from the beginning the | Thus the matter has run on until the present time, some Departments ignor 
law has been by many of the officers of the Government disregarded, evaded, | ing the law and others enforcing it rhe result, therefore, is, that the Govern- 
and violated. As early as the beginning of the year 1869 complaint was made | ment has been requiring of a portion of its employés, laborers, workmen, and 
to the President of the United States that the law was not enforced or regarded | mechanics ten hours’ work to earn the same amount of money that it has paid 
by the officers of the Government having charge of the employment of these | to others of the same class of labor for eight hours’ work his, your commit 
men, These complaints called forth from the President, on the 19th day of | tee think, is an unfair and unjust discrimination which should not have beer 


May, 1869, the following proclamation : 


* Whereas the act of Congress approved June 25, 1868, constituted on andafter | claim that it justifies such a discrimination 





oO ew 


made. Whatever construction may be put upon the law, certain 


hese men are either entitled t 


that date eight hours a day's work for all laborers. workmen, and mechanics | a full price of a day’s work for eight hours’ labor or they are not. If the act 
employed by or on behalf of the Government of the United States and repealed | contemplated a reduction of the wages of labor to correspond with the red 


all acts and parts of acts inconsistent therewith: 

**Now, therefore, I, Ulysses 8S. Grant, President of the United States, do 
hereby direct that from and after this date no reduction shall be made in the 
wages paid by the Government by the day to such workmen, laborers, and me- 
chanics on account of the reduction of the hours of labor. 

“In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and caused the seal of 
the United States to be affixed. 

“Done at the city of Washington this 19th day of May, in the year of om 
Lord 1869 and of the Independence of the United States the ee: o 

“U.S. GRANT. 





‘* By the President 
‘HAMILTON FISH, 
** Secretary of State. 


This, however, had little or no effect, and the matter went on with little or 
no attention being paid to the law, the men either being required to work ten 
hours to earn their daily wages, or suffer a reduction of wages to correspond 
with the reduction of the hours of labor, until May, 1872, when the President 
issued a second proclamation, calling attention to the first, forbidding any re- 
duction of wages in consequence of the reduction of the hours of labor. The 
proclamation is in the following words: 

** Whereas the act of Congress approved June 25, 1868, constituted on and af- 
ter that date eight hours a day’s work for all laborers, workmen, and mechan- 
ies employed by or on behalf of the Government of the United States; and 
whereas, on the 19thof May, 1872, by Executive proclamation, it was directed 
that from and after that date no reduction should be made in the wages paid by 
the Government by the day to such laborers, workmen, and mechanics on ac- 
count of the reduction of the hours of labor ; and whereas it is now represented 
to me that the actof Congress and the proclamation aforesaid have not been 
strictly observed by all officers of the Government having charge of such work- 
men, laborers, and mechanics: 

* Now, therefore, I, Ulysses S. Grant, President of the United States, do hereby | 
again call attention tothe act of Congress aforesaid, and direct all officers of the 
Executive Departments of the Government having charge of the employment 
of laborers, workmen, and mechanics employed by or on behalf of the Govern- 
ment of the United States, to make no reduction in the wages paid by tle 
Government »y the day to such laborers, workmen, and mechanics on account 
of the reduction of the hours of labor.”’ (United States Statutes at Large, vol- 
ume 17, page 955.) 

Meantime petitions and memorials had been sent to Congress praying for re- 
lief and for the enforcement of the law; and on the 18th day of May, 1872, Con- 
gress passed an act requiring the accounting officers of the Treasury to settle 
with and pay to their employés ali sums withheld from them by reason of the 
reduction of the wages in consequence of the reduction of the hours of labor tor 
the time intervening between the passage of the act constituting eight hours a 
day’s work and the 19th of May, 1869, the date of the President's first proclama- 
tion, which act is in the following language : 

“Sec. 2. That the proper accounting officers be, and are hereby, authorized 
and required, in the settlement of all accounts for the services of workmen, 
laborers, and mechanics employed by or on behalf of the Government of the 
United States, between the 25th day of June, 1868, the date of the act consti- 
tuting eight hours a day’s work for all suc? laborers, workmen, and mechanics, 
and the 19th day of May, 1869, the date of the proclamation of the President con- 
cerning such pay, to settle and pay for the same without reduction on account 
of the reduction of the hours of labor by said act, when it shall be made to ap- 
pear thatsuch was the sole cause of the reduction of wages, and a sufficient sum 
for said purpose is hereby appropriated out of any money in the Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated.” 

Under this act many of the parties were paid, while a considerable num- 
ber of the claims for the above-named period, which were filed with the ac- 
counting officers, were not paid, but still remain on file in the Department. 
Your committee find that notwithstanding the Executive had, in the two in- 
stancesabove cited, by his proclamation declared what the spirit and intent of 
the law was, and the further fact that Congress had by the act above referred 
to given a legislative construction to the act, still many of the officers of the 
Government whose duty it was to execute the law adopted various measures 
to avoid it, and to get from the men in the employ of the Government, under 
their control, ten hours’ work for each calendar day. One of these means was 
to require these men to enter into special contracts to work ten hours per day; 
another was to employ them by the hour, and still another was, in cases where 
it was pa, to have the work done by the piece. 

Another was what is known as the 15 per cent. contracts, under which nearly 
all the granite for the public buildings throughout the United States was cut. 
Under these contracts the men were employed by the day, under the con- 
trol and superintendence of the Government, and paid on Government pay- 
rolls, and the contractors were paid 15 per cent. on the cost of cutting the stone. 
The men employed on this work claimed that it was Government work, and 
that they were employed on behalf of the Government, and entitled to the 
benefit of the eight-hour law. To settle the question a suit was brought in the 
Court of Claims, which went to the Supreme Court of the United States, and was 
decided against the claimanton the ground that there was no privity between the 
claimant and the Government; tlLat the contractor wes alone responsible to 
the claimant for his wages. This was the case of Drisco}l vs. The United States, 
reported in 6 Otto, page 434. 

he only other case decided by the Supreme Court under this law is that of 
Martin vs. The United States, reported in 4 Otto, page 400, In this case the claim- 
ant was at work under a special contract to work twelve hours per day from 
the Ist of October to the Ist of June for $2.50 per day, and ten hours per day 
from the Ist of June to the Ist of October at $2.25 per day. The court held that 
the act of June 25, 1868, constituting a day's work, was a direction by Congress 
to the officers and agents of the Government, prescribing the length of time 
which should constitute a day where no special agreement was made on the 





se 
_ 


tion of the hours of lubor,those who have been paid the full price of a da) 

work for eight hours’ of labor have been overpaid, if such was not theintentio 

of Congress in passing the act; if not, then the Government honestly owes 

these men for the difference between the value of eight and the value of ten 

hours’ work, to be determined by the standard adopted by the Government in 
ce ; 


fixing the rate of wages paid to its employés of the class hereinbefore named 

In determining the question as to whether, under the act of June 5, 1-68, these 
men are entitied to a full day’s pay foreight hours’ work, we have re i no* 
only to the proclamations of the President of the United States above quoted 


and the act of May 18, 1872, directly requiring the accounting officers of the Go 
ernment to give thelaw this construction, but weare furtherenlightened by the 
debates in the Senate upon this act when the bill was beforethe Senate, (Pag 
3424, vol, 68, Globe, second session Fortieth Congress During thisdebate M: 
SHERMAN, of Ohio, offered an amendment to the effect that the wages should 
be reduced to correspond with the reduction ofthe hoursoflabor. This debat 
was participated in by Senators Morton, Wilson, Thurman, STEWART, and oth« 
We quote from the remarks made by Senator Morton, as follows 

“Mr. Morton. . As I understand the amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Ohio, Iam not in favor of it. I think it will virtually defeat the 
object of the bill, 

“*Mr. Conness. Of course it does. 

* Mr. MORTON. It proposes to adjust the rate of wages ac rding tothe length 
of time during which labor is performed. The effect of it would be to bring 
down the rate of wages, because the time for labor is shortened that much 

The amendment was rejected by a vote of 21 to 16. We also quote from the 
debates in the Senate on the adoption of the House resolution, No, 47, which was 
incorporated in section 2 of the sundry civil bill, passed May 18, 1872, and re- 
ferredtoabove. (Page 124, volume 87, Globe, second session Forty-second Con 
gress.) 

“Mr. Morton. Mr. President, I desire to make one suggestion in reply to the 
Senator from Connecticut,as to what was the understanding here when the 
eight-hour law passed. My recollection is that the Senator from Ohio, behind 
me [Mr. SHERMAN], offered an amendment to that bill for the purpose of testing 
the sense of the Senate as to whether there should be a full day's wages paid 
for eight hours’ work or only eight hours’ labor paid for. My recollection is 
that the question was distinctly presented in that amendment, which was ted 
down by a very decided majority.”’ 

Mr. Sumner, on the same resolution: 

‘It is unquestionably an act of justice ; these workmen are out of their money 
some of them are dead and are represented by their families, and to them this 
small allowance is of very great importance, I do not think it is advisable for 
us to take more time. I think we fairly owe the money,and, therefore, the 
sooner we pay it the better.” 

In the light of the legislation upon this subject, your committee have no hes 
tation in coming to the conclusion that Congress, in passing the act of Jun 
1868, intended to lessen the hours of labor without in any degree reducing the 
rate of wages, and they are consequently of the opinion that in ali cases where 
the class of employés named in the act have been required to work more than 
eight hours toearn their daily wages, or where the wages have been reduced on 
account of the reduction of the hours of labor, the Government is justly in- 
debted tothe men for the deficiency. 

No appropriation is asked for in this bill; the claimants only ask to b 


allowed to goto a court of competent jurisdiction, where they can have an 
opportunity to establish their claims upon the basis that they shall be paid 
the full price of a day’s work for eight hours’ labor. And this your committee 


think but a reasonable request and ought to be granted, and therefore 
the bill back without amendment and recommend that it do pass 
(As to the custom of the Government in fixing the rate of wages and the ord 


» 


and construction of the Secretary of War, and as to the report of committee ay 
— to investigate the 15 per cent. contracts being made to evade tho eight 
10ur law and extracts from Senate debates, see appendix 


APPENDIX A 


Court of Claims. No. 8009. Eight-hour cas« James | 
States. Evidence for claimant 


Deposition of William T. Dewdney, for plaintiff, taken | ny D, ¢ 
3d day of March, 1877 


Q. 1. State your name, age, occupation, your place of residence the past yea 
and whether you have any, and, if any, what, interest, direct or indirect, in the 
claim which is the subject of inquiry ; and whether you are related, and 
degree, to the claimant. 


A. W.T. Dewdney ; forty-two years; carpenter; No. 1411 Seventeenth street 
Washington, D. C.; I have no interest in this claim, and I am not related 

Q. 2. How are you at present employed ” 

A. Lam assistant superintendent of the new War, Stat ind N Depart 


ment building. 

Q. 3. How long have you been so employed 

A. Since Jane, 1872. 

Q. 4. State, if you know, what the Government paid stone-cuttersand granite 
cutters on the work here in Washington during the years 187! and 1872 

A. In 1872 we vaid granite-cutters $4.50 per day for eight hours’ work 

Q. 5. Did the Government observe the eight-hour law here in Washington 

A. They did. 

Q. 6. By what rule, if any, did the Government establish the scale of prices 
paid for labor? 

A. The price paid to the mechanics and laborers employed on the Govern- 
ment building is established by the market price paid by parties outside 

Q. 7. Do you mean to be understood that the Government pays the same price 
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for eight hours’ labor that private parties pay forten? If not, state what you 
mean to be understood by it. 

(Objected to ns leading.) 

A. I mean that they do pay the same. 





Q. & Do you know of any other matter relative to the claim in question? If 
you do, state it 
A. 1 do not. 
WM. T. DEWDNEY. 
Subscribed and sworn to before me this 3d day of March, 1877. 
[sa] JNO, W. FRAZEE, 
United States Commissioner, District of Columbia. 
Arrrenpix B. 
EIGHT-HOUR LAW—SECRETARY LINCOLN’S LETTER OF INSTRUCTIONS THAT IT 


SHOULD BE ENFORCED. 


Inquiry having been made at the War Department as to the truth of the re- 
peated allegations that the eight-hour law has been disregarded by the Depart- 
ment, it is learned from the Acting Secretary of War, General Benét, that the 
charge was unfounded, as is shown by the tollowing copy of a letter of instruc- 
tions sent to him as Chief of Ordnance by Secretary Lincoln 

“War DEPARTMENT, Washington City, December 26, 1883. 
I transmit herewith separate petitions puporting to be signed by em- 
ployés of the arsenal at Benicia, the arsenal at Rock Island, and the arsenal at 
Frankford, representing that the provisions of the ‘eight-hour law’ (section 
3783 of the Revised Statutes) are not complied with at those arsenals, and pray- 
ing that they be enforced. The law referred to does not prohibit Government 
officers, for good reasons based on the peculiar character of the duty of the em- 
ployé or upon the exigency of the public service, from making the agreement 
with an employé of the character named in the act, that he shall render his 
services for an agreed price during more or less than eight hours in a day, and 
it may be that some or all of the petitioners are employed under such an en- 
gagement. tis, however, my opinion that in the absence of a public exigency 
the continuance of active work at Government manufacturing establishments 
for more than eight hours a day isin violation of the intent of the statute, afd 
you will please to instruct the commanding officers of the above-named arsenals 
accordingly 
“T have the honor to be, very respectfully, your obedient servant, 

“ROBERT T. LINCOLN, 

“ Secretary of War. 


rr 
SiR 


“To the Carer or ORDNANCE.’ 


APPENDIX C, 
| House Report No. 93, second session, Forty-second Congress, Seneca sandstone 
investigation, page 4.| 


That by employing stone-cutters through contractor ten hours’ labor are ob- 
tained per day, instead of eight, a saving of 20 percent., which more than covers 
on his contract the 15 per cent, allowed the contractor. 


Aprrenprix D. 


[Senate, Jaume 24, 1868. Globe. Page 3424, volame 68, second session Forticth 
Congress, 1868. | 

First. SaERMAN's amendment to H. R. bill to regulate hours of labor 

Second. Speech of Senator Conness. 

Third, Speech of Senator SHERMAN. 

Fourth, Speech of Senator Hendricks, 

Fifth. Speech of Senator Morton, page 3425. 

Sixth. Speech of Senator STEWART, page 3425. 
= Seventh. Speech of Senator BucKALEW, page 3427. 

Eighth, Rejection of SHeRMAN’s amendment, page 3429. For amendment, 
16; against, 21. 

Ninth, Passage of bill without amendment. Yeas, %; nays, I1. 

Tenth, SHerMan’s suggestion to change title of bill “to give Government 
employés 25 per cent. more wages than employés in private establishments re- 
ceive.’ (Senate, Forty-second Congress, Globe, volume 87, page 122.) 

Senator Wilson's explanation of violation of law of 1868. 

Perry and Thurman, page 123. 

Morton, 124, 

Sumner, 124. 


Extracts from speeches delivered in the Senate of the United States, June 24, 1868, on 
H., RB. bill No. 365, constituting eight hours a day’s work for Government employés, 


Senator Conness. Now, sir, I move to take up for consideration House bill 
No. 365. (Page 3424, volume 68, Globe, second session, Fortieth Congress.) 

* ° * . . : : 

Senator SHERMAN. I wish to offer an amendment : 

** And unless otherwise provided by law, the rate of wages paid by the United 
States shall be the current rate for the same labor for the same time at the place 
of employment” (page 3424, volume 68, Globe, second session Fortieth Con- 
gress). * * 

Senator Conness, I hope thisamendment will not be adopted. The passage 
of the bill with this amendment would amount to nothing. * * * It would 
simply be a reduction of two hours’ labor. 


[SHERMAN’S speech on his amendment. } 


All I desire is if the United States Government chooses to take the lead in 
making eight hours a day’s work, that it shall not be compelled to pay for that 
eight hours’ work more than any private individual would pay. 

Ihave no objection to the bill (with this amendment), for then the same 
amount of work done for the United States will bear the same price as if done 
for an individual, no more and no less, 


[Mr. Morton in reply.] 


Mr. President, as 1 understand the amendment proposed by the Senator from 


Ohio, lam notin favor of it. I think it will virtually defeat the object of this 
bill. 


Mr. Conness. Of course it does. 

Mr. Morton. It proposes to adjust the rate of wages according to the length 
of time during which labor is performed. The effect of it would be to bring 
down the rate of wages because the time for labor is shortened that much. 

Upon the question that this law is to be an experiment to determine whether 
as much work would be performed ina eight hours as in ten, Mr. Morton said : 
**It can not be settled and the experiment can not be made if the w in the 
very beginning are reduced 20 per cent., which would be the practical effect of 
the amendment of the Senator from Ohio, because, as [ understand his amend- 
ment,it proposes that the wages shall be reduced as the hours are in point of 
time.”’ 

[Remarks of Senator Stewart. } 


The amendment of the Senator from Ohio certainly on no th would be 
right, and, I think, on a moments reflection, the Senator himself will see that 
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because I believe that it is admitted on all hands that men will do more wor 
per hour if they work eight hours than they will if they work ten hours a day 
If not admitted, I think it is a self-evident proposition. I think it ts onc 
those axioms that require very little demonstration. I saya man will do m: 
per hour who is only required to work eight hours per day than will a ma 
who is required to work ten hours. The less number of hours a man wor 
the more he can do in the hours that he does work. That, I believe, wil! 
taken astrue. This being so, it would not be fair to say that when we red 
the nwmber of hours of work from ten kours to eight hours per day, the wag 
shall be reduced pro rata. Certainly, ifa man only works a single hour a da 
he can do more in that hour—make greater exertions—than if he had to w 
every hour of the day. So, to adjust the wages pro rata according to the n 
ber of hours would not be fair. 


[Remarks of Mr. Wilson.) 


In this matter of manual labor I look only to the rights and interests of la 
In this country and in this age,as in other countries and in other ages, ca, 
needs no champion. It will take care of itself,and will secure, if not the li. 
share, at least its full share of profits in all departments of industry. * 
Whatever tends to dignify manual Iabor or to lighten its burdens, to incr 
its rewards, or enlarge its knowledge,should receive our sympathies and « 
mand our support. Animated by these sentiments,I shall vote against | 
amendment and for the bill as it came from the representatives of the pex 


Senator BcucKALEW on the Sherman amendment. } 


The operation of his (SuexMan’s) amendment, therefore, when it comes to 
applied practically, may be found te nullity the proposed law, or to embarra 
the Goverment in the transaction of public business. * * * 

Upon these considerations, in my jadgment, it is perfectly clear that if w 
pass this bill at all we ought not toencumber and embarrass it with the amen 
ment of the Senator from Ohio. 


[Actions had upon the bill.] 

Amendment rejected. (See Congressional Globe, volume 68, June 24, 18 
pages 3424 and 4429, inclusive.) 

The bill passed the Senate as it came from the House—yeas 26, nays 11. 

On July 1, 1868, fivedays after the passage of the billin the Senate, Mr. Co: 
ness submitted the following resolution in the Senate; which was unanimous 
adopted, to wit: 

“* Resolved, That the President be requested to direct the beads of the severa 
Departments of the Government to promulgate the law limiting the hours 
labor, recently enacted, with such regulations as will lead to an immediate com 
pliance with the law.” 


Extracts from the debates in the Senate on the question of the adoption of House r: 


olution No, 47, which was incorporated in section 2 of the sundry civil bill, pass 
on the \8th of May, 1872. 


(See volume 87, Congressional Globe, second session, Forty-second Congress 
page 124. See section 2, page 2, report.) 
{Remarks of Mr. Morton.} 


Mr. President, I desire to make one suggestion in reply to the Senator from 
Cane ae to what was the understanding here when the eight-hour law 
passed. 

My recollection is that the Senator from Ohio sitting behind me [Mr.Suerman 
offered an amendment to that bill for the purpose of testing the sense of the 
Senate as to whether there should be a full day’s wages paid for eight hours 
work or only eight hours’ labor paid for. My recollection is that the question 
was distinctly presented in that amendment, which was voted down by a very 
decided majority. 

[Mr. Sumner, on the same resolution. ] 


It is unquestionably an act of justice, These workmen are out of thei: 
money. Some of them are dead and are represented by their families, and to 
them this smal! allowance is of very great importance. I do not think it ac- 
visable for us to take more time. I think we fairly owe the money, and there- 
fore the sooner we pay it the better. 


HOUSE. 
[Remarks of Mr. Robeson.] 


Mr. Speaker, I favor this law because it is only the enforcement of a statute 
which is written upon the statute-book of this country, and has been there fo: 
many years,and which, when it was passed with a full understanding of al! its 
scope and meaning, was a full notice to the country and all the Departments o! 
the Government, and to everybody that was employed under it ; therefore, sir, | 
am in favor, as long as it stands upon the statute-book, of executing it by all the 
powers of the Government. 

[Remarks of Mr. Wright, of Pennsylvania. } 


I did not introduce this bill, but I am its advocate, and I will stand by it from 
the beginning tothe end, according to the law. In plain language, the law is 
written in these words: 

“ Eight hours shall constitute a day’s work by all laborers, workmen, and 
mechanies who may be employed by, or in behalf of, the Government of the 
United States.” 

Is there any difficulty in putting a construction upon that language? It is 
written as plainly as the English language can express an idea, and it does me 
good when the ex-Secretary of the Navy rises in his place on this floor and states 
that while he had charge of that Department he carried out the law. Ordi 
narily we do not give men credit for carrying out the law, but here there has 
been an attempt to evade the law; and it has been wantonly done. Gentle- 
men must not tell me that the Supreme Court have decided t this law doe 
not mean eight hours fora day’s work. All that the court has said is that « 
man who does the labor may make a special contract and is bound by it; that is 
what the court has decided. 

With regard to the character of this law, if it be not the law of the land, strike 
it from your statute-book, but do not evade it,do not attempt to get around i 
because it favors aclass of men who have not the means to defend themselve~ 
in courts of justice or have not the money to come here and lobby this House 
for the purpose of protecting their own rights. Let the law stand or let the 
law be repealed. It has been here for a period of some twelve for I think 
the law was passed in 1868. It has been regarded as almost a dead letter upon 
the statute-book. I tell you that a construction against labor and laboring 
men, in the manner in which this thing is done, is Frog | and I tell you so be- 
= God and in the sight of ail men that that law should be carried out and en 


(References. } 
(See also Wright, Phillips, Page, and Willis—pages 4542 to 4547, inclusive.) 


Passed under suspension of the rules on the lith of June, 1880, by yeas 13 
nays 51. 

(Extracts from the speech of Mr. Tillman, of South Carolina, on the eight 
hour bill, in second session, Forty-sixth Congressiunal Globe, volume 
44, pages 442 and 4543. See also Appendix.) 


[Resolution as follows. ] 


Resolwed, That according to the true intent and meaning of section 3733 of the 
Revised Statutes, all laborers, workmen, and mechanics employed by or on be- 
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half of the Government shall hereafter receive a full day's pay for eight hours’ 
work: and ali heads of Departments, officers, and agents of the Government 
are hereby direeted to enforce said law as herein interpreted. 
Your committee, in view of the importance of this bill, insert the fol 
additional matter: 
To the honorable Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United States of America in Congress assembled 
Your petitioners respectfully represent that they are laborers, workmen, and | 
mechanics who now are or who have been employed by or on behalf of the 
Government of the United States subsequent to the 25th day of June, 1868, the 
date of the act constituting eight hours aday’s work ; that from the ist of July, 
| 
i 
; 
I 


lowing 


1877, to December, 1883, they were compelled in ali the navy-yards in the United 
States to work ten hours to earn their daily wages, or to earn what they were 
paid up to and since that time for eight hours’ labor, or submit to a reduction 
of 25 per cent. in their wages. This we regard asa direct violation of the eight- 
hour law above referred to and in direct conflict with the construction put upon 
the law by the United States Senate at the time of the passage of the law; also 
with the two several proclamations of President Grant, which were in the fo)- 
lowing words: 

“ Whereas the act of Congress approved June 25, 1868, constituted on and 
after that date eight hours a day’s work for all laborers, workmen, and me- 
chanics employed oy or on behalf of the Government of the United States, and 
repealed all acts and parts of acts inconsistent therewith : 

“ Now therefore I, Ulysses S. Grant, President of the United States, do hereby 
direct that from and after this date no reduction shall be made in the wages 
paid by the Government by the day to such laborers, workmen, and mechanics 
on account of such reduction of the hours of labor.’’ (16 Statutes at Large, 1127. 

‘*Whereas the act of Congress approved June 25, 1868, constituted on and after 
that date eight hours a day’s work for all laborers, workmen,and mechanics 
employed by or on behalf of the Government of the United States; 

‘And whereas on the 19th day of May, in the year 1869, by Executive proclama- 
tion it was directed that from and after that date no reduction should be made 
in the wages paid by the Government by the day tosuch laborers, workmen, and | 
mechanics on account of such reduction of the hours of labor; 

“And whereas itis now represented to me that the act of Congress and the 
proclamation aforesaid have not been strictly observed by all the officers of the 
Government having charge of such laborers, workmen, and mechanics: 

‘“** Now, therefore, I, Ulysses S. Grant, President of the United States, do hereby 
again callattention to the act of Congress aforesaid, and direct all oflieers of the 
executive department of the Government having charge of the employment | 
and payment of laborers, workmen, or mechanics employed by or on behalf of 
the Government of the United States to make no reduction in the wages paid 
by the Government by the day to such laborers, workmen, and mechanics on 
the reduction of the hours of labor.’ (17 Statutes at Large, 955.) 

“It is also in direct conflict with the act of 18th of May, 1872, which is in the 
following words: 

“*That the proper accounting officers be, and hereby are, authorized and re- 
quired in the settlement of all accounts for the services of laborers, workmen, 
and mechanics employed by or on behalf of the Government of the United 
States, between the 25th day of June, 1868, the date of the act constituting eight 
hours a day’s work for all such laborers, workmen, and mechanics, and the 19th 
day ot May, 1869, the date of the proclamation of the President concerning 
such pay, to settle and pay for the same, without reduction on account of re- 
duction of hours of labor by said act, when it shal! be made to appear that such 
was the sole causeof the reduction of wages; and a sufficient sum for said | 
purpose is hereby appropriated out of any money in the Treasury not other- 
wise appropriated. (17 Statutesat Large, 154.) 

“As well as the joint resolution of the House of Representatives, as follows: 





“* (In the Senate of the United States. May 10,1878. Read twice and referred to 
e Committee on Edueation and Labor. 
enforcement of the eight-hour law.} 


Joint resolution to provide for the 

“ “Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of America 
in Congress assembled, That according to the true intent and meaning of the act 
of Congress approved June 25, 1868, entitled ** An act constituting eight hours a 
He *s work for all laborers, workmen, and mechanics employed by or on 
behalf ot the Government of the United States,”’ eight hours constitute a day’s 
work for ali such laborers, workmen, and mechanics; and while said act re- 
mains upon the statute-book no reduction shall be made in the wages paid by 
the Government, by the day, to such laborers, workmen, and mechanics on 
aceount of the reduction of the heurs of labor; and thatall heads of depart- 
ments, officers, and agents of the Government are hereby directed to enforce 
said law as long as the same is unrepealed. 

“ * Passed the House of Representatives May 9, 1878. 

** "Attest : 

; ***GEO. M, ADAMS, Clerk.’ ” 

We, your humble petitioners, further respectfully represent that we feel that 
a great injury has been done us in requiring us to perform one-quarter more 
work in a calendar day than the law of the land required. We feel that we 
have been deprived of one-fourth of our wages by the action of the officers of 
the Government whose duty it was to enforce and obey the law in its letter and 
spirit, and we come to your honorable body as the only tribunal to which we 
have access, feeling that your honorable body will grants us simple justice. 
We do not ask a gratuity; we only ask what is honestly and justly our due, 
and which is now being withheld from us, as we think and fully believe, in 
violation of a solemn act of Congress which was intended for our benefit. 

If we were to have ali that the law allows us it would be but a pittance, and 
scarcely sufficient to enable us to provide the bare necessaries of life for our 
families; and to deprive us of any part of it, while it would not be felt by those 
in affluent circumstances, is a serious matter to us. We could not refuse to 
work; that was to starve; and we preferred to take what we could get, render 
faithful performance of our services, and trust to your honorable body to do us 
justice in the future. We therefore do humbly but most earnestly pray that 
your honorable body will allow us the privilege of presenting our several 
claims to a competent tribunal to be adjudicated upon the basis that the full 
price of a day’s work shall be paid for eight hours’ labor, or that your honor- 
able body will grant ussuch other relief as in the opinion of your honorable 
body will secure to eS petitioners substantial justice in the premises; and 
your petitioners, as in duty bound, will ever pray. 


Exursir A 1. 
Report of men hired. 
ROCK ISLAND ARSENAL. 





au, 8—, 


To comply with the pens of General Orders No. 53, Adjutant-Gen- 
eral's , Wi , D. C., June 1, 1877, aday’s work at this arsenal, when 
the length of the day will permit, is made to consist of ten hours; but to conform 
more stristly to the ruling custom in this vicinity as is required by law, one-half 
hour of this time is allowed tothe workmen for the longer walk to their work 
than is necessary in the cities, making the hours of labor nine and one-half 
ere day. 

In winter, when the hours of dayli 


at will not permit nine and one-half hours 
of labor, tae number of 


1 
hours fixed by orders from time to time will constitute 
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a full day’s work. Whena work: n is <« ed only a part of a day,! 
be allowed for such part of a day’s work t number of hours he works divid 
by the number of hours that co itute a day’s work atthetime. Specia 
men, such as foremen, guard “ p att iants, ete., whose duties 
| quire their presence more | irs tha pile workmen, will be allowed only « 
day’s labor for the full number: required of them in ach 
| twenty-four hours, and their wages will ixed or gly 
We, the undersigned, acre > th 
. 
Signature. Na rpo 
Respectfully submitted 
I 
Forwarded a; ed 
I 
Approved 
Comma 
STATE OF ILLrNors, Rock Island County, ss = 


Personally appeared before me, a clerk of the county court in and 
county of Kock Island and State of Illinois aforesaid, Patrick J. Cary, who 
being duly sworn, upon his oath doth say that he was employed at t 


States arsenal at Rock Island, Ill, during the seven years from A. D 


x 
* > 








D. 1884; that he as well as other employés at the said arsenal were required t 
sign the contract,a copy of which is hereto attached and marked Exhibit A 
get no employment at said arsenal; that he did with other employés sign (th« 
said contract under protest, knowing at the time of signing the same us af 
said that eight hours were a legal day’s work in Government employ nd 
that William Channon, a foreman at said arsenal, gave notice to the affiant, as 
well as other employés, that his instructions were to retain none of the em- 
ployés that would not sign the aforesaid contract, and that any refusing so to 
do would be immediately discharged from the Government employ, and that 


he did sign the aforesaid contract under protest and continued to work at said 
arsenal under said contract until the night of April 2, A. D. 1884, believing that 
the United States Congress would give the benefit of the eight-hour law out of 
which he and the other employés were wronged 
That he has heretofore joined with otheremployés, and forwarded to the hon- 
orable Secretary of War, in a protest against the action of Col. D. W. Flagler, 
commandant at said Rock Island arsenal. 
And further than this deponent saith not. 
PATRICK J. CARY. 
s this 8th day of February, A. D. 1887. 
RICHARD A. DONALDSON, 
Clerk County Court 


Sabscribed and sworn to before m« 
[SEAL] 


Exutsit A 2. 
Report of men hired. 


ROCK ISLAND ARSENAL. 


To comply with the requirements of General Orders, No. 53, Adjutant-Gen- 
eral’s Office, Washington, D. C., June 1, 1877,a day's work at this arsenal, when 
the length of the day will permit, is madeto consist of ten hours; but tu con 
form more strictly to the ruling custom in this vicinity as is required by law, 
one half-hour of this time is allowed to the workmen forthe longer walk to 
their work than is necessary in the cities, making the hours of labor nine and 
one-half hours per day 

In winter, when the hours of daylight will not permit nine and one-half hours 
of labor, the number of hours fixed by orders from time to time w stitute 
a full day’s work. When a workman is employed only a part of a day, he will 
be allowed for such part of a day’s work the number of hours he works d 
vided by the number of hours that constitute a day's work atthe time. Sp« 
cial workmen, such as foremen, guards, firemen, shop attendants, etc., whose 
duties require their presence more hours than other work:nen, will be allowed 
only one day’s labor for the full number of hours of service required of them 





i 
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in each twenty-four hours, and their wages will be fixed according] 
We, the undersigned, agree to the above. 
Signature. Name. For what purpose Wage 


Respectfully submitted. 


Forwarded approved 


Approved 


Commanding 
Strate or Iiupvors, Rock Island County, s 


Personally appeared before me, a clerk of the county and State aforesaid, 
Robert Bennett, who, being duly sworn, upon his oath does say that he was 
employed at the United States arsena! at Rock Island, IIl., during the years 
from A. D. 1877 to A. D. 1854, as well as other employés at the said arsenal, have 
been required to sign the contract (a copy of which is hereto attached and 
marked Exhibit A) or get no employment at said arsenal; that said-deponent 
as well as other employés, did protest against signing the said contract, we!! 
knowing that eight hours were a legal day’s work in Governmentemploy; and 
that Robert McFarlane, foreman at said arsenal, gave notice to deponent, as 
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well as other employés, that his instructions were that we, the said employés 
of said arsenal, must sign the said contract or leave the Government employ at 
onee; and that deponent, as well as other empiyés, did sign the said contract 
under protest, and did continue to work at said arsenal, under said contract, 
until the night of April 2, A. D. 1581, believing that the United States Congress 


would give the benefit of the eight-hour law, which we were wronged out of; 
and, further, deponent says that he was elected one of a committee to visit Col. 
D. W. Fiagier, commandant of said arsenal, to protest against the violation of 


the eight-hour law, which duty he did perform,and was sent to Washipgéon, 
D.C.,in April, A. D. 1884, a delegate, by the employés of said arsenal, and there 
presented the grievance of said employés,of the violation of the eight-hour 
law, before the Committee of the House on Labor; also presented the same to 
Hon. Senator BLAtr,of the Committve on Education and Labor of the Senate, 
and there endeavored to secure the wages which we are entitled to receive for 
work performed; and further,that deponent,as well as other employés, did 
forward a protest against the action of Col. D. W. Flagler, of said arsenal, to the 
honorable Secretory of War 


ROBERT BENNETT. 


Subscribed and sworn to before me this 8th day of February, A. D, 1888. 
SEAI RICHARD A. DONALDSON, Clerk County Court. 


Exuinitr B. 


PHILADELPHIA, Pa., February 7, 1888. 
To all whoi li may concern 

Chis is to certify that ata meeting of the employésof the League Island navy- 
yard held at Philadelphia, on February 22, 1878, | was duly elected as their rep- 
resentative to proceed to Washington for the purpose of getting Congress to 
pass a law to enforcethe “ eight-hour law,’’ which had been violated by the hon- 
orable Secretary of the Navy, at that time, and aleo to claim extra compensa- 
tion for the two hours worked per day in violation of the eight-hour law. 

At that time the Boston, New York, Washington, and Norfolk navy-yards 
sent representatives to work in conjunction with myself. By proxy I was au- 
thorized to act for the employés of the Kittery and Mare Island, Cal., navy- 
yards, also Frankford arsenal, Philadelphia, and the arsenal at Rock Island, 
Iil., and finally was authorized to represent all the navy-yards. 

I would state this committee worked at every session of Congress during the 
following three years, without obtaining the legislation that they asked for, 
when all but myself became disheartened and came to the conclusion that Con- 
wress passes the eight-hour law for the benefit of Government employés, but 
would do nothing to make the heads of Departments of the Government en- 
force the law, after they had violated it. 

Finding that Congress would take no actionin regard to the enforcement of 
the law, after a three years’ trial I brought the matter to the attention of Pres- 
idents Garfield and Arthur and their Secretaries of the Army and Navy, and 
the great help that I received from the Hon. A. C. Harmer, after working for two 
years more, succeeded in getting Ex-Secretary of the Navy William E. Chandler 
to er force the law, which was done on or about March 26, 1883; about ten months 
afterward succeeded in getting Ex-Secretary of War Robert T. Lincoln to en- 
force the law. During all this time I, as the representative of these employés, 
protested against the violation of the law and claimed compensation for the 
extra hours workedin excess of eight hoursper day. I would state that at the 
navy-yards during the violation of the law the employés were compelled to 
work six months in the year eight hours per day and six months ten hours per 
day, and were paid the same rate of wages for eight hours’ work per day asthey 
received for ten hours’ work per day, and at the navy-yards the employés 
signed no contracts; they had to work according to orders received or be dis- 
charged. 

I was informed at the arsenals by the employés that they worked ten hours 
per day the whole year, during the violation of the law,and were compelled to 
sign contracts by the officers in charge or be forthwith discharged. 

When elected to represent the Government employés I was rated as a laborer 
on the rolls at navy-yard, League Island, Philadelphia, Pa. Hon. Henry W. 
Buiatr, United States Senator, ought to remember me well, as I had to appear 
before the committee several times on this matter; I alsorequested him to pre- 
sent in 1884 a resolution to pay Government employés for holidays, which was 
yassed and approved January 6, 1885; also at last session of Congress requested 
ion to present a resolution to pay Government employés for Decoration Day, 
which was passed and approved. 

Hon. A. C. HaARMER assisted me in the eight-hour business and can vouch for 
my statement 

JACOB M. DAVIS, 
1081 Frankford Road, Philadelphia, Pa, 


STATE OF PENNSYLVANIA, County of Philadelphia, ss: 

Before me, the subscriber,a notary public for the Commonwealth of Penn 
sylvania, and residing in the city of Philadelphia, personally appeared Jacob 
M. Davis, who, being duly sworn according to law, did depose and say that the 
facts set forth in the within statement are true, to the best of his knowledge and 
belief. 

JACOB M. DAVIS, 


Sworn and subscribed to before me this 7th day of February, A. D. 1888, 
[SAI MATHIAS SEDDINGER, 
Notary Public. 


District or COLUMBIA: 

On this 8th day of February, 1888, personally appeared before me, a notary 
public in and for the aforesaid District, Richard Emmons and Joseph M, Padg- 
ett, of Washington, D. C., who, being sworn, state as follows, viz: That they 
have been empioyed twenty-seven and thirty years, respectively, in the ord- 
nance department of the Washington navy-yard; that they were employed in 
that department in the year 1877, when, by an order of the Secretary of the 
Navy (Thompson) the workmen, mechanics, and laborers employed in said 
yard were ordered to work ten hours a day to earn their daily wages; that said 
employés, in various ways, protested against the enforcement of said order; 
that affiants, with others, were delegated to present and protest to the Secre- 
tary of the Navy and to ask Congress to pass a resolution defining the meaning 
and intent of the national eight-hour law, which had been passed by Con- 
gress June 25, 1868, and which, during most of President Grant’s Adminis- 
tration, had been enforced ; that affiants, with other delegates from the Wash- 
ington yard, and Jacob M. Davis, of Philadelphia, Pa., who represented the 
League Island yard and other yards, did present the case by way of protest to 
the Secretary of the Navy, and also presented the matter to Congress; thatthe 
House of Representatives did, in 1878, pass a favorable resolution on the sub- 
ject, but that during the Administration of President Hayes no change of Sec- 
retary Thompson's order compelling the said employés to work ten hours was 
promulgated at this yard, and the men were compelled to work ten hours per 
day until the order of Secretary Chandler fixing the time of a day’s work at 


eight hours; further affiants saith not. 
; RICH’D EMMONS, [srav. 
JOS, M. PADGETT. [seat 


HOWARD O. EMMONS, 
Notary Public. 


Sworn to before me on the above date. 
(SEAL. } 
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District or CoLuMBIA, County of Washington, ss: 


I, Edward H. Rogers, being duly sworn, do depose and say that I am a « 
of the State of Massachusetts, residing in the city of Chelsea, in said State: ¢}),; 
I am temporarily in the city of Washington, D.C.; that I ama ship-joine; 
trade; that I have worked in the navy-yard at Charlestown, Mass., at interva 
for twenty-six years now last past; that Iam here as the representative of 
workingmen of said navy-yard who have claims for overtime under the « 
hour law, 

I further state that on or about March 1, 1878, at Charlestown, in the said s; 

a meeting of the employés of the Government in said yard was held f. 
purpose of sending a delegate or representative to Washington to protes: 
the officers of the Government here against the action of the commanda: 
the yard in requiring the men to work ten hours per calendar day without 
crease of pay, when, by the act of June 25, 1868, they were only required to w 
eight hours for a full day’s work, and to take such measures as would s 
the enforcement of the eight-hour law. 

I furtherstate that I was secretary of that meeting; that Mr. Samuel C. Iu 
of Charlestown, Mass., an employé of the yard, was chosen as adelegate to 
form that service; that he proceeded to Washington on or about the 9th 
of the same month for that purpose, and worked diligently to that end 
nearly three months, and that I assisted in raising some $300 to pay his ex px 
on that business and maintain his family. 

I further state that he, in company with delegates from the other yards 
several interviews with the Secretary of the Navy, but that they were u 
cessful, as the increased hours were continued without corresponding pay went 
during the five summer seasons from 1878 to 1882, inclusive. Aninterview wh 
the delegation had with President Hayes brought no relief, and they fi: 
turned their efforts towards Congress, 

It further appears that a joint resolution declaratory of the intention of ( 
gress concerning the eight-hour law passed the House of Representa 4 
through their action on May 9,1878. It declared that “eight hours should con 
stitute a day’s work” and that “no reduction should be made in the wages op 
account of the reduction of the hours of labor.’ Pending its consideration by 
the Senate Mr. Hunt returned to his home, the other delegates doing the sanx 
with the exception of Mr. Jacob M. Davis, the delegate from the League Is i 
yard. Mr. Davis remained in Washington as the authorized agent of nava! sia 
tions and arsenals of the whole country. 
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EDWARD H, ROGER> 


Subscribed and sworn to before me this 10th day of February, 1888, 
[SEAL.] FRANK T, RAWLINGS 
Notary Pub 

The following matter was also filed before the committee: 

“ Now as to the amount involved in case this bill should pass. Of cours« 
have no basis upon which we can estimate or base the amount with any positiv: 
degree of accuracy. But theact of Congress approved May 8, 1872 (see U.S. stat 
at Large, page 134), provided for the payment of ell sums deducted from th 
pay of laborers, workmen, and mechanics in cor :quence of the reduction in 
the hours of labor from the 25th day of June, 1868, until the 19th of May, 1569 
period of eleven months and twenty days; and, according to the estimate 
the Third Auditor of the Treasury, it took about $300,000 to pay the men { 
that period. (See official letter of that officer to Senator Harvey,of Kansas 
dated February 25, 1875, in reply to an inquiry as to the amount involved in the 
passage of a similar bill to this, then pending in the Senate.) 

‘Taking this sum as the basis for the period of, say, one year (for it is witli: 
ten days of that time), and supposing that about the same numberofmen we: 
employed by the Government during that year as have been on an average 
for the period since that time in which these parties claim pay, which is six 
monthsin each year from July, 1877, to the Ist of January, 1884, a period aggr 
gatirg fov~ years (see the order of Secretary Thompson, under President Hayes 
dated June 30, 1877), and it would require about $1,200,000. But according to 
the statement of the Auditor there had been but $22,063.75 paid upto the 25th clay 
of July, 1875, a period of nearly three years after the passage of the act auto 
izing payment as aforesaid; and the strong probability is th.) ..ot one-half o 
that sum has ever been paid out on those claims. 

* From this we may reasonably say that should this bill pass not half of th 
claims would be presented within the period named in the bill for presenting 
these claims. Butsu pase it takes double or treble that amount, what has t)h: 
amount to do with it i the claim isa justone? And it must be borne in min: 
that these claimants are not asking Congress to determine the justness of the: 
claims; they only ask what is almost universally granted to capitalists and cor- 
porations, and that is that they may go before a competent tribunal and prov: 
the justness of their claims if they can. 

‘* One other matter asto the factsinthe case. The eight-hour law was passe‘ 
on the 25th of June, 1868, but was entirely ignored by the officers of the G: 
ernment who had charge of the employment of the men named in the act, eit 
by — them to work ten hours to earn their daily wages, or submit to « 
reduction of their wages to correspond with the reduction in the hours of labo 
if they only worked eight hours perday. This state of things went on until th: 
19th of May, 1869, when President Grant issued his proclamation prohibiting 
any reduction of pay in consequence of the reduction of the hours of labo: 
and still things went on in the same way until llth of May, 1872, when the Pres 
dent issued a second proclamation calling attention to the first and repeating | 

‘* Meantiniecomplaint was made to Congress, petitions were sent in, and bi!!s 
were introduced with the view of restraining the officers of the Government 
from violating the law, which finally resulted in the passage of section 2 of tlie 
act making appropriations for that current or fiscal year, requiring the 
counting officers of the Treasury to resettle with the men, and to pay th« 
all sums which had been withheld from them in consequence of the reduc- 
tion of the hours of labor between the 25th day of June, 1868, the date of tl. 
geen of the eight-hour bill, and the 19th day of May, 1869, the date of t\« 

resident’s first proclamation, a period, as before stated, of about eleven mo1it!is 
and twenty days; but this act made no provision for payment of the sums w it!)- 
held from the date of the President's proclamation to the of theact, to 
wit, from the 19th day of May, 1869, to the 18th of May, 1872. But during this 
time General Grant enforced the law in the different navy-yards of the United 
States, so that from the date of his first proclamation to the end of his admi: 
istration the ——— of the navy-yards were only required to work eight hours 
to earn their daily wages. But on the coming in of the Administration of Pres 
ident Hayes, Secretary Thompson, Secretary of the Navy, issued the followin. 
order, dated, as will be seen, on vhe 30th day of June, 1877: 

‘(General Order, No. 227.] 
“Navy DEPARTMENT, Washington, June 30, 1877. 

“The following decision of the Supreme Court of the United States is pu 
lished for the information of the Navy: 

“Under this construction of the law regulating public labor, given by t) 
Supreme Court of the United States, the Department has fixed the rate of !abo: 
for mechanics, foremen, leading men, and laborers on the basis of ten hours 4 
day. All workmen electing to labor only eight hours per day will receive ® 
proportionate reduction of their wages. 

“R. W. THOMPSON, 


“ Secretary of the Navy. 
‘Thus requiring the wpeenetents of different navy-yards to employ the 
men on the basis of ten hours for each day’s work, and if the men chose to 
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work two hours less they were to receive less wages. Under this order the men 
were employed until the 2ist of March, 1878, when this order was rescinded or 
revoked, and the following order was issued : 


“(Cireular No. 8.] 
* Navy DEPARTMENT, Washinglon, March 21, 1878 
“The following is hereby substituted, to take effect from this date, ‘for the 


circular of October 25, 1877, in relation to the working hours at the several navy- 
yards and shore stations: 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SEN ATE. 


| Navy, from the 3lst of July, 1890, Lie 


“The working hours will be, from March 21 to September 21, from 7 a. m.to 6 | 


p.m.; from September 22 to March 20, from 7.40 a. m. to 4.30 p.m, 
intermission of one hour for dinner. 

“The Department will contract for the labor of mechanics, foremen, leading 
men, and laborers on the basis of eight hoursaday. All workmen electi: 
labor ten hours a day will receive a proportionate increase of their wages 

“The commandants will notify the men employed, orto be employed, of these 
conditions, and they are at liberty to continue or accept employment unde: 


with the usual 


ig to 


them or not. j 


‘R. W. THOMPSON 
* Secretary of the Nat 
“ So that it will be readily seen that under the last-named order the Govern- 
ment hired the men on a basis that eight hours constituted a day’s work, and 
agreed if they worked ten hours per day it would pay thema corresponding in- 
crease of wages. Now, the fact is that the men did work ten hours per day un- 
til the date of the following order: 


‘Circular to the yards 
“Navy DEPARTMENT, Washinglon, March 23, 


“The Department confirms its telegram to you of the 20th instant,which was 
in the following words: ‘Continue the present eight hours of labor until other- 
wise ordered.’ 

“ The hours of labor should be from 8 to 12 m.and from 1to 5 p.m. 

“Ww. E. CHANDLER, 
“Secretary of the Ne 

“* And that they have never been paid a single dollar of increase on account of 
such overwork, and now they ask to go to the Court of Claims and establish 
their claims. As it has been before stated, those men only worked half of the 
year under the orders of June 30, 1877, and of March 21, 1878, ten hours a day. 
They worked from the 21st of September to the 2ist of March eight hours per 
day, and were paid the price of a day’s work on the basis named in the order, 
namely, that of cight hours; but they then worked from the 2lst of March to 
the 21st September ten hours a day without increase of pay, although the hon- 
orable Secretary of the Navy, inthe order above named, specifically agreed that 
they should be paid a corresponding increase whenever they worked ten hours 
per day. So that it appears that the order of the honorable Secretary was en- 
tirely Csennd by the officers having the work in charge, and the Government 
owes these men by special agreement for this overwork in all these cases 
named,”’ 


Mr. INGALLS. It is understood that nothing but private pension 
bills which are not objected to are to be considered to-day. 

Mr. SHERMAN, And that immediately after they are concluded 
we proceed to the consideration of executive business. 

Mr. BLAIR. I call the attention of the Senator from Kansas. Is 
it understood that the pending bill will be the unfinished business? 

Mr. INGALLS. Oh, certainly. ; 

Mr, PLATT. Ishonld like to understand a little about this agree- 
ment, One bill which has gone over on the Calendar I suppose I shall 
be at liberty to call up? 

Mr. INGALLS. Is it under Rule VIII? 

Mr. PLATT. No, it went over under Rule IX. 

Mr. INGALLS. Then it must be considered some other day. 

Mr. PLATT. Then I object. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair understands the agreement 
would give consideration to unobjected pension bills on the Calendar. 

Mr. INGALLS. The Senator from Connecticut objects, and that 
disposes of the pension bilis. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION, 

Mr. SHERMAN. I renew my motion for an executive session. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Ohio moves that the 
Senate proceed to the consideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
eration of executive business. After fifteen minutes spent in execu- 
tive session the doors were reopened, and (at 4 o’clock and 5 minutes 
p. m.) the Senate adjourned until Monday, September 29, 1890, at 11 
o'clock a, m. 


1885. 
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PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY 

Commander Edwin C. Merriman, to be a captain in the Navy, from 
the 3ist July, 1890, vice Capt. Robert Boyd, deceased. 

Lieut. Commander George C. Reiter, to be a commander in the Navy, 
from the Sist July, 1890, 1 Commander FE, C. Merriman, promoted. 

Lieut. Frederick M. Symonds, to be nant-commander in the 
ommander George C. 


a ileute 


Reiter, promoted. 
Lieut. Clifford J. Boush, junior grade, to be a lieutenant in the Navy, 
from the 31st of July, 1890, vice Lieut. Ff. M. Symonds, promoted. 
Ensign Thomas W. Ryan, tobea lieutenant, junior grade, inthe Navy, 
from the 3lst of July, 1890, vice Lieut. C. J. Boush, junior grade, pro- 


1 
] 
I 


moted. (Subject to the examinations required by law 
WITHDRAWAL. 
Executive nominations withdrawn by the President September 27, 1890, 


Eugene Schuyler, to be agent and consul-general of the United States 
at Cairo, he having died since his nomination was delivered to the Sen- 
ate. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Exe ulive 


nominations confirmed by the Senate Se) 26, 1890, 


TERRITORIAL OFFICERS 

Francis L. Daggett, of Utah Territory, to be judge of 
Washington County, in the Territory of Utah. 

Jacob Johnson, of Utah Territory, to be judge ol 
Pete County, in the Territory of Utab. 

Henry Shields, of Utah Territory, tobe judg 
mit County, in the Territory of Utah. 

Thomas S. Watson, of Utah Territory, to be judge of probate in 
Wasatch County, in the Territory of Utah. 

Hector W. Haight, of Utah Territory, to be judge ol 
Davis County, in the Territory of Utah. 

Charles A. Herman, of Utah Territory, to | 
Tooele County, in the Territory of Utah. 

Charles Foote, of Utah Territory. to be judge o 
County, in the Territory of Utah. 

Stephen VY. Frazier, of Utah Territory, to be 
Rich County, in the Territory of Utah. 

William Goodwin, of Utah Territory, to be judge of 
County, in the Territory of Utah. 


probate ip 
probate in San 


probate in Sum- 


probate in 
udge of probate in 

probate in Juab 
udge of probate in 


probate in Cache 


. P 4 . . ’ ; . on 
E-xvecutive nominations confirmed by the s eplen os 


1890, 


ENVOYS EXTRAORDINARY AND MINISTERS PLENIPOTENTIARY. 


E. Burd Grubb, of New Jersey, to be envoy extraordinary and min- 


| ister plenipotentiary of the United States to Spain. 


Executive nominations received by the Senate the 27th day of September, 1230. | 


COLLECTOR OF INTERNAL REVENUE. 

William Waliace Rollins, of North Carolina, to be collector of in- 
ternal revenue for the fifth district of North Carolina, in place of John 
5. Eaves, who was commissioned during a recess of the Senate, and to 
whose appointment the Senate has refused to advise and consent, and 
whose commission will expire on the adjournment of the Senate. 


SURVEYOR OF CUSTOMS, 


John F. Rector, of Illinois, to be surveyor of customs for the port of 
Cairo, in the State of Illinois. Office created by act of Congress ap- 
proved September 4, 1890. 


COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS. 


district of Hartford, in the State of Connecticut, in place of Charles C. 
Hubbard, to be removed. 


| 
| 


Ezra B. Bailey, of Connecticut, to be collector of customs for the | Clinton and State of Iowa. 


Edwin H. Conger, of Iowa, to be envoy extraordinary and minister 

plenipotentiary of the United States to Brazil. 
TERRITORIAL PROBATE JUDGE. 

Lewis B, Kinney, of Utah Territory, to be judge of probate in Sevier 

County, in the Territory of Utah. 
INDIAN AGENT. 

Isaac A. Beers, of Arcata, Cal., to be agent for the 

Hoopa Valley agency in California. 


Indians of the 


RECEIVER OF PUBLIC MONEY 
S. Perry Youngs, of Stanton, Mich., to be receiver of 
at Grayling, Mich. 
REGISTER OF THE LAND O1 
Mich., 


public moneys 


Oscar Palmer, of Grayling, to be register of the 


Grayling, Mich. 


land office at 
UNITED STATE 
Fremont Wood, of Idaho, to be attorney of the United States for the 


district of Idaho. 
POSTMASTER 


Albert C. Hotchkis 3, to be postmaster at Adel, in the 
las and State of Iowa. 

John R. Palmer, to be postmaste: 
field and State ot Connecticut. 

Samuel Mullen, to be postmaster at | mie 
ferson and State of Alabama. 

Sidney L. Winter, to be postmaster at 
Harrison and State of Iowa. 

Alonzo B. Pearsall, to be postmaster at Me(Gregor 
Clayton and State of Iowa. 

Valentine S. Nelson, to be postmaster at Lyon 


county ol Dal 


at Westy I » tne 


ounty of Fair- 
ie county of Jef- 
in the county of 
in the county of 


n the county otf 


Jacob M. Harman, to be postmaster at She 
falo and State of Nebraska. 


county of buf- 








PERT see ee 


10574 


George P. Huckeby, to be postmaster at Rich Hill, in the county of 
Bates and State of Missouri. 

Louis L, Campbell, to be postmaster et Northampton, in the county 
of Hampshire and State of Massachusetts. 

Mrs. Frances J. M. Sperry, to be postmaster at Georgetown,in the 
county of Georgetown and State ot South Carolina. 

Charles B. Woolley, to be postmaster at Long Branch City, in the 
connty of Monmouth and State of New Jersey. 

Benjamin A, Lee, to be postmaster at Keyport,in the county of Mon- 
mouth and State of New Jersey. 

John 8. Snook, to be postmaster at Caldwell, in the county of Bur- 
leson and State of Texas. 

George F. Hannay, to be postmaster at Bastrop, in the county of 
Bastrop and State of Texas. 

Helen A. Conger, to be postmaster at Waco, in the county of Mc- 
Lennan and State of Texas. 

Perry C. Wilder, to be postmaster at Evansville, in the county of 
Rock and State of Wisconsin. 

tharles A. Kirkham, to be postmaster at Augusta, in the county of 

Ean Claire and State of Wisconsin. 

Roger W. Halburd, to be postmaster at Hyde Park,in the county of 
Lamoille and State of Vermont. 


LOUSY OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
SATURDAY, September 27, 1890. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m,. Prayer by Rev. J. H. CUTHBERT, 
D. D. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will cause the proceedings of the Jour- 
nal of yesterday to be read. 

Mr. McKINLEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to dis- 
pense with the reading of the Journal and that the same may be ap- 
proved with the understanding that errors, if any, may be corrected 
hereafter by meqabers. I do that, Mr. Speaker, for the purpose of giv- 
ing more time to-day for the consideration of the conference report on 
the tariff bill. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The geutleman trom Ohio [Mr. McKini&y] asks 
unanimous consent that the reading of the Journal may be dispensed 
with and that it may be approved, with the right of any gentleman to 
make correction hereafter if necessary. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, I believe that I shall have 
to object to that request. 

The SPEAKER. Objectionismade. The Clerk will cause the Jour- 
nal of yesterday’s proceedings to be read. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and approved. 

THE REVENUE BILL. 

Mr. McKINLEY. Mr. Speaker, I call up the conference report on 
the tariff bill. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, I asked for the reading of the re- 
port yesterday evening, in order to get the statement before the House 
if I could, but in the mean time it has been printed in the Recorp. 
The statement was not reached in the House yesterday, so I do not 
wish to compel the House to take up time in the reading of the report, 
and I will not insist thereon. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN] 
withdraws the objection he made last evening. Is there further ob- 
jection? [Aftera pause.] TheChair hears none. The further read- 
ing of the report will be dispensed with. 

Mr. MCKINLEY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to announce at this time 
that upon this side of the House there is no desire to occupy more than 
one hour in debate, so far as the presentation from our standpoint is 
concerned; but we desire to accommodate, as far as possible, the other 
side; and if entirely agreeable to gentlemen, my associate conferees, I 
will suggest that at half past 5 to-day a vote be had upon this bill. 
That gives us five hours of debate. I propose to give to the other side 
three hours out of the five hours, and to reserve two for this side, if 
that is satisfactory. 

Mr. DUNNELL. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, as I stated yesterday, [donot think 
the time that is propesed by the gentleman from Ohio is sufficient for 
the discussion of this measure. It was not discussed in Committee of 
the Whole after it eame back from the Senate, and it involves reciproc- 
ity and other provisions never discussed in the House. I think that 
the time proposed is an unreasonable time. Of course the gentleman 
from Ohio has the power to fix the time and to call the ous ques- 
tion when he desires. If he insists, however, on a vote this evening, I 
will suggest to him to fix the hour at 6 o’clock in place of half past 5 
o’clock, which will give half an hour more time, 

Mr. McKINLEY, I desire to say that to accommodate the gentle- 
man we will extend the hour to 6 o’clock and take the vote at that 
time. 

Mr. DUNNELL. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. McMILLIN. And what division will the gentleman propose of 
that additional time? 
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Mr. McKINLEY. Of the five hours and a half we will give tot 
gentleman three hours and a half. 

Mr. DUNNELL. Mr. Speaker, I do not think it right—— 

Mr. McMILLIN. We do not of course think that a sufficient t 
There are a number of gentlemen who want to discuss it who wil! 
cut off; but of course we would prefer that length of time to a sho 
time. 

Mr. McKINLEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
to print on this report. 

Mr. DUNNELL. Mr. Speaker, I have been recognized once. [| \ 
to know why I have been taken off the floor. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio has the floor. 

Mr. DUNNELL. He has introduced a second subject. 

Mr. McKINLEY. I yield to the gentleman from Minnesota | 
DUNNELL]. 

Mr, DUNNELL. I addressed theChair inmyownright. The yg: 
tleman from Ohio has said that it was generally understood on | 
side that we would take less than one-half of the time. I simply: 
to object to a new division of timeonthisbill. I think we should tak, 
time enough and that one-half of the time should be given to this si 

Mr. McMILLIN. We will beentirely willing to have that arran; 
ment, Mr. Speaker. I have said all along that I do not think the \ 
ought to be taken before Monday. I concur in what the gentlema 
from Minnesota [Mr. DUNNELL] says—that the time is too short. 

Mr. McKINLEY. If the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. D 
NELL] seriously objects to the arrangement I have proposed, we v 
try and: arrange in some way to give the gentleman as much of th; 
two hours and a half as he desires. Some of us will take the floor ani 
yield to him. 

The SPEAKER. Is thereobjection to the proposition to take a voi. 
at 6 o'clock ? 

Mr. McMILLIN. We do not wish to consent to the taking of the 
vote then. We think the time is unreasonable and too short, and | 
think it was never contemplated until yesterday that it should | 
limited to such a short period. The gentleman, however, can pro 
ceed — 

The SPEAKER. Unless there is unanimous consent that will in 
volve two votes. 

Mr. MCKINLEY. Dol understand that the gentleman does n 
accede to my proposition? Do I understand the gentleman from Te: 
nessee [Mr. MCMILLIN] to decline to accede to my proposition ? 

Mr. McMILLIN. Ido not wish to consent to a limitation of tlic 
debate ; and this is a limitation. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman suggested 6 o’clock. That is | 
suggestion, as I understand. 

Mr. McMILLIN, I stated that while we were unwilling that tlc 
vote shall be taken to-day, that if this bill should be forced through 
to-day we prefer 6 o’clock to half past 5. 

Mr. McKINLEY. Is it understood that 6 o’clock shall be fixed 
the time to take the voteon this conference report? I understood tha’ 
at 6 o’clock we are to take a vote on this conference report. 

The SPEAKER. Is that the understanding—that at 6 o’clock t! 
vote be taken? 

Mr. McMILLIN. I do not consent, Mr. Speaker, to any limitation 
upon the debate. The gentleman has his remedy, however. 

The SPEAKER. His remedy would beto demand the previousques- 
tion, which would require two votes. 

Mr. McMILLIN. We do not think that the limitation placed upon 
this debate such as ought to be made on a matter involving so muc! 
as this bill does, and we do not want to be put in the position of a- 
quiescing in that limitation. 

The SPEAKER. The suggestion of the gentleman from Ohio is that 
the time which would be occupied in ordering the previous question 
be given for debate. 

Mr. McKINLEY. Will the gentleman consent that the previous 
question shall be considered as ordered at 6 o’clock ? 

Mr. McMILLIN. Thatis the same as the other, presented in a dil- 
ferent form. 

Mr. McKINLEY. Then I give notice that at half past 5 o’clock | 
shall call for the previous question upon this report. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. Will the chairman of the Committ« 
on Ways and Means listen toa suggestion? 

Mr. MCKINLEY. How much time does the gentleman want ? 

Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. We are to have an election soon, : 

I suggest that this question be submitted to the people—— 

Mr. MeKINLEY. [I can not yield. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. I wish to suggest to the chairman « 
the Committee on Ways and Means that as we are to have a nationa! 
election soon, that we let this bill go over until after the election; aud 
if the people indorse it I will withdraw my opposition to it. This 
is a proposition that came from your side two years ago, and your 
Speaker said it ought to be accepted. 

Mr. McKINLEY. Mr. eee an agreement was reached by tlic 
committee of conference after ten days of most careful and patic:' 
consideration. The bill which the Tease of tatives passe | 
last May, containing nearly four thousand items, was amended by the 
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Senate in four hundred and fifty-five particulars. More than one | less, All plates valued at 1 cent per pound or less, and thicker than 
hundred of these amendments were purely verbal, a change of the | No. 10 wire gauge, are to be subject toa duty of five-tenths of 1 cent 








pumber of asection or the transposition of a paragraph or a word. per pound ; valued above lecent and not above 1.4 cents, the daty is 
A number of the amendments were serious and substantial, showing | to be sixty-five one-hundredths of 1 cent per pound; valued above 
9 wide and what seemed to be an almost irreconcilable difference. | 1.4 cemts and not above 2 cents the duty is to be eight-tenths of 1 
By far the larger number of amendments, however, were so slight | cent per pound. These are reductions on a uniform rate of 1 cent per 
and unimportant that an agreement was quickly reached. | pound which was embodied in the House bill, which rate we are con- 


In the first schedule, that of chemicals, the differences were unim- | vineed was too high upon the lower gi sof plates. On all plates 
portant, and in most instances the House receded from its provisions valued above 2 cents per pound the House rates have been retained. 





included in thatschedule and accepted the Senate rates. Sulphuric | The new rates taken as a whole will afford much surer protection to 
acid for agricultural purposes, which had been put upon the dutiable- | our manufacturers of steel plates than the present duty of 45 per cent. 
list by the House, has been transferred to the free-list by the con- The duty on forgings of iron or steel has been reduced from the 
ferees as provided in the Senate amendments. present rate two-tenths of 1 cent per poun but a proviso has been 


We come to the next schedule, that of earthenware and glassware. 
The rates passed by the House and amended by the Senate were re- 
tained by the conferees, so that the duty on decorated pottery and 
decorated china will be 6) per cent., and upon plain earthenware 56 | 
per coné., which will encourage this industry to a higher develop- 
ment and eventuate in giving the home producers a larger share of 
the home market than they now enjoy and a resultant benefit in 
lower prices to the consumer. 

In the glassware schedule slight reductions were made from the 
rates fixed by the House and much in advance of those fixed by the 
Senate, but they are believed to be such as will in no way interfere 
with this great and valuable industry, and will be found a vast im- 
provement over present rates and classification. 

METALS. 


i 

The metal schedule, which occupies twenty-five pages of the bill, 
has received earnest consideration, because of the importance of the | ‘ 36 O! , 4 € not 
rreat industries it represents. All shades of opinion relating to its | 1mpair the effectiveness for protection ot the duty which is retained 
F etails have been carefully considered, and every effort has been Originally the duty on steel rails of standard sizes was $28 per ton ; 
made to reconcile the claims of conflicting interests and the contlict- | but when the tariff of 1883 was framed this duty was reduced to $17 


| added that no forgings shall paya lower rate of duty than 45 per 
cen 

In the paragraph relating to hoop-iron we have included a proviso 
covering hoops for barrels aud hoops and ties for baling purposes 
which will encourage the home production of these articles and 
check importations which have in recent years been so great as to 
seriously injare a worthy domestic industry, one which could not 
compete under a low duty with the cheap labor of women and chil- 
dren across the Atlantic. This proviso has been inserted partly 
in the hope that the South will now make at least a large part ofits 
own cotton-ties, for the production of whichithas abundant natural 
resources. 

The daty on rails has been made to apply uniformly to all sizes 
and shapes of iron and steel rails. The rate adopted is $12.44 per 
ton, which is a reduction on light rails of $7 per ton, and on those 
of ordinary use of $3.56 per ton. This reduction will not, however, 


ing claims of various sections of our country. No tariff bill was | pet ton, the higher duty having accomplished the work for which 
ever framed that was not largely made up of compromises, and the | 1 was designed, the building up of a great steel-rail industry, the 
present metal schedule is an illustration of this truth. It is confi- | {rst in the world. It has now been thought safe to still further 
dently believed that upon examination it will be found to be fully reduce the duty on steel rails, in obedience to a wise policy which 
protective of every branch of our iron and steel industries. There will not impose any higher duty than is needed to prevent injurious 
may be disappointment over some of the rates which have been | foreign competition. — we 
adopted, but the sober second thought will be one of satisfaction W ith the march of invention and the increase of skill in the pro- 
that so much has been done that is good and so little has been done duction of domestic steel rails it has been possible to reduce their 
that is likely to produce even temporary inconvenience. cost since the passage of the tariff of 1503, although their manufact- 
Nothing has been done in the metal schedule that can result in | ure is still burdened with heavy freight charges on the materials 
loss of business or prestige, and nothing that can call for a reduction from which they are made, and on the rails t hemselves when shipped 
of wages or a dimination of the number of workingmen employed. | t° points where they meet the competition of foreign rails which 
On the contrary, there is every reason to believe, and I do believe, | ©2" be cheaply transported by ocean vessels. A lower rate of duty 
that the new metal schedule will largely increase the demand for | 00 steel rails than is now epee would not encourage the erection 
all our iron and steel products, and that.consequently it will largely of additional rail mills, which it is believed the proposed duty will 
increase the demand for labor, and especially for highly skilled do. The hope is indulged that, at least, we may soon see steel rails 
labor. I believe farther that the metal schedule which is now sub- | made on the shores of Lake Superior and on the Pacific coast. 
mitted is the most harmonious and the most surely protective of The duty on stcel sheets has been made specific, instead of ad va- 
any metal schedule of this generation. lorem as in the present tariff. The new duty will be found to be more 
Looking at the details of this schedule as it has finally been adopted, | protective than the present duty, under which the importations of 
and without confining our attention exclusively to the amendments | Stee! sheets have been very heavy. The duty on galvanized iron 
proposed by the Senate, it will be found that we have retained iron | and steel sheets has been retained as it reads in the present tariff. 
ore and pig-iron, also scrap-iron and scrap-steel, all of which are One of the best features of the metal schedule is the new rate 
sometimes erroneously cailed raw materials, at the same rates which | Which has been imposed on tin-plates. The present duty of 1 ceut 
are found in the present tariff. To have reduced the duties on iron | per pound has been found to be a revenue duty only, no tin-plate in- 
ore and pig-iron would have encouraged the importation of foreign dustry existing in our country to day. The new rate of 2.2 cents 
ore and foreign pig-iron, for which there would have been no ex- | per pound is absolutely necessary if we would have a tin-plate 
cuse, as we need to encourage the development of new iron-ore fields, | industry of our own, and that we should have such an industry 
and can now produce and are producing all the pig-iron we need, | Will not be denied when the large sums of money we annually send 
except a small quantity of spiegeleisen, and our production of this abroad for tin-plates, and which might be kept in circulation among 
kind of pig-iron is constantlyincreasing. If we had reduced the | our own people, are considered. We can make our own tin-plates if 
duty on scrap-iron and scrap-steel we would have interfered with the | given achance. The new duty will not materially advance the cost 
prosperity of our pig-iron industry, scrap-iron and scrap-steel being of tin-plates to consumers after we make a beginning in their manu- 
substitutes for pig-iron. facture, while it is entirely certain that the quality of all the tin- 
The duties on the various forms of bar iron, which is the product | plates used by our own people will be improved when foreign and 
almost exclusively of hand labor, and not of the labor-saving ma- | domestic competitors meet in our markets. The new duty is not 
chinery which has worked such wonderful revolutions in other | to go into effect until Jaly 1, 1891, and it is provided that if the 
branches of the world’s iron and steel industries, have been retained | tin-plate industry shall not be established in this country by 1897 
substantially as they are in the present tariff. Such slight reduc- | tin-plates shall then go on the free-list. On taggers iron an ade- 


& 


tions as have been made will not in the least encourage the importa- quately protective duty is also provided, which the present tariff 


tion of foreign bar iron. does not contain. 
The duty on all forms of structural iron and steel has been reduced That feature of the bill which will provoke criticism, and it is the 
from $28 ton to nine-tenths of 1 cent. per pound, or $20.16 | only one which will do this, is the paragraph relating to steel ingots, 


per ton. his is the rate which was embodied in the House Dill, blooms, slabs, billets, etc. The rates agreed upon are lower than 
and while it is nearly $3 per ton less than the rate in the present the rates provided in the House bill, and for which the House con- 
law it is $2.24 per ton higher than the rate proposed by the Senate, ferees earnestly insisted. Various propositions of compromise were 
which reduction we were convinced was too sweeping. The rate submitted, but all were rejected by a majority of the Senate con- 
which we have adopted will sufficiently protect our manufacturers ferees. Unsatisfactory as the new rates are to the House conferees 
of structural iron and steel. The production of these articles has and to the manufacturers, they will nevertheless in the main afford 

come a great national industry, consuming annually large quan- better protection to these manufacturers than the present very un- 
tities of iron ore and pig-iron and employing directly many work- satisfactory and injurious duty of 45 per cent., the new rates being 
ingmen. This industry has been built up under the present pro- | specifiethroughout. Improved processes now everywhere employed 
tective oar but it is no longer necessary that the whole of this | im the manufacture of steel billets, slabs, ete., will, it is hoped, en- 
~— should be retained. able our manufacturers to compete successfully with foreigu makers 


The paragraph relating to boiler or other plate iron or steel has | in Our own markets. 


Clenaenget in the conference committee by adopting a new clas- The duty on wire rods has been left as it is in the present law 
sificati all j y pting y Ss i 1 Pp n ’ 


and steel plates valued at 2 cents per pound or | with the exception that it is made to cover smaller sizes than are 
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now specifically provided for. The duties on wire have also been 
retained substantially as they read in the present law. 

The duty on anvils bas been slightly increased to enable our peo- 
ple to make their own anvils, which are now largely imported. The 
duty on anchors has been slightly reduced. The daty on axles has 
been reduced half a cent per pound. Many other reductions have 
been made in minor iron and steel products when this could be done 
without injury to homeindustries, The duties on cutlery have been 
increased to meet the continually increasing undervaluations and 
other frauds of foreign manufacturers. The duty on nickel has been 
reduced, and nickel ore and nickel matte have been placed on the 
free-list, because after a long period of protection it has been found 
that we need to go abroad for a large part of our supply of this use- 
ful metal. Aluminum, a new metal, is provided for at rates which 
it is believed will afford ample protection to those who may engage 
in its manufacture. 

The duties on copper are reduced, while those on lead and zinc 
are retained as in the present law with slight change. 

It is not necessary to examine the metal schedule further. It will 
be found, on full examination, to embody features of great value to 
our iron and steel manufacturers, while carefully respecting the in- 
terests of consumers. 


rHE WOOD BCHEDUI 

In the wood schedule, Mr. Speaker, the Senate rates were lower 
than the House rates on all kinds of lumber. The House conferees 
consented to a reduction of from $2 to $1 per thousand on white-pine 
boards and a proportionate reduction on white-pine clapboards and 
shingles, also to a duty of 20 per cent. on telegraph and telephone poles 
and railroad ties 


WOOI WVOLENS, AND AGRICULTURAL PRODUCT 


The woolen schedule as it left the House was amended in only | 


two or three particulars by the Senate, and these two or three 
yarticulars were necessary to make the billin all of its provisions 
fogical. It will be remembered that we lost in the House two 
amendments that were offered by the Committee on Ways and Means 
as to worsted yarns and worsted cloths. They were lost by a very 
small vote. That side of the House voting solidly against the 
amendments, with a few on this side, gave, when the House was not 
full, a majority against the committee amendments. 

As I etated then, the rates proposed by the committee were neces- 
sary, and the Senate, when the bill passed to its consideration, im- 
mediately accepted those rates. With these exceptions the wool and 
woolen schedules are precisely as they passed the Honse of Repre- 
sentatives, 

I beg to say in passing that the rates given upon wool and wool- 
ens are assuredly protective. They correct the wrong against these 
industries inadvertently committed in the tariff of 1883. They will 
help every farmer of the country who owns sheep, and will enable 
the manufacturers of woolen goods to better compete with their 
foreign rivals. ‘This schedule has the hearty approval of the Na- 
tional Wool-Growers’ Association and of the several State associa- 
tions throughout the country. 

And, Mr. Speaker, that is éntirely true also of the tobacco schedule. 
In the cotton schedule there were some few changes, none of them, 
however, very important. ‘They will be noticed by gentlemen who 
have the bill before them. With these exceptions the rates which 
passed the House have been maintained by the conferees, and are so 
reported. 

As to agricultural products, to which the Committee on Ways and 
Means and this House gave very careful attention, this bill has given 
for the first time to agriculture distinctively a place in the tariff. All 
of the rates, I believe with one single exception, that were fixed by 
the House were either adopted by the Senate, or, if not adopted by 
the Senate, the Senate conferees yielded to the House rates. 

The duties on agricultural products have been increased, and the 
same meed of protection has been afforded the farm as the factory. 
These rates were fixed after the fullest consultation with the repre- 
sentatives of the farming interests of the country, whose voice 
almost for the first time in the history of tariff legislation has been 
heard and heeded in the House of Representatives. 

On manufactures of flax there was a very wide difference between 
the Senate and the House. The House, as gentlemen wiil remem- 
ber, increased the duties upon flax and flax products to the end 
that we might inaugurate and establish a great industry in this 
country which would use our own fibers as well as foreign fibers, 
and we made the duties high enough, as we believed, to protect 
our people while they were engaged in establishing that industry. 
The Senate cut down tho House rates in every particular, from the 
raw material up to the finished product. In conference a compro- 
mise agreement was reached very considerably above the Senate 
rates, although somewhat below the House rates, but sufficient, it 
is believed by the committee of conference, to enable our Pp at 
an early day to successfully and profitably manufacture all the 
coarser articles of flax that are so largely consumed in this country, 
and at no distant day manufacture the finer ones, which are now ex- 
clusively imported. This industry will require larger capital, and 
when established will furnish a larger demand for skilled and un- 
skilled labor, 

On silk, which is the next schedule, the rates of duty were made 
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specific in the House bill, about equivalent to the ad valorem rat, 
under existing law. The Senate struck ont the provision {ixi, 
specific rates and substituted the old rate of 50 percent. To tha: 
amendment the House conferees yielded concurrence. 

The paper schedule is the next in order, and it is practically ; 
same as passed by the House. Not a single important change, | 
believe, was made in that schedule except that we dissented | 
the provision of the Senate bill and gave to albumenized and s 
tized paper a duty of 35 per cent., and also laid a duty on t 
paper, 

SUGAR FREI 

On the sugar schedule, which is the one over which there w: 
most serious contention, the conferees, after along struggle, firs 
reached an agreement. The House bill provided that all sugars 
to and including No. 16 Datch standard in color, of which I ho}\ 
sample in this bottle in my hand—that all sugars up to that 
should be admitted free of duty, and provided also that all sugars 
above No. 16 should pay a duty of four-tenths of 1 ceut per*pound 

That was to compensate for the difference in the labor-cost of ; 
fining in this country and the labor-cost of refining in com): 
countries. It wasin that shape that our bill went to the Sena 
The Senate struck out No. 16 as the line of free sugar and inserted 
No, 13, which is the color of the sugar in the bottle which I noy 
holdin my hand. The difference between these two sugars, No. | 
Dutch standard and No. 13, will be noticed by every gentleman 
present. The former is a yellow sugar fit for use, and the !atte 
wholly without any domestic use. The Senate made No, 13free. an 
provided that sugar above No. 13 up to No. 16 should be dutiab): 
three-tenths of a cent per pound, and all above No. 16 at six-teuths 
of a cent per pound. 

The first great struggle was over thisdividing line; the Senate i: 
sisting that free sugar should be limited to this color (No, 1: 
sugar which could not be used for domestic purposes, and which i 
so impure that it never would go into anybody’s family. The Hous 
on the other hand, insisted that sugar should be free up to No. 1) 
Dutch standard, which is the sugar that we used in our boyhood 
and which, in case of excessive prices for refined sugar, would serv: 
asa regulator to keep down the price, and if necessary be free) 
used for domestic purposes. It was on this line that the greates 
cohtroversy arose. Finally the Senate conferees yielded and agreed 
that sugar up to and including No. 16 Dutch standard should be fre: 
As I have already said, the House rate of duty upon sugar above \. 
16 was four-tenths of a cent per pound. The Senate rate was six- 
tenths of a cent per pound, and we finally made a compromise rat: 
fixing it at five-tenths of 1 cent per pound upon all sugars aboy: 
No. 16, and an additional rate of one-tenth of 1 cent per pou 
upon all sugars coming from countries where an export bounty is 
paid to the domestic producer. That, Mr. Speaker, is the agreem: 
that was finally reached between the conferees of the House and t!i: 
conferees of the Senate on sugar. 

I beg to call the attention of the House for a moment to the pres- 
ent law in relation to sugar. All sugar not above No. 13 Dutc! 
standard, testing by the polariscope not above 75 d::grees, pays a 
duty Of 1.4 cents per pound under existing law. In the bill whic! 
passed the House of Representatives of the Fiftieth Congress, con 
monly known as the “ Mills bill,” the duty upon all sugar not abov 
No. 13 Dutch’standard was fixed at 1.15 cents perpound. The doty 
under existing law upon all sugars above No. 13 and not above No. 
16 Dutch standard in color is 23 cents per pound. In the Mills i! 
it was made 2,2 cents per pound. All sugar above No. 16 and 10! 
above No. 20 Datch standard in color is dutiable under existing 
law at 3 cents per pound. Under the Mills bill it was dutiable at 
2.4 cents per pound. All sugar above No. 20 Dutch standard 
dutiable under existing law at 3.5 cents pound, and under the \ills 
bill it was dutiable at 2.8 cents per pound. 

So, Mr. Speaker, it will be observed that up to and includ: 
No. 16 Dutch standard the report of the committee makes : 1» 
absolutely free, and above that grade the conferees report a duty 0! 
five-tenths of 1 cent } om head g and one-tenth additional upo 
sugars of that grade from countries paying an export bounty. |' 
is proper I should state as to countries paying an export boun' 
that only 16 per cent. of that kind of sugar was imported last \ ea". 
This leaves all the sugar of Great Britain and the British posses 
sions, all the sugar of Cuba, above 16 Dutch standard, dutiable 
five-tenths of l cent perpound. The sugars of France and German) 
Austria, Hungary, and Belgium would pay the additional one-tent! 
It is believed that the burden put upon bounty-paid sugar iv 
ported here will influence the countries paying it to remove the « 
port bounty, to the end that they may on equal terms compete © 
all other countries for this market. 

PAINTINGS AND STATUARY. 


Now, Mr. Speaker, upon the subject of art, the House placed paint- 
ings and statuary upon the free-list. The Senate restored the ol 
duty of 30 per cent. and the conferees of the House and Senate ha‘ 
made art productions dutiable at 15 per cent. 

BINDERS’ TWIXE. 

One of the points of controversy between the House and the Senat: 
was with reference to the article of binding-twine, The present dut) 
upon binding-twine is 2} cents per pound ; the House bill made :t }¢ 
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cents @ pound, The Finance Committee of the Senate raised our 
duty from 1} to 14 cents a pound and thus reported the bill to the 
Senate. The Senate after debate put binding-twine upon the free-list. 
Therefore when we metin conference the Senate conferees insisted 
upon binding-twine being free, and the House conferees insisted upon 
the rate fixed by the House, a cent and a quarter a pound. After 
very long, patient, and full consideration of the whole subject, the | 


conferees finally agreed to fix the duty at seven-tenths of 1 cent a | 
ound. : 

: Mr. GEAR. Is not that eighth-tenths ofa cent less than the duty | 
proposed by the Mills bill? 


Mr. McKINLEY. I will state in this connection that the Mills bill 
made twine dutiable at 15 per cent. ad valorem, equivalent to 14 or | 
1 cents per poond. I wish to say further that in my judgment the 
duty fixed in this report is wholly inedequate ; the duty ought not 
to have been made so low as seven-tenthsof 1 cent. The great cord- 
age interests of this country that have been built up and are being 
built up have cheapened twine to the consumer, and they would con- | 
tinue to dosoif not broken down by foreign competition. But it was 
necessary, Mr. Speaker, in order to reach an agreement, that mutual 
concessions should be made; concessions had to be made on both 
sides. 

In every other respect the bill was reasonably satisfactory; and 
we felt that we could not afford to come back to this House with a 
disagreement upon this one item, when everything else was agreed 
upon in deference to the demand from one end of this country to 
the other for a revision of the tariff upon the lines of protection 
and in accordance with the declaration of the Republican party. So 
we finally agreed upon a duty of seven-tenths of 1 cent per pound 
on binding-twine. I indulge the hope, however, that a future Con- | 
gress, having discovered that this duty has been fixed altogether too 
low, will give a duty which will at least compensate for the difference 
between the labor-cost in the competing countries and the labor-cost 
in the United States. This at least should be done, if for no other 
reason than to protect and defend our own labor, and to this the Re- 
publican party is unalterably pledged. 

We concurred in the adoption of the provision as to reciprocity, 
passed by the Senate, known as the ‘Aldrich amendment,” which 
empowers the President, in the event equal and reciprocal advan- 
tages are not accorded to us by those countries producing sugar and 
coffee and hides, to proclaim the fact, and it is made his duty to do 
so, in which event the duties proposed in the bill as to these sev- 
eral articles are to be the duties thereafter to be collected against 
such countries. That is to say, coffee and hides have been on the 
free-list by our laws for many years, and now it is proposed to make 
sugar free in the interest of our people and by way of encouraging 
reciprocal trade relations on the part of the countries producing these 
articles, If these countries give nothifg in return for this, then the 
President shall proclaim the fact, and upon such proclamation the 
duties herein provided for sugar, coffee, and hides wil!’ be put in 
operation. 

We show by this bill our disposition to admit sugar free into the 
United States. We have already shown by the legislation of the 
past our disposition to admit coffee and hides free, from which, so 
far as reciprocal advantages are concerned, there has been no equal- 
ity. This provision is added to the bill in the expectation that it will 
induce sugar-growing countries, coffee-producing countries, in return 
for this concession to admit our agricultural products fre. It is 
believed by distinguished leaders of our party,to whose jadgment 
and statesmanship we have always given the greatest weight, that 
large advantages will come from this provision, and all of us indulge 
the hope that the fullest expectation in this direction will be realized. 


INTERNAL-REVENUE REDUCTIONS. 


As to the internal-revenue sections I only wish to say that the 
provisions of the House bill have in substance been maintained by 
the conference committee. It will be remembered that we reduced 
the tax upon tobacco and snuff from 8 cents, which is the rate under 
existing law, to 4 cents. The Senate struck out all of our internal- 
revenue provisions—every paragraph and every line. But we have 
been enabled, Mr. Speaker, to secure a reduction of the tax from 8 
cents to 6 cents a pound—a reduction of 25 per cent.—upon tobacco 
and snaff. We yielded the 4-cent reduction and agreed to fix the 
tax at 6 cents, and have provided for a rebate upon all unbroken 
packages. 

So far as concerns special licenses to dealers, special taxes, and all 
those vexatious and annoying restraints which have been put upon 
the tobacco-grower, the tobacco-dealer, and the tobacco-trader, we 
wipe them all out; and over 650,000 citizens of the United States 
who have been paying these vexatious little taxes will, after the 
passage of this bill, be relieved from their payment. 

We have also provided, Mr. Speaker, that the farmers, the grow- 
ers of tobacco, in every part of this country shall be immediately 
relieved from all taxation and all burdens. This provision goes into 
effect at once, so that hereafter if this bill should become a law the 
farmers of the United States will be as free to sell their tobacco un- 
restrained by internal-revenue provisions as they are free to sell their 
wheat or their cotton or any wher product of the farm. 

The bill is protective in every paragraph, and American on every 
page. It recognizes in its fullness the, great economic principle 
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which the Republican party has advocated so long, and which it 
holds so dear, ana which has secured to this country an unexampled 
prosperity. This legislation is not an experiment; it has the ap- 
proval of experience, Our present prosperity, our advance since 
1860 in all that goes to make a nation strong and great and its people 
happy, contented, and progressive, bear testimony to the wisdom 
and patriotism of the great principle which underlies this bill. 

So much has been said in the course of this debate here and else- 
where about export prices, claiming that the American manufacturer 
sells cheaper to the foreign trade than he does to the domestic trade, 
that Iam induced to append hereto a statement prepared by the 
American Protective Tariff League which entirely disposes of the 
charge. 


EXPORT DISCOUNTS—CHARGES AGAINST AMERICAN MANUPA ERS REFUTI FREI 
TRADE JUGGLING EXPOSED 
The Australasian and South American, a leading export journal, says 
“ An attempt hans been made to sow seeds of discord and dissension between 
American manufacturers and the domestic purchaser. Certain newspapers, the 
foundation of whose inflated popularity lies in an unhealthy sensationalism, and 


who deal at wholesale in rumor and error, have been endeavoring to persuade 
American buyers of all kinds of goods that they pay more for them than the 
manufacturers are willing to sell them for abroad. ‘To accomplish this result a 
juggling with figures was, doubtless, regarded as entirely legitimate, but we havo 
good reason to believe that it will prove fruitless. American buyers know per- 
fectly well that they are far anf away the best customers the American mannu- 
factarer possesses, and that if any one is given an advantage they will benefit 
equally by it. Before they allow themselves to be led away into hasty conde 
nation of the manufacturing interesta, they will, probably, inquire more closely 
into the matter and it will not take them long to discover that the entire sensation 
is founded on error and falsehood or a combination of both 

One of the stock arguments of free trade maintains that the markets of the 
world are essential to the prosperity of American industry, and that we can not 
have those markets so long as American labor and industries continue to be de- 
fended from foreign competition by a protective tariff. 

The advocates of protection fur American labor and industries have always 
maintained that by protection alone could it ever be possible fur our manufactures 
to attain such magnitude and success as to permit their export to foreign coun 
tries in competition with the productions of foreign systems of labot 

The efforts now making by our manufacturers to force their way into foreign 
markets with their hardware and farm implements, and a great variety of other 
products, furnish complete proof of the validity of this argument for protection. 
They show conclusively that we are gaining rapidly in our power to compete 
with the low-paid labor of Europe without sacrificing the welfare of oar working 
classes 

But it is alleged that the prices at which our American productions are offered 
to foreign buyers are lower than the prices at which they are quoted to buyers at 
home. The figures given in free-trade journals and speeches for comparison show 
that the prices advertised to foreign buyers are 5 to 50 per cent. below prices to 
American buyers. Inquiries among the manufacturers do not sustain this show- 
ing, but indicate that the home buyer gets in one way or another the same or 
greater advantages as the foreign buyer. Similar testimony is furnished by the 
exporters. 

It may, however, be conceded that at times and under special conditions the 
foreign merchant may secure a special discount to offset some part of the cost of 
getting merchandise into foreign countries. The case of the Elgia Watch Com 

any, quoted later on, shows how this may be done. But in this, as in other sim 
ilar cases, the discount is not important and is for the merchant. The evidence 
is conclusive that the consumer abroad, in paying the original cost to the mer 
chant, with profits and expenses added, uniformly pays a higher price than the 
American consumer. 

The Engineering and Mining Journal explains how special export discounts may 
be made, not only without detriment to the domestic purchaser, but even to his 
pecuniary advantage : 

“It would be unfair to say that our manufacturers should never make any dif- 
ference between export and home prices, for it is evident they could afford to sell 
a surplus for export, even without profit, if they could get from the bome market a 
living price, on by increasing production, which the foreign sales would permit, 
would reduce the costof output. The home consumer is then interested in our 
manufacturers having a fo eign outlet for their goods 

The American thus convincingly puts another case 

“If we offered the World a small fraction of a cent per copy above cost for 100 
000 copies in excess of its nsual issue, and satisfied it that we would so dispose of 
these copies by exportation as not to spoil its home market, it would embrace the 
offer eagerly, although it might be ruinous to sell its whole issue at that price 
Nor would it admit that it was acting unfairly by its regular customers at home 
in making the bargain.” 

In a speech delivered in the House of Representatives, on May 9, the Hon. Geo. 
W. Firnian referred to a free-trade tract called Tariff Keform, published by 
the Reform Club, of New York, on April 15, containing lists of various manu 
factures, with prices attached thereto for ‘‘home market” and to “ foreigners. 








The pamphiet in question is fall of gross errors, Without exception, so far as 
investigations have gone, not one quctation of discount for ‘‘export" is great 
than any respectable merchant can have for domestic trade And in many it 
stances the prices and discounts given are those atwhich the goods are freely 
offered for sale to small jobbers and large retailers throughout the United States. 
On page 65 of the tract is the following 
‘The figures have been in every case obtained fro janufacturers them 
selves, and in moat cases are based upon a comparison of three documents, the 
regular ‘price-list,’ the ‘domestic discount sheet’ to the trade, and the ‘export 
discount sheet,’ as furnished by each manufacturer 
Inquiry proves that the majority of the manufacturers of the goods juestion 
have never been approached. 
Said one of the must extensive New York dealers in all the articles mentioned 
after perusing the speech of Mr. Firuian, and an examination of Tariff Reform 
“IT can only say that when I am unable to buy at leas prices than stated in that 
list 1 shall have to give up shop. Why, there is not an article mentioned that I 
can not sell cheaper than they are priced there. ‘The list is too long togothrough 
entirely. Iam nota manufacturer. I buy for cash every article, both for thi 
| and our other etores. I handle as much stuff ina month as any ten of the biggest 
exporters combined handle in a year. Does it stand to reason that these little 
| fellows can buy at the price I do! No, and they can not buy any better than I sell 
to my customers, and in mgst instances | can and do sell che aper than those ex 
port commission men ever bought at. Take that cutlery list. I tell you there 
no manufacturer of that name in the country. That firm, put down asa" 
facturer, is a small commission house down-town They send out catalogues all 
over South America, soliciting orders, and they get some, too. Yet the trade pa 
pers publish them as manufacturers, and this is one of the firms that this lying 
pampoblet says it got its information from 
“ | know who make every one of those knives, carry them all in stock, and sell 
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them from 5 to 20 per cent. less than is quoted by this so-called manufacturer. 
Commence with the first on the list. That is the regular iron handle table-knife. 
They quote $10.70 per gross pairs, 25 per cent. discount. The next is the best 
known table-knife in the country. It is numbered 1878 by everybody. This is 
listed at the same price. I am selling both of these now at $4.25 per single gross, 
5 per cent. discount, and 2 per cent., ten days; 1 per cent., twenty days, and forty 
days, net. They are sold retail at 50 cents per dozen. Go into any retail store 
and you can buy them at that price. These are the closest cut knives of the lot. 
[ am selling all these others at much less prices than those quoted by this imag- 
inary manufacturer. And it is the same with all other goods. Of course small 
buyers and retailers can not do as well as I can. Neither can they in any other 
country jut if there is an exporter who can goin and buy the same quantity 
lote as I do, he can buy just as cheap, but he can not do any better. Come in 
next week and I will go through the whole business and show what these free- 
traders are telling is wholly untrue 


The above is the verbatim statement of one who knows whereof he speaks, and 
whose veracity is unquestioned. 

Acting on the advice given above, a boy was sent into a city hardware store 
and instructed to purchase one dozen table-knives, 1878. On application the 


clerk, without remark, handed the goods, with bill for 50 cents. They, and re- 
ceipted invoice, can be seen at any time on application at the office of the Econ- 
omist. 

The Miller Brothers’ Cutlery Company Meriden, Conn., are the largest pocket- 
cutlery and steel-pen manufacturers in the United States. In an interview with 
Mr. William F. Rockwell, treasurer and manager, he states that he is prepared 
to permit a thorongh examination of the books and accounts of his company, 
which will prove that, so far as they are concerned, the statements made are false 
in every respect. He supplemented his verbal remarks with the following com- 
munication 


Miitter Broragrs’ Curtery CoMPAny, 
** Meriden, Conn., June 12, 1890. 
‘Dear Sie: I beg to say that this company has never sold cutlery or pens for 
export at a lower price, or given a greater discount, than for home trade. All 
statements to the contrary are unqualifiedly false. 


WM. F. ROCKWELL, 
** Treasurer and Manager.” 


The principal manufacturers of table cutlery, located in the States of New 
York, Connecticut, and Massachusetts, positively confirm the statements made 
above, and prove their truth by the daily entries in their books. They state that 
not only do thev not give extra discount for export, but that prices have been 
brought down to so low a point, by foreign and domestic competition, that al- 
thongh they are desirous to foster and build up an export trade, they are utterly 
unable to quote lower than for the home market, and never do so. 

When a member of Congress, assuming the truth of the false statements of 
Tariff Reform and the New York World, says: “ Forty-five per cent. is put upon 
agricultural implements for the purpose of protecting the manufacturer, and I 
say that it has protected the manufacturer so effectively that he is now able to 
go inte the unprotected markets of the world and sell for one-half to the foreign 
consumer or user of agricultural implements that he sells to the American 
farmer,’ he muet know that he is doing an injastice to his fellow-citizens. 

He has undoubtedly read the statement of the Mail and Export Journal—the 
best authority on the subject 

* The truth of the matter is just this: The quotations named, as taken from 
the foreign price-current, are for the wholesale or jobbing trade, and not for the 
foreign consumer, the latter being required to pay as much for the goods which 
he buys from the dealer in his own country as the latter deem suflicient to reim- 
buree him for the cost of importation, with his profit added. 

The World copied from the American Mail and Export Journal the pictorial 
advertisement of the Ann Arbor Agricultural Company's machinery, with the 
trade prices of the several items. The World also printed on the same page pict- 
ures of the same machinery with prices taken from the Prices Current, a sepa- 
rate publication designed for foreign dealers. Tho former was represented as an 
advertisement for American farmers and the latter for foreign farmers. Neither 
the Journal nor the Prices Current is intended for farmers and neither circulates 
in this country. They are both printed expressly for foreign circulation. Proof 
of this may be found in Tariff Reform's “ Protection's home market,” page 63, and 
in the journals themselvea. 

That the prices advertised in the prices-current of these trade journals are 
wholesale prices is evident from the fact that the articles are quoted by the dozen, 
gross, etc., always in quantities not purchased by retail buyers, except in the case 
of large machines or implements always quoted and sold single. © Australa- 
sian and South American ard the American Mail and Export Journal both affirm 
that the prices they quote are for the wholesale trade. The correspondence of 
the Engineering and Mining Journal with 8. L. Allen & Co. shows that the prices 
given in its prices-current are also for wholesale trade. 

The methods of the World, and others who have led this attack on our manu- 
facturers, will be clearly seen in the correspondence produced in the Senate on 
September 10, betWeen the Engineering and Mining Journal and 8S. L. Allen & 
Co., whereby the former solicited their advertisement. Frans. W. Elkington, 
manager of the export edition of the Engineering and Mining Journal, wrote to 
5S. L. Allen & Co. on November 12, 1888: 

“We take a personal interest in every advertiser, and by keeping ourselves 
fully posted by letter with the requirements of the importi ouses We are 
enabled to put advertisers in direct and immediate correspondence with houses 
who may become large buyers.’ 

Later this letter came 

“27 Park Place, New York, November 26, 1888. 

“GENTLEMEN: Would you kindly let us have the use of your smallest cuts of 
plows and cultivators, ete., together with list priceand discounts? We want them 
to use in our illustrated price-lists for the benefit of importing houses abroad, and 
at no expense to you. 

“Yours, very truly, 
“THE ENGINEERING AND MINING JOURNAL (Export Eprrioyn), 
“FRANS W. ELKINGTON,. 
‘Messrs. 5. L. ALLEN & Co., 
**127 Catharine street Philadelphia, Pa.” 


After the Reform Club's expert and the World had published their slanderous 
revelations," Messrs. Allen & Co. sent the following letier: 


[“S. L. Allen & Co., patentees and nianufacturers of agricultural implements. } 


“PHILADELPHIA, June 10, 1890. 

‘‘GENTLREMEN: As you have doubtless seen the article in the New York World 
in which they claim that the prices which you quote on our goods in your Engi- 
gineering and Mining Journal are retail, if you continue to quote our goods, will 

ou please change the heading in such a way that there can be no misunderstand- 

g as to the fact that the prices named are to the trade only! We do not think 
there bas been any misunderstanding om this point, but the World has seen fit to 
raise the issue, and we do not feel that there should be the slightest chance for 
doubt in the matter. 

“Yours very truly, 


“8. L. ALLEN & CO. 
“Screntivic Pusiisainc ComMPaxy, 
“ Post-office box 1833, New York, N. Y." 
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To which they received this reply: 


‘Tar ENGISEERIXG AxD Mixixe Journar 
“27 Park Place, New York, June 12 


“GENTLEMEN: In answer to yours of 10th, the prices I name of yours a: 
rect. The New York World, of course, used what they considered helped 
article. At the head of the ‘ prices-current’ we print ‘ Discounts are for « 
only,’ in large type, as you will notice, thus showing that the prices are not 
prices. . 

“Yours very truly, 7 
“FRANS W. ELKINGT 
** Messrs. 8. L. ALLEN & Co., 
* Philadelphia, Pa.’ 


Even with this the firm was not satisfied, and wrote again: 
{‘S. L. Allen & Co., patentees and manufacturers of agricultural implem: 
" PHILADELPHIA, June 17, 18 


“GENTLEMEN: Replying to your favor of the 12th, would say we are aware « 
you state, and that it is your intention as well as ours that the discounts na 
are for export trade abroad, but it is not so stated in so many words and 
not want to have any possible chance for misunderstanding, and would ther 
ask that you modify the heading in such a way as to leave no possible room 
doubt that the prices named are not export retail prices, but prices te the e) 
wholesale trade. 

‘Yours very truly, 
“S. L. ALLEN & | 

‘ ENGINERRING AND MINING JOURKAL, . 

27 Park Place, New York, N. Y. 


The above correspondence satisfactorily explains the studied ambiguity of : 
Engineering and Mining Journal's letter to the World, wherein it tried to con 
the latter’s contention that the prices quoted were retail. The Journal did 
care to risk its reputation for common honesty by declaring that the prices 
retail, but betrayed its desire to do so when it said: 

** Prices quoted by us are, as you will notice, at the head of the first column 
—- only,’ and the prices therein given are the prices at which every fore 
subscriber can buy in this market. It stands to reason that orders for farm i 
plenrants are frequently for one only. If to buy one machine is retail trade t 
these foreign prices are retail prices.” 

“ For export only” the Journal had defined as “showing that the prices are 1 
retail prices” (letter June 12 above), and according to its letter of November | 
1888, its foreign subscribers are “houses who may become large bayers.” Nor 
“to buy one machine retail trade” necessarily. Thotisands of single articles a 
ordered by wholesale dealers in emergencies or as samples, but the transacti 
are not, therefore, retail sales. 

The following lettér should remove any doubts that may exist as to the real fact. 
in the controversy over the much-quoted prices of 8. L. Allen & Co.'s goods 
home and abroad : 


(“S. L. Allen & Co., patentees and manufacturers of agricultural implements 
“ PHILADELPHIA, May 24, 1890 


“ Dear Sin: We are to-day in receipt of copy of your issze of May 14, calling a 
attention to your article headec ‘War on the farmers.’ Prominent mention is ‘ 
made in this article of our goods. and as the statements are either wiilfully « 
throngh ignorance so entirely false, we ask that asa matter of simple justice 
ourselves you publish in your nextissue this letter, ia order that the misstat: 
ments may be corrected, although we are well aware that this will not repair t 
injury done to us. 

‘1. We deny in toto that our prices to the domestic trade for the same quanti' 
of goods are higher than to the export trade. 

“2. We deny in toto that we sell single machines at retail to the foreign | 
chaser as low as we sell at wholesale to the domestic buyer, or any lower than 
do to the domestic customcr under similar circumstances. 

“3. We pronounce as absolutely false the statements that the discounts wh 
you quote on our goods are quoted to the retail buyer abroad. They are tra . 
prices, and are never etm g Ps to anybody not in the trade. 

ae deny that our s rill is ever quoted at $6.30 to the retail tra 
abroud. | 

“5. We deny that our combined drill, rake, aud plow is ever knowingly quot: 
to the foreign retail trade at $9.30. 

**6. We deny that onr Fire Fly wheel hoe and plow is ever quoted at $3.50 : 
the retail buyer abroad. 

“7. Wedeny that our Fire Fly hand plow is ever quoted at $1.75 to the ret: 
trade abroad. 

“8. Wedeny that we are now advertising to sell abroad at retail cheaper th 
we sell at home at wholesale, or as cheap. ‘ 

“9. Under the heading ‘ Caltivators protected 45 per cent.’ you give two co 
umns of prices, one purporting to be price in the home market for a large lot : 
wholesale, and one column purporting to give retail prices abroad. ® pr 
nonnce both figures absolutely incorrect. Instead of quoting the domestic who 
sale price, you quote domestic retail prices, and compare them, not with forei 
retail prices, but with foreign trade prices. The injustice is so flagrant that » 
do not think it needs any t on our part to substantiate it, and we tru 

‘on will place these facts before your readers in order to disabuse them of | 

impressions which your article may have created. 
“Yours very traly, ‘ 
“S. L. ALLEN & CO 

“Eprron New York WeErxty Worn, 

New York City.” 

This proof of the unscrupulous methods of the free-traders is confirmed by | 
following candid statement from the American Mail and Export Journal: 

“Some of the newspapers of the United States, notably the New York Wor! 
allege that certain American manufacturers and advertisers in the American \ 
and Export Journal have been quoting prices for machinery and other goods { 
export at which are from 25 to 30 per cent. under the prices quoted to | 
domestic je. The statement made by the World is eee and mislea 
ing, partioularly in the case of the Ann Arbor Agricultural Company, which 


to. 

“The trath of the matter is ae Bios The poeta sameh aa. fro 
the foreign price-current, are for the w © or trade and not for | 
foreign consumer, the latter being required to pay as much for the goods whi: 
he buys from the dealer in his own a as the latter deems jent to ' 
imbnrse him for the cost of importation, with his profit added. It can be read 
seen that when the charges and import duties are added to t 
coat of the deli f. o. b. at New York, the prices must be considera! 
advanced w the articles reach the foreign buyer. It is on such misleadix 
statements and evasions of the truth that free-trade journals base their argumen' 
against protection and attempt to show conditions of trade which do not, in fac: 

ist.” 


exist. 
The following letters and statements will explain themselves : 


“ Ricumonp, Inp., September 2, 1890 


* Dear Sta: In Oe eee that we mak 
precisely the same the foreign trade in our line of 3 that we do to 








. 
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he domestic trade. We have never quoted any different discounts for cash to an 
inquirer from seaboard cities for export, than we do to other dealers all over the 
conntry for the supply of the domestic trade. There is, therefore, absolutely no 
foundation, a8 far as we are concerned, in the representation made by some that 
manufacturers make a different price for the export trade from that which is given 
to the domestic trade. ; 

“Our Mr. Scott, while in England a few years ago, found the price of a comple | 
steam outfit, without self-stacker, at.an English manufactory to be £400, or abo 
¢2 000, and thisprice was actually paid by the owner of one visited By him. 
same outéit could be sold in America for $1,600. The capacity of the Ex t 
fit was found to be about 300 bushels per day, on an average. The American out 

| 


fit, sold at the price above named, could thrash 1, 600 or 1,200 bushels per day, and 
| 











would easily average 900 busbels per day. This comparison very clearly indicates 
that the American farmer buys his thrashing machiney « heaper than the English 
farmer, or the farmer on the Continent that buys the English machine, while the 
American machine will average three times as much as the English machine. 
Yours truly, 
‘GEAR, SCOTT & CO 


** MoLing, ILt., September 1, 1890. 

“Dear Sm: We have your letter of August 28, and advise you that we have 
already given the subject some consideration. 

“We hand you herewith copy of our letter to the Farm Implement News in re- 
gard to this question, which that paper published, and which sets forth fully our 
position and ideas in regard to the controversy brought up by the free-traders 
on this subject of foreign prices. 

“So far as our own knowledge and business go, their assertions are utterly 
without foundation, and we will cordially second any attempt to disabuse the 
minds of the farmers in regard to such fallacies. 

“Trusting that this will give you the information desired, we remain, yours 


truly 
: “DEERE & COMPANY, 
“Per C. H. POPE, Assistant Secretary.” 


[Extract from letter above referred to. } 


It is true of several of the countries nameil that the implements we manufacture 
are peculiar and do not themselves compare with the ee we make for 
this country. In cases of special implements the price is always higher, of course, 
than on our regular lines. In some cases, also, our foreign prices on regular goods 
are higher than our domestic prices. We can not recall an instance where they 
are lower. ' 

We also believe that as a universal rule the retail prices in foreign countries 
are considerably in advance of the corresponding retail prices in our own country. 
This is of necessity so, for the reason that freights to foreign countries and duties 
where implements are taxed in this way increase the wholesale price, and the con- 
sumer must pay proportionately. 

The fact that our foreign trade is increasing is good evidence that foreign mer- 
chants are not selling our goods at less than cost with freight added. 

Some people in this country seem to be exerting themselves to convey false 
representations to our farmers, and giving them to understand that present prices 
are high, unjust, and exorbitant, when, as a matter of fact, never in the history 
of the world could cultural implements, especially plows and cultivators suc 
as we manufacture, be bought so cheaply as today. Never would the produce 
of the farmer bring him so much in plows and cultivating implements as to‘day, 
even with the low price of produce considered. 


Mr. A. B. Cohn, of the A. B. Cohn Company, manufacturers of agricultural im- 
plements, 197 Water street, New York, made the following unreserved state- 
ments as to discounts in the egricultural implement trade : 

“We have been twenty years in the business, and our experience has been that 

are sold in this country as low if not lower than they are sold for export, 
with this exception, export buyers pay eash or give a letter-of credit on London 
which we sell here on the day the goods are delivered on board, and get cash for 
it. This givesthem a slight discount, but domestic buyers at all times can obtain 
the same discount by buying on the same terms, that is by paying spot casb. 

“Domestic dealers at all times can obtain as good terms in the agricultural- 
a trade as can be obtained by buyers for export.” 

hen asked whether agricultural implements were supplied to retail purchasers 
in foreign countries at wholesale rates, Mr. Cohn said: 

“There is no such thing as a retail trade, in foreign countries, which we know 
anything about. We do not sell $100 worth of goods abroad at retail in a year. 
No manufacturer does that kind of business. The foreign consumer buys of the 
dealer abroad just as the cousumer in this country does. 


“ A single plow ordered by a South American farmer would cost more than half 
a dozen plows obtained in the ordinary way.” 


Mr. Cobn declared that he stood ready to prove the above general statements 
by reference to a hundred invoices of domestic and foreign sales as they are re- 
corded on his books. 

Daring the revent discussion in the Senate regarding export discounts, the fol- 
lowing letter was submitted by Senator ALDRICH: 


‘(Chattanooga Plow Company, manufacturers chilied plows, plow repairs, cane- 
milis, evaporators and furnaces. Newell Saunders, president; C. D. Mitchell, 
secretary and treasurer. | 

** CHATTANOOGA, TEXN., August 23, 1890. 


“Dear Sm: Your inquiry of the 21st received. Onur foreign trade is with Mex- 
ico. Prices on implements in the United States are governed by cost and compe- 
tition between manufacturers. ee ——_ are our home prices plus the dif- 
ference in freight and cost of conducting busipess. Our net prices on plows, cane- 
mills, and we make, free on board cars at our factory, are precisely the 
same to home and foreign customers. Butthe prices to farmers abroad are always 
higher than to farmers in the United States. 


“ Chattanooga cane-mills, which we sell here for $24, $36, and $48, cost delivered 
in the city of Mexico $72, $98, and $145, and are retailed there at $100, $150, and 


“ Chattandoga plows, ou which the proportion of freight to cost is not so great, 
we price retail as follows : 








_— Mexico, 
' 
#4. 00 | $8. 60 
| 6. 00 | 12. 00 
! 8. 00 | 16. 00 
beecaneadnobeos Ns ideas ans deewe tue ila ian i 9. 00 | 18. 00 


————nmpieae ; I 


“ After deducting the discount on Sentemn 


money this leaves the Mexican 
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farmers paying an av 
home farmers pay 
* Yours ver) 





NEWELL SAUNDERS 
( f I ( 
‘Hon. H. Ciay Evans 
Washinoat dD. ¢ 
- x ~ 
DeAR Sir: Is it or not true that Mes : \. Clark & Bro., of t 
are selling their spool cotton « per r expo! : A merica or els« 
than it can be bought for even int irgest consumption? I 
ask this question for the reason that an a ad an order f 
South America filled by them at a | s$some 10 3 oted to 
home buyers. A reply thr rh t ‘ imns of S€ 
a question about which there has been some d 


Yours truly 


W oolsen 


- Spool cotton, 


‘In reply to letter signed J. T 
only one price for our ‘O. N. T 
] 


we have only 
and tl 





spool of our thread for etport { 3s than we 
‘Yours truly 
GEORGE A 
R. B. Symixctron, Attorne 
To the Editor of the World 


** Having sold quite @ number of plows within the last few n 
the Weekly World a short time since, comparing prices, domestic and f gn 
attracted my attention and caused me to compare notes with the n 6 5 


agent for agricultural implements in this country, and we agree fror 
experience that your statements in regard to prices are absolt 
particular. 

“ The Advance plow, for instance, has never retailed here for mort 

“No mower sells for more than $50—moast of them for $40. 

‘The Fire Fly is farnished wholesale for $1.50 to $2. 

* And so on through the whole list, as far as we are acquainted with t goods 

‘*Now, as I suppose a great newspaper like the New York World would not 
want to injure honest manufacturers and dealers by publist ing downright fals 
hoods, would it not be the proper thing to explain the fact that be 
duped for political purposes! You simply do not understand the 
ing and selling machinery. 


is 


ou have 


business of buy 


n 


y.C. HARRISON 
HorewRr 1, N. J., July 22 


INVORMATION WANTED. 
Under the above heading the World publishes a postal card infor 


ring that en 
terprising publication of a purchase made by the writer thereof of a 


hay tedder 


at much less than the price the World says the article is sold to foreigners, and 
; _—s ; ; : 
but a little more than half the price the World says the American faimer is forced 
by the “ protective ring” to pay. The card reads as follows 
68 B ELT, AMSTERDAM 
War on the farmer. Just bought a hay tedder the past week for $25 whic! 
you represent as selling to farmers at $45, while the foreigner could buy it for 


$30. 
‘Now, if all the reading matter in the World is as correct as al 
der, the less we farmers have to do with your paper 
“Yours respectfally, 


yut the hay ted 
the better it will be for u 
JOSIAH 


WABETH 


“ANN ARBOR AGRICULTURAL COMPANY, Ann Arbor Mich 


**Does your diseount from prices published in American Mail and Export Jour- 
nal make prices to home wholesale dealers the same as the net prices published in 
Spanish journals? Answer paid for 


Fr. B. STOCKBRIDGE 


A Mit Aug 13890 


sat? 


‘Hon. F. B. STOCKBRIDGE, Washingtor 


“Prices to wholesale dealers in this country are the same as to foreign wl 
dealers, with boxing and New York delivery added. 
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‘ANN ARBOR AGRICULTURAL COMPANY 
STUDEBAKER Bros., South Bend, Ind 
- . * 
Are your prices the same to American and foreign customer 
F. B. STOCKBRIDGE 
Soutrn Benn, INp., Avauet 21, 180% 
“Hon. PF. B. SrocknripGE, Washington 
“We have never made a distinction in price in favor of a foreign market; all 
reports to the contrary are absolutely untrue. 
“STUDEBAKER PROTHERS MANUFACTURING COMPAN 


Per C. S$ 


WASHINGTON, D. | 


“OLIVER CHILLED PLow Company, South Bend, Ind 
**Do you make lower prices to foreign than to America 


} ole sale dealers 
Pr. B 


STOCK BRIDGI 


W 


BEN Ixp Luge 
“Hon. F. B. Srocknripce, Washington 
“We do not make lower prices to foreign than to Am¢ 
Are prepared to prove that all such reports are false 
“OLIVER CHILLED P 


an wholesale 


LOW WORKS. 
KANSAS ( 
“Dear Sm: If the tariff is for the benefit of the labore: 
urer, why is it that Elgin watches can be purchased che 
countries than at home? 


Mo., July 22, 1890. 


and not the mannfact 
sper in Canada and oth: 


N. H. FAIRBANKS 
The above was sent to the Elgin Watch Company. We append their reply 
“CHICAGO, August 15, 1890 
“ Dsar Str: We are manufacturers only of watch movements, not watch cases 
or the complete watch, as would be inferred from the reference made by the cor 
respondent from Kansas City. The jobber in Canada pays 5 per cent. more for 




































ene 
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SMES ek re Lack eek aCe SIO. ere Re mea tt ne Se a Oe ee SA 0 Ny free Rage pian be 
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our merchandise than the jobber in this country. These are the conditions: 
There being 10 per cent. duty on American-made movements, we allow the Canada 
jobber an extra 5 per cent. for the purpose of placing our goods there upon such a 
basis that they can meet competition with movements of foreign manufactare. 

\stothe prices of our movements in other foreign countries, as in case of 
Australia, they are sold there to the jobber aud retailer at the same — they 
are in this country, with carrying charges, insurance, and duties added. 

We should like to bear the correspondent from Kansas City state why the 
Elgin watch is cheaper in foreign countries than at home. He simply makes the 
assertion without the explanation. 

Yours trals 





Evoin Nationa Watch Company, 
J, H. & M. CUTLER, General Agents. 


J. 1. Case Turasuinc-Macuine Company, 
Racine, Wis, September 8, 1880. 


DeAn Siz: Our trade with foreign countries is limited to Manitoba and the 
Argentine Republic, and from beth of those countries we obtain a higher price 
than we do from our home customers; and when the purchaser in the Argentine 
has paid his dealer for customs, freight handling, col commission or profit, hie 
threshing outfit costs him over twice as much asa similar rig would cost a farmer 
in the United States 

We do not know of asingle manufacturer of farm implements who does not 
get more money out of the goods shipped to foreign countries than he does out of 
an equal amount sold in the United States. 

* Yours truly 
J. Case T. M. Co. 
F. K. BULL, Secretary. 


The Farm Implement News, of Chicago, says on this subject: 

“It is surprising that a prominent American newspaper should betray such 
dense ignorance; for it is well known that American implements are sold to for- 
eign farmers at much higher prices than to American farmers. We have fre- 
quently called the attention of our readers to this fact; but, in order to show 
more clearly the difference, we will quote the retail prices on the following ma- 
chinery and implements, giving highest figures for all sections east of the Mis- 
souri River 

[wine binders, standard size, retail, United States, about $145; England, $225 ; 
France, $240; in Italy and other countries at still higher prices. 

Mowers, standard size, retail, United States, ean $50; in England, $70 to 
$80; in France, $80 to $90 

Sulky hay-rakes, retail, United States, $18 to $25, according to size and qual- 
ity; same hay-rakes in France, $40 to $50; nearly as high in England. 

llay presses, s'eam power, retail, United States, $450; in England, $750; in 
France, $800, 

Hay presses, horse power, standard reversible style, retail, United States, 
$285; in France, #500; in Argentine Republic, about $560. 

‘No. 40 Oliver plow, with wheel and jointer, retail, United States, $14; in Eng- 
land, $16 to $18; in other foreign countmes still higher. Other plows and other 
makes of plows are sold abroad at proportionate advances over home prices. 

‘Grain drills, nine-hoe, retail, United States, about $60; in France and Italy, 
$140 

In this way we might go through the whole list of agricultural implements 
exported to foreign countries. In every case the exported implement brings 
higer prices abroad 


‘Dean Sik: We receive from 10 to 20 per cent. larger prices for machines we 
send out of the country than we receive for those we sell here, which is the fact, 
though our machines for our foreign trade are some heavier than for the home 
market. 

“ There is no country in the world that buys any kind of agricultural machinery 
as cheaply as the Americans buy such machinery, and it is against a member 
of Congress's intelligence and integrity to get up in Congress and make astatement 
in conflict with this fact; he ought to be sent home and to school or tothe work- 
house for doing it. 

WALTER A. WOOD, 


President Walter A. Wood Moving and Reaping Machine Company. 


Hoosic Faura, N. ¥ 


The Cleveland Leader of May 14, referring to an article in the Cleveland Plain 
Dealer, said 

“A more false and contemptible attack on American manufacturers was never 
published. It is absolutely atrocious in its abominable perversion of the truth. 
The only possible apology for such misstatements that can be offered is to plead 
a degree ol ignorance that absolutely unfits the author for discussing any public 
matter. 

** The Engineering and Mining Journal of May 3 did contain nineteen colamns 
of matter, not advertisements, descriptive of manufactured articles suitable for 
export, with the list of prices thereof and the ‘discounts for export only.’ It 
was & little scheme of the Journal to promote foreign trade, and manufacturers 
were invited to make use of the Journal's colamns for that purpose free of charge. 

On the basis of the statement that the discounts are ‘for export only,’ the 
Plain Dealer recklessly and wickedly—for ignorance is not justification where the 
facts were so easily ascertainable—asserts that it is proposed to sell these goods 
to foreigners at prices 25 to 70 per cent. less than they are sold to Americans; in 
other words, that American farmers and other home consumers are charged this 
difference above what foreigners are asked to pay with the retailers’ profits and 
percentages on the excess added. It is amazing that any one should believe such 
a thing possible, much more so to publish it without careful investization. How 
plain a tale shall put that free-trade falsehood down our readers may now see. 

A representative of the Leader yesterday called upon one of the most prom- 
inent bard ware and agricultural implement dealers in the city, and showing him 
the article in the Journal, asked bim to state what discounts were allowed to him 
by the manufacturers of the identical articles described. This merchant is a 
Democrat and a ‘tariff reformer,’ and the Plain Dealer can have his name, but 
not for publication, if it desires to investigate the accuracy of the statements to 
follow. The fignres to be given mayalso be verified by calling on any local deal- 
ers in the articles mentioned. The list of articles compared was very large, bat 
we shall confine the comparisons here made mainly to those named in the Plain 
Dealer 

‘In the Journal! a manufacturer of steel and malleable iron garden rakes offers 
them at a discount of 70 per cent. ‘for exportonly.’ The same manufacturer sells 
them to the Cleveland dealer at a discount of ‘70 and 5,’ equivalent to 714 per 
cent. off. He offers scythes ‘for export only’ at ‘40 and 10 off,’ equivalent to Lie 
count of 46 per cent., and to the Cleveland dealer the same goods at ‘50 and and 5 
off,’ equal to a discount of 524 per cent. The same manufacturer offers the ‘Chieftain’ 
horse rake No. 1 at 40 off ‘for export only,’ while to the Cleveland merchant he 
allows * 50, 10, and 24 off,’ a discount of 56} per cent. from the list price. The 
discount on hatchets ‘for export only’ is 50 per cent., and to the American dealer 

50, 10, and 5,’ equal to 574 per cent. 
On table-knives and shears the discounts offered are the same ‘for export 
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only’ and to the home merchant. A manufacturer of feed cutters offers his ‘\ 
1,’ with two 63-inch knives at $18, 30 per cent. off ‘for export only’ and the C! 
land merchant buys the same cutter for $10 net. The manufacturer of grin 
mills allows the home dealer 10 per cent. more discount than the foreign cd: 
Barn door sheaves and hangers are offered 50 off ‘for export only,’ and 60 off to 
the home trade. The discounts on wrenches and vises are the same in both cas 
and on lawn mowers also. ‘For export only,’ scroll saws are offered at 20 : 
off, while th® Cleveland merchant is allowed 25 to 30. The discount on nails 
tacks is 10 per cent. more to the home than to the foreign dealer. But there 
need of further extending the comparisons. In not asingle case in the who}, 
a larger discount offered ‘for export only’ than to the American dealer 
most cases the latter is allowed a larger discount than the foreigners.” 

Having demonstrated the falsity of the charge that American manufact 
sell agricultural implements abroad more cheaply than to our own peopl: 
proposed to go further and show that there is neither imducement nor ne: 
for them todoso. United States Consul H.J. Dunlap, in his latest report 
Breslau, Germany, says he attended the annual exhibition of agricultura| 
chinery held in Breslau last June. Five American firms were represented on t 
occasion whose retail prices on their implements plainly prove that ti: 
higher abroad than at home. 

Every farmer will see the moment his eye falls wpon them that they are 
25 to 100 per cent. higher than the prices of similar articles in this country 


Prices of American machines in Germany at retail. 


McCormick's reaper and binder, complete ......-..--.-.---+-+--+++0+--+- $2K8 
McCormick's self-raker, complete...............-. nse CARA heen 144 
III 0, cals, ens das cepongeboesensesbsedeeebectece ll 
Wood's reaper and binder, complete.......-....------«++- peesoenncsosesece: 210 
Wood's self-raking reaper, complete. .....-....--.---cs+secesesee-seeeeee-- 144 
Wood's self-raking reaper, light, ........... 2.2... sccccccccssccccevccccecccces 132. 00 
PT MOUEIEE 6600 ouiivlane boobs 600560 ub0 -ccegsd b0c5see cevessen Gvenctanese 96.00 
D. M. Usborne & Co., self-raking reaper -.....-.-.-...--++-0+-eeeeeeesenees 144. 00 
Deere & Co., 12-inch plow, with rolling cutter ..............-..-+-.- coseee 16.89 
Bs BORING Ge aes, CEE BOO vocicibscenasecove seewescoseensenespccsssveyess 62. 40 
DOGG DARE fcc cc edcéptnpeodis sss cesevescscsécccocnees eccecscccscccovesces 40.08 
Philadelphia lawn mower, 14-inch cut, 8 inches high ...................-- 16. 80 
Philadelphia lawn mower, 16-inch cut, 8 inches high ......-...-. patitebeteeee 19.2 
Philadelphia lawn mower, 16-inch cat, 4 inches high .........-..--..------ 14.4 


The report shows that American farm machinery commands a higher pric: 
abroad than that of England or Germany. Both the latter are mach higher tha: 
our own at home prices, but the superior quality of American implements secures 
to them their commanding place in the markets of the world. « Similar testimon 
will be found in the consular reports from’ other countries. 

During the recent Sepate debate Senator Hiscock, of New York said: 

‘‘Mr. President, I have examined with great care the charges that have been 
so contidently made by Democratic newspapers, and reiterated on the floor of the 
Senate, that American manufacturers were selling their goods to foreign dealers 
and consumers, offering them freely at the large discounts given from the prices 
at which the same goods were offered to the same class of American dealers and 
consumers. The misunderstanding, if it is that, and not an attempt to falsify and 
deceive the public, is occasioned by the fact that the retail price-lists, leas the dis 
counts, are given as the cost of the goods to foreign jobbers (there is no foreign 
retail trade) and the retail price-lists without discounts as the cost to the Amer 
can jobbers, when the most casual investigation would have satisfed Senators on 
the other side that equal or greater discounts were given from those retail prices 
to the American trade. It has been made a very material question. 

“The charge, if true, would prove either that the manufacturers do not requir: 
the protection they have, or that on account of a combination among them th: 
sold their goods in the domvstic market at the enormous profits indicated by th: 
large discounts to the foreign trade; for it is fair to assumo that only in exce; 
tional cases, where the manufaciurer finds on his bands a surplus that he can no! 
dispose of at remunerative rates, or through bankruptcy, goods are forced upon 
the market, would they be sold abroad except at a profit, and I concede that the 
charges made, if true, would be as trenchant against many customs rates now ex 
isting as they are vicious and even criminal. In debate, Senators upon the other 
side have hovered around and concentrated their forces around this point to 
launch their eloquent vituperations against the tariff question more than an 
other. 

“It is a remarkable fact in this connection that in many individual instances 
manufactuers charged with this greal crime against American consumers—tor if 
the charges were true it is «# crime—have written to newspapers and gentleme: 
making charges explaining their methods of business and refuting the charges 
and in no instance that [ can recall have the writers received the venefit ot th: 
denials, but on the contrary they seem to call forth louder and more constant an‘ 
specific assertions of their truth. I confess to surprise that Senators who shoi 
discuss this great economic question, basing their arguments upon facts and tlic 
logic of facts, have consented, as it seems to me, to descend to gross misstat: 
ments and to mistepreseut honorable men in their efforts to excite prejudice ar 
hostility to a great economic policy. 

“In this discussion, sir, we cau not be too careful—either side—in guarding 
against calling to our aid in support of our theories any matter that will not stan 
the highest crucial test in respect to its verity. I, sir, have nothing but commis 
eration for a party leader in this deLate who finds it necessary to supply bis co: 
stituency with erroneous or incomplete statements to hold them in party lines 
upon this yreat issue that now divides the two great political organizations.’ 

The charge that American farmers pay more for their implements than fore 
farmers do has been shown to be false. Precisely the reverse is the case. Tix 
pay less; and this is the result of protection, which has encouraged and develop: 
the production of such artic.es on a large scale at low prices in the United Siates 
But protective legislation has gone still further, and now by the tariff bi!) o! 
1890 has completely defended American farm products against competition from 
the cheap lands and labor of foreign nations. The following comparison wil! | 
found interesting and conclusive : 


Rates of duty on foreign products. 


| Democratic Mills Republican tari! 


| 

Article. Present law. | bill. of 1890. 
iad iBall icahichiclasdlcipiaaarl tecasandb gl 
Barley ........ conan 10 cts. per bush...| 10 cts. per bush...) 30 cts. per bus! 
Backwheat..........| 10 per cent. ..... --| 10 per cent........| 15 cts. per bush 
COED 0200+ cecces eves | 10 ets. per bush...| 10 cts. per bush... 15 cts. per bus! 
Oats...... -eceee-ee--| 10 ets. per bush. ..| 10 cts. per bush 15 cts. per bush 
Wheat ............--| 20 ets. per bush...) 20 cts. per bush 25 cts. per bus! 
Butter ..............| $cte. per Ib....... 4cts. perlb .....| 6 cts. per Ib. 
Chense .. cece ccccceee 4 cts. per Ib.......| 4 cts. per bush...| 6 cts. per Ib. 
Beans ..........«..-.| 10 per cent........| Freo..............| 40 cts. per bus! 
TERED wcccce cowccsccss). BUM occoscsécansee| BECDcacacs veoene--| 5 ete. per doz. 

El saber sisesess --+] $2 per ton.........] $2 per ton......... | $4 per ton. 

Hops........-.----.-| 8 cts. perlb......| 8 cts. perlb......) 15 cts. per lb. 
Potatoes ...... -+-«+-) 15 ets. per bush...! 15 ets. per bush...’ 25 ets. per bush 





; 


1890. 





Rates of duty on foreign products—Continued. 


Democratic Mills | Republican tariff 


Articles. | Present law. 





! 
bill. of 1890 
re Bes 
Flax-seed, etc......- 20 cts. per bush...) 20 cts. per bush...} 30 cts. per bush. 
Garden seeds. ....-.. 20 per cent. ....... | Free ....-..--..... 20 per cent. 
Bacon and hams.....| 2 cta. per Ib...... | 2 cts. per lb.......} 5 cts. per lb. 
Beef, mutton, ete . lct. per Jb....... 1 ct. per Ib........ 2 cta. per lb. 
Wool, first class ....| 10 cts. per lb...... PP csashawacreeas | 11 cts. per Ib. 
Wool, second class ../ 12 cts. per lb......| PEED ccccnc cecccees | 12 cts. per lb. 
Wool, third class:...| 24 cts. per Ib..... biidids ae cond | 32 per cent. 
DO cc ngebetnncsse | 5 cts. per lb...... POOP sccccdsaccencs 50 per cent. 
Leaf tobacco, stem- | $1 per lb .-........| 98 POP Bb. c0sccce0: 2.75 per cent 
ned. } 
Not stemmed .....-.. 75 eta. per Ib...... 75 cts. per lb...... | $2 per Ib. 
All other stemmed ..| 40 cts. per Ib...... 40 cts. per lb...... 50 per cent. 
had <ccdaatatexes ee $20 per ton........ ids wncdes vover 1 ct. per lb 
Plums and prunes...| 1 ct. per lb........ BECO sé cccs cceevce | 2 cts. per Ib. 


This direct legislation in behalf of farmers bas been supplemented by the silver 
pill, the protective effect of which is already seen in the advance of the prices of 
the great American staples—nearly 20 cents per bushel on wheat and 15 cents per 
bushel on corn, amounting in the aggregate to more than $250,000,000 on these two 
articles above. 

In conclusion, the American farmers, constituting nearly onc-half of our popu 
lation, have at last received the consideration they deserve. Under peseaeirs 
laws they are guarantied against foreign competition. They are enabled to sell 
their crops at fair prices and to buy their implements and tools cheaper than they 
can be bought in any other country in the world. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. Before the gentleman from Ohio [ Mr. 
McKINLEY] resumes his seat, I wish to make an appeal to him in be- 
half of gentlemen who represent on this floor the State of Louisiana. 
They have great and important interests involved in the result of this 
bill; and I suggest to the gentleman from Ohio that he would subserve 
a very liberal and just purpose if in hisannouncement to the House in 
reference to the order of this discussion he would provide that these 
gentlemen should have some part of the time. 

Mr.McKINLEY. Iunderstand thegentleman from Georgia to make 
that proposition with the idea that we are to divide the time equally. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. Under the arrangement of which the 
gentleman has given notice there would be, of course, according to the 
usage, 2n equal division of time between the two sides of the Honse. 
But I want to suggest to the gentleman that such an arrangement 
would be unfair to this side, because we feel in honor bound to accord 
some of our time to these gentlemen who represent the sugar interest. 

Mr. McKINLEY. But the gentleman from Georgia will remember 
that when I proposed to give his side three hours and a half the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee, as I understood, declined my offer. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. My friehd from Ohio will remember 
that three of us on this side, who are members of the Committee on 
Ways and Means, were members with him of the conference commit- 
tee; and if he holds us to the notice he has already given, and if each 
of us should occupy the hour which would be allotted to us, these 
gentlemen who represent the local interest chiefly involved in this bill 
would have no time at all. 

And our reason for objecting in the outset was because ot the fact 
that no adequate arrangement or provision, such as in our judgment 
ought to have been made, was made to hear those gentlemen before 
their interests were sacrificed. 

Mr. McKINLEY. I do not understand the gentleman to mean that 
we should yield to those gentlemen in opposition to the bill? 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. Will not the gentleman and his side of 
the House hear these parties or their representatives before they are 
subjected to this sacrifice? 

Mr. MCKINLEY. The gentleman has time to yield if he desires to 
do so. We have agreed to give you the larger proportion of the time. 
The gentleman from Georgia can vield. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. The ‘‘gentleman from Georgia’’ is not 
in charge of the bill, while the gentleman from Ohio is and represents 
the majority side of the House. Hecontrolstheentiretime. Is there 
not sufficient magnanimity at least on that side of the House to allow 
these gentlemen to be heard before their interests are destroyed? 

Mr. McKINLEY. Why, Mr. Speaker, the Louisiana interests were 
heard the other day fully through the gentleman from Louisiana [ Mr. 
Price], when he presented the whole case in the strongest possible 
manner. They were heard fully before the committee. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. At what time did that hearing take 
place to which the gentleman now refers? 

Mr. McKINLEY. I refer to the hearing before the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. But the gentleman will remember that 
the gentleman from Louisiana had only five minutes orf the floor. 

Mr. McKINLEY. But it was all the time he asked for. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. And they ask now to be heard on the 
floor. This bill has come back in a shape to be acted upon, and he- 

fore their interests are destroyed they ask to be heard. 

Mr. MCKINLEY. Very well; I call the attention of the gentleman 
to the fact that I proposed to give that side of the House three and a 
half hours, provided the previous question was ordered at 6 o'clock. 
Gentlemen on that side objected. You could have given the gentleman 
the extra half hour which I agreed to give you. 
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Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. In justice to myself, I hope the gentle- 
man from Ohio will permit me to say that the limited time occupied 
by Mr. Price, the five minutes, was made short in order that the bill 
might be facilitated for the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Mr. McKINLEY. Now, if the gentleman trom Georgia and his side 
of the House will consent that the previous question shall be consid- 
ered as ordered at 6 o’clock we will give the extra half hour to gen 
tlemen to present their claims. It is all in your own hands to deter- 
mine the question. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. But the gentleman will give nothing if 
we do not surrender, as I understand it? 

Mr. HAUGEN. Is there to be no reciprocity on that side at all? 
[ Laughter. ] 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. 
ment. 

Mr. McKINLEY. Then'will not the gentleman from Georgia give 
something to get time for his friends? 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, I have nothing more to say. 
I simply appealed to the magnanimity of the gentleman. If he de- 
clines to entertain the appeal I can not do more. 

Mr. McKINLEY. Why, Mr. Speaker, I appeal to the gentleman 
from Georgia to say if I have not made an exceedingly fair proposition 
to him. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. I want to tell the gentleman from Ohio 
that if he will not consent to a more just distribution of the time, in 
view of the interest involved, and to which I have reierred, then I my 
seif will accord, of the limited time at my disposal, an opportunity to 
these gentlemen to be heard. 

Mr. MCKINLEY. That isa matter entirely under the control of 
the gentleman. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. It is due to them to be heard, and the 
time ought to be given by consent of the House. 

Mr. McKINLEY. I have asked that timeshould be given to them; 
I have asked that the order of business for this day by which the pre- 
vious question shall be ordered at 6 o’clock may be so arranged as to 
give these gentlemen time. The gentleman from Tennessee has ob- 


We are just trying to reach an agree- 


jected. Will not gentlemen now consent that the previous question be 


ordered at 6 o’clock? That will save an unnecessary waste of time; 
and the time thus saved can be used in the debate. I asked unani- 
mous consent this morning that the reading of the Journal might be 
omitted, which would have saved a half hour more, which could have 
been accorded to the debate, but the gentleman from Georgia ob- 


jected. 


Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. But the gentleman from Ohio will par 
don me. He knows all the time is at his command. 

Mr. McKINLEY. Not at all. 

Mr, TURNER, of Georgia. The gentleman controls all the time 
for the balance of thesession. He can doas he pleases withit. Ihave 
not a minute except what I get by his grace and consent. He ought 
not, therefore, to expect me to give the limited time which I muy be 
able to control to gentlemen who will sufter by the adoption of this 
proposition. Why, even a criminal ought at least to be heard before 
he is condemned. 

Mr. McKINLEY. We have heard these gentlemen, however, and 
I will remind the gentleman from Georgia again that when I asked 
unanimous consent to dispense with the reading of the Journal thi 
morning objection was made by hitaself, and time was thus unneces- 
sarily consumed, I propose to give thirty minutes if you will con- 
sent that the previous question be ordered at 6 o’clock. Nothing can 
be fairer. 

Mr. WILKINSON, Will the gentleman from Ohio have the courtesy 
to answer one question? I would like toknow by what authority 

Mr. MCKINLEY. Mr. Speaker, I want it understood that this does 
not come out of my time. 

The SPEAKER. It comes out of somebody’s time. 

Mr. COLEMAN, I hope it will not come out of mine. 

Mr. MCKINLEY. I do not want it taken out of mine. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will recognize the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. FLOWER], who is next entitled to the floor. 

Mr. FLOWER. Mr. Speaker, is is probably unnecessary to say, for 
the minority of this committee, that we non-concur in this cyclone stone- 
wall bill. 

The reason whiy I call it a cyclone stone-wall revision is because out 
West they build their walls 4 feet high and 6 feet thick, so when the 
cyclone strikes them and they blow over they are taller thanever. So 
they have revised this tariff, in every schedule save one or two, higher 
than it is under the present law. ‘They have attempted by it to re- 
strict trade, to fix it so that the coast States can not trade with any 
foreign country; so that we can not get what we want from abroad 
which we do not produce and pay for in our agricultural products and 
manufactures; so that in the future we will need no shipping and nave 
no flag upon the seas. The theory of the majority of the committee 
has been to so arrange the bill that between the thirty different nations 
with which this country trades there shall be no trade at all it they can 
possibly help it. That is their position in nearly every item ot the 
bill. 

In the limited time that has been given us to consider this and the 


[| Laughter, ] 
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hurry in which comparisons must be prepared, I have had only time 
to go through the several schedules and pick out perhaps one or two 
hundred items, not diftering much in any particular in the raising 
of the rate from the three thousand and odd different articles taxed in 
the bill. 

I have partly arranged a statement by which you can see, from a 
comparison of the present law with this proposed law how much in- 
crease there will be in the tariff duty, an increase of from 30 to 150 per 
vent. above the present law. I will print the table in the Recorp. 

The statement is as tollows 


Increased rates 
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| Per ct 
2 Boracic acid ' sevveeeeee) 40nd 5 conte 5 cents per Ib........ | 2 
5 | Sulphuric acid oa Free sevevsceesesee] # COME per Ib......... 100 
] Ammonta, carbonate 20 per cent 13 cents per lb...... 45 
Ammonia, muriate of .... .... 10 per cent............| } cent per Ib......... | 45 
Ammonia, sulphate of... .. 20 per cent...... + cent per Ib......... I 
26 Extracts for dyeing, etc ...,..; 10 per cent............| }eent per Ib... ..... ! 20 
27 ~Giue A soit Ntenaitelaienageiens 20 per cent | 1} cents per Ib...... | 25 
28 Indigo extracts 10 per cent # cent per Ib........./ 25 
38 6 ©Cod-liver oil | 25 per cent............| bcents per gal.....| 100 
41 Piemseed-oll 0..0...66..cccecceececee 25 cents .| 82 cents per gal.....! (* 
44 Olive-oil ecnetiie 25 per cent 35 cents per gal.... 80 
45 | Seal, herring, ete., oil 25 per cent,...........| 8 cents pergal...... i 30 
47 Opium, for smoking | $10 per Ib.........+...-| $12 per Ib. .......+005} 20 
49 Barytes, unmanufactured ...| 10 per cent...... .--| $1.12 per ton.. _ 
Bary tes, manufactured } cent per Ib.........) 4 cent per Ib... 20 
50) «Blues (paints | 20 to 2 per cent...| 6 cents per Ib... (f) 
53 Chrome-yellow...............«... 25 per cent............| 44.cents per Ib. (7) 
56 Varnish, Japan or goldsize..| Free.....................| 3 per eént....... eofpocessneosce 
17 | Vermilion pantuseets 25 per cent............ | 12 cents per Ib..... i atioteienetinal 
65 Orange mineral ciedt BORED iccinevccsenen .| 3} cents per Ib....../ 16 
70 Potash, caustic.......... - «evee| 20 per cent.........«| Lcent per Ib......... 2 
se. |. OSes 10 cents per Ib......| 20 cents per Ib...... 100 
ee i iinsntptn hccntetnednmtal 2 per cent............| 5 percent............ } 40 
89 | Sumac,ground.., ................. ty cent ao -«| fy Cent per Ib..... . 33 
SCHEDULE B j | 
9 Fire-brick a 20 per cent............) $1.25 per ton........ . ee 
4 Tiles and brievk................. 20 per cent... | 25 per cent.. | 2 
files and brick,enameled, | 35 per cent............ 4 per cent............ 28 
ete, 
95 | Cement sseeese| 20 per cent........ .| 8cents per 100 Ibs..| 50 
v€ | Lime seneunenneianet 10 per cent............, 6 cents periin) 200 
1007 
jo}¢ China, existing rates, duty I stile ocbins dotianieilsditplgoniniesletttedat Dips 5 
increased by the admin- | 
istrative bill, the duty be- | i 
ing assessed upon the ' 
crates and other cover- | } 
ings, at least. } } 
i 
108 | GAS TOLOPES.... 0000... cesereneeeesens 235 per CONE...... ccc) GB CBOD........ ceoveseve) rosces senses 
*7 cents. tNo data. 
GLASSWARE, ETC, . 
103. Green and colored bottles, increased upon the sizes under 1 pint from 1 


cent per pound to 1) cents per pound. 
14, Flint and lime, ete,, glassware, from 45 per cent. to 60 per cent. 
106, All articles, etc., glassware, from 45 per cent. to 60 per cent. 
108. Thin-blown, etc., glassware, from 45 per cent. to 60 per cent. 
100. Heavy-blown, etc., glassware, from 45 per cent. to 60 per cent. 
110. Porcelain and opal glassware, from 45 per cent. to 60 per cent. 
118. Unpolished cylinder and glass,same as present rates; an increase is al- 
lowed as to weight. 
119, 120,and 121. Spectacles, etc., from 45 per cent. to 60 per cent, 
127. Freestone, etc., from $1 per ton to 11 cents per cubic foot. 
128. Freestone, dressed, from 20 per cent. to 40 per cent. 


METALS. 


138. Boiler or other plate iron. By this new classification all iron-plate will 
be dutiable as steel, ete., evidently an increase over present rates. 

143, Tin-plate (7), 1 cent per pound to 2.2 cents per pound. 

140. Hoop, ete., “ cotton-ties,” 35 per cent. to 1.3 cents per pound. 

146, Stee) in ingots, ete., new classification; thedataappears to show the spe- 
cific for the present ad valorem as its equivalent; on the higher price steel the 
rates are a large increase over the present rates, 

155, Anvils, from 2 cents per pound to 2} cents per pound, 

159. Card clothing, from 45 cents per square foot te 50 cents per square foot. 

165. Cutlery: Pen-knives, etc., from 50 per cent. to 12 cents, 50 cents, $1, and $2 
per dozen, and 50 per cent. additional. Razors about the same increase. 

167. Table-knives, advanced in about the same ratio as pen-knives. 

170, All double, ete., shotguns, heavy increase; present, 35 per cent.; an addi- 
tional rate of $2, $4, and $ has been added. 

186. Aluminum, from free to 15 cents per pound. 

190, Bronze powder, from 15 per cent, to 12 cents per pound. 

Bronze in leaf, from 10 per cent. to 8 cents per package. 

196. Bullions, metal thread, from 25 per cent. to 30 per cent. 

197. Gold leaf, from $1.50 to $2 per package. 

202. Mica, from free to 35 per cent, 

207. Quicksilver, from 10 per cent. to 10cents per pound; an increase of about 
100 per cent. over present rates. 

208. Type metal, from 2% per cent. to 14 cents per pound. 

209. Tin, from free to 4 cents per pound. 

212. Zine, in blocks or pigs, from 1; to 1) cents per pound. 

woop. 

219. Cedar, posts, ete., from free to 2 per cent. 

220. Sawed boards, etc., from $2 per 1,000 feet to 15 per cent, 

240. Glucose, from 20 per cent, to three-fourths cent per pound, 
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TOBACCO AND MANUFACTURES OF. 

242. jans ‘tobacco, not stemmed, from 35 and 75 cents per pound to $2 ; 
pound, 

Leaf-tobacco, stemmed, from $1 to $2.50 per pound. 

243. Leaf-tobacco, other stemmed, from 40 to 530 cents per pound. 

246. Cigars and cigarettes from $2.50 per pound to $4.50 per pound and 25 
cent. ad valorem. 

AGRICULTURAL PRODUCTS. 


247. Horses and mules, from 20 per cent. to $30 per head. 

248. Cattle, from 20 per cent. to $10 per head. 

249. Hogs, from 20 per cent. to $1.50 per head. 

250, Sheep, from 20 per cent. to $1.50 per head. 

252. Barley, from 10 cents to 30 cents per bushel. 

253, Barley malt, from 20 cents to 45 cents per bushel. 

24. Barley, pearled, from one-half cent per pound to 2 cents per pound 
255. Buckwheat, from 10 per cent. to 15 cents per bushel. 
256. Corn, from 10 cents to 15 cents per bushel. 

257. Corn meal, from 10 cents to 20 cents per bushel. 

258. Macaroni, ete., from free to 2 cents per pound. 

259. Oata, from 10 cents to L5 cents per bushel. 

260. Oatmeal, from { cent to 1 cent per bushel. 

264. Wheat, from 20 cents to 25 cents per bushel. 

265. Wheat flour, from 20 per cent. to 25 per cent. per bushel. 
256. Butter, from 4 up to 6 cents per pound. 

267. Cheese, from 4 up to 6 cents per pound. 

268. Milk, from 10 per cent. up to 5 cents per gallon. 

269. Milk, sugar of from free up to Scents per pound, 

272. Broom-corn, from free up to $8 per ton. 

275. Eggs, from free up to 5 cents per dozen. 

277. Hay, from $2 up to #4 per ton. 

279. Hops, from 8 cents to 15 cents per pound. 

282. Plants, trees, shrube, from free to 20 per cent. 

285. Flaxseed, from 20 cents to 30 cents per bushel, 

287. Vegetables, prepared, from 30 per cent. to 45 per cent. 
238. Vegetables, in natural state, from 10 per cent. to 25 per cent. 
289. Straw, from free to 30 per cent. 

20). Teasels, from free to 30 per cent. 

297. Apples, from free to 25 cents per bushel. 

298. Plums and prunes, from 1 cent upto 2 cents per pound. 
302. Raisins, from 2 cents up to 2} cents per pound. 

310. Bacon and hams, from 2 cents up to 5 cents per pound, 
811. Beef, mutton, etc., from 1 cent up to 2 cents per pound. 
324. Dextrine, from 1 cent up to 1} cents per pound. 


326. Cayenne pepper, from free to 2} cents per pound. ‘ 
SPIRITS, ETC. a 

331. Brandy and other spirits, from $2 up to $2.50 per gallon. 

334. Cordials, ete., from $2 up to $2.50 per gallon. ? 


336, Bay rum, from $1 up to $1.50 per gallon. 

337. Champagne: Quarts, from $7 up to $8 per dozen; pints, from $3.50 
$4 per dozen; half-pints, from $1.75 up to §2 per dozen. 

339. Ale, porter, ete., from 35 cents up to 40 cents per gallon. 

341. Cherry juice, etc., large increase. 

342. Ginger ale, etc. , large increase. 


COTTON MANUFACTURES, ETC. 


344. Cotton yarns, etc., some of the lower price yarns increased about 20 | 
cent. 

346 to 350. Cotten cloths, change of classification prevents any estimate of 
creased rates which are no doubt large. 

351. Clothing, etc., from 35 per cent, to 50 per cent. 

352. Plushes, veivets, etc., increase. 

353. Chenille curtains, etc., large increase. , 

- onan, hose, and knit goods, large increase except upon the chea Es 
est kind. 


a a 


FLAX, ETc. 


3539. Flax, net hackled, from $20 to $22.40 per ton, 

360. Flax, hackled, from $40 to $67.20 per ton. 

871. Oil cloths, low priced, is largely increased. 

372. Yarns or threads, from 40 per cent. up to 45 per cent. on the finest a: 
more upon the lewer grades. 

373. Manufactures of, rates increased from 35 to WO per cent., except upon t! 
coarser linens. 

374, Collars and cufts, very large increase. 

375, Laces, edgings, etc., very increase, from 40 up to 60 per cent. 

WOOLS AND WOOLENS. 

386. Wools of the first and seeond class increased about 16 per cent. over « 
isting rates. 

387. Wools of the third class increased on the lower grade about %5 per cent 
and on the higher much above that. 

393. Woolen yarns, a very large increase of the specific rate. 

394. Woolen cl etc., new classification and large increase of pound dui 
as well as increase of the ad valorem rate. 

a, SE hats of wool, etc. The remarks upon 30 apply to this pars- 
graph. 

396. Women’s dress goods. Ditto as to remarks. 

398. Clothing, etc., increase in both specific and ad valorem rates. 

400. Webbings, etc., large increase in rates. 


Py — a 45 and 30 per cent. up to 60 cents and 40 per cent. 

402, Saxony, etc., 43 and 30 per cent. up to @ cents and 40 per cent. 

403. Brussels, 30 and 30 per cent. SS 

404. Velvet, etc., 25 and 30 per cent. up to 40 cents and 40 per cent. 

405. Tapestry, 20 and 30 per cent. up to 28 centsand 40 per cent. 

406. Treble ingrain, !2 and 30 per cent. up to 19 cents and 40 per cent. 

407. Wool, Dutch, ete., 8 cents and 30"per cent. up to 12 cents and 40 per cent 

408. Druggets, ete., 15 and 30 per cent. up to 22 and 40 per cent. 

409. Carpets, etc, ,40 per cent. to 50 per cent. 

SILK. 

412. Spun silk, now 39 per cent., to 35 per cent. 

413. Velvets, plushes, etc., now 50 per cent., to compound rates, which will « 
ceed the present rates largely. 

415. Laves, ete:, now 50 per cent., to 60 percent, Clothing of part india-ru 
ber, compound rates of 8 cents per ounce and 60 per cent. 


PAPER. 

417. Wood-pulp, now oe cent., to specific of $2.50, $6, and $7 per ton. 

The rates in paragraph 421 upon certain papers are alarge increase over pres 
ent. 


Envel very large increase upon the chea’ 
427. Manufactures (not otherwise specified) 


SUNDRIES. 
429. Brushes and brooms, from 30 per cent. to 35 per cent. 


es. 
from 15 to 5 per cent. 
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431. Buttons, from 25 percent. tospecific, which wi!ishow very large increase. 
some descriptions. ; 

(50, Hair-cloth, now 30 per cent., to specific. 

458. Leather for pianos, now 20 per cent., to 35 per cent. 

461 to 465. Manufactures of various articles increased in many cases over pres 

466, Matting, now 20 per cent., to specific rates. , ‘ 

468, Slate-pencils, now 30 per cent., to 4 cents per gross, is believed to be a ver 
cent., to 45 percent, 
raised to a point which allows the manufacturers, or most of them, 
the rate so high that no combine between manufacturers could be de- 
the duty on wheat, cabbages, and allalongtheline; and the thoughtoc- 
curs to me, after hearing from the agriculturists in the committee, 


422 and 433. Buttons, same as above. D ; 

436, Cork-bark and corks, now 25 per cent., to specific rates; large increase on 

453. Hats, ete,, now 30 per cent., to 55 per cent. 

454. Jewelry, now 25 per cent., to 50 per cent. ‘ 
ent rates, 

405. Masks, now 15 per cent., to 35 per cent. 
decided increase, 

472, Umbrellas: Silk, etc., now 50 per cent., to 55 per cent.; other, now 40 per 

In the foregoing tables the manufacturing schedules are all of them 
to make combines and fleece the people. It was the intention to place 
feated by the regulation of prices from foreign importation. 

I have also examined the agricultural schedule, largely increasing 
and the manufacturers also, and hearing it claimed by the majority of 
this House that raising these various schedules for the manufacturing 
industries would certainly cheapen the articles to the consumer—the 
thought occurred to me whether they did not want by these schedules 
to make the farmer poorer than he is. It was claimed by some of the 
farmers who appeared before our committee that work the best they 
could, cut their corners as only a farmer has to do, that at the end of 
the year all he could clear was a six-rail fence with the sheriff after 
him. [Laughter.] 

It occurred to me, ‘‘ Do they want to make the farmer poorer than he 
is now?’’ if their theory is right, that by raising the duty on these 
articles they cheapen them to the consumer, why will not the increased 
duty on barley, on wheat, on cabbages cheapen those articles for the 
farmer as well?. If the theory is correct in one case it is right in the 
other. If it makes the farmer poor now it will make him poorer 
when he gets the fall benefit of this protection that you give him. 

Look this bill all over from one endof it totheother. Ihave given 
you a fair sample of it, as you will see; and the farmer will fail to find 
much relief in all these various schedules. 

My honored friend, the chairman of this committee,expatiated largely 
on the question of free sugar below 16 Dutch standard. But that has 
a string on it. By the ist of January, 1892, if the revenues are not 
sufficient to meet the demands of the Government—and there is not a 
sane man on the other side of the House who will deny that our rev- 
enues are all gone, and that if we had appropriated what we ought 
you would have had a deficit of $47,000,000 to-day—I say by the Ist 
of January, 1892, if it is thought necessary, the President may retal- 
iate on those countries from which we get free coffee, tea, and hides 
by pulling the string and raising the duty to where it is now, nearly, 
on sugar; and tea, coffee, and hides, which are now free, may be placed 
on the dutiable list again. 

But there is one bright spot in this bill for the Western Republican 
farmers, The majority have labored and brought forth binding-twine. 
They expected to label it on the start ‘‘free’’ binding-twine. What 
a boon that would have been to the Western Republican farmer. What 
a peroration the statesmen could have made in those Western States 
on free binding-twine! Why, you would have had these Republican 
farmers lifting up their eyes to heaven saying, ‘‘We thank God we 
are not as other people are. Wo believe in protection. We believe 
that all these different duties cheapen articles to the consumer; but 
as for binding-twine, we are a little in doubt, if you do not put that 
on the tree-list we will down all you gentlemen in Minnesota and Iowa, 
and we will have our way about it whether or no.’’ 

On the other hand they whirl around tothe South and they say, ‘‘ Cot- 
ton-ties, 35 per cent.; now put them up to one-half cent a pound or to 
about 130 per cent. Double them up; give them the benefit of it in 
the South; try # on them. This duty on these cotton-ties will cer- 
tainly cheapen them to you in time; but we have got tired of this Re- 
publican idea that it is going to cheapen binding-twine, and we do not 
et but we are willing it should be tried on the farmers of the 

ut ° 

I can hear them singing: 

From Greenland’s icy mountains, from India’s coral strand, 
Flow down those Southern rivers, light up their golden sands. 
Down in that Southern country let high protection come, 
But not out in the Western States, for that’s to close to hom’. 

[Laughter and applause. ] 

Now, Ihave searched through this bill for the relief promised, and I 
say that the Western men will expatiate upon this particular point of 
seven-tenths of a cent a pound on binding-twine, though it ruins 200,- 
000 workmen and drives them out of employment in New York State 
and in New En 

The raw material of which binding-twine is made is taxed by this 
bill $22.50 a ton, and they leave them seven-tenths of a cent a pound 
duty to the difference in the wages between here and Europe, 
pauper . They have fixed it in that shape. They know it is 
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going to ruin them, but they do not care. They will ruin an indus- 
try by making even free binding-twine, for their constituents demand 
that the tax be put upon somebody else; and they put it on somebody 
else and take the benefit home to themselves. This seven-tenths of a 
cent a pound on binder-twine is just exactly likea diamond in a bushel 
of charcoal, the only relief from taxation the Western farmer has in 
the whole bill. It will serve for them to have something to talk about, 
and it will be talked about till their atives are talked out of 
this Congress. 

Ido not feel prepared to-day (but others will follow me who are) 
to go into a detailed discussion of this bill all along the line. It de- 
serves it and will probably get it; not so full as it deserves and not so 
full as it will get before the country. Permit me to make one allusion 
not connected with the bill: I saw the other day a speech blotted out 
of the REcorRD, and the gentleman raised his hands almost to heaven 
and said that, while other of his speeches had sunk into the REcorRD as 
rain-drops into the ocean, this one had sprung up and brought forthan 
hundred-fold. He said that twenty Southern districts were robbed of 
representation by this side of the House, and that he could not stand 
it, even if he had to ‘‘butcher’’ theSenate. He did not say that one 
of these was obtained by corruption. Mark that. Neither did the 
Speaker of this House in Maine, when he claimed that there were twenty 
seats stolen in the South, or thirty, as he said in Philadelphia—and | 
suppose it will be fifty before the end of this campaign—he did not 
charge corruption on one of them. He might have added that forty 
seats on their side of the House, if it were not for money, might be 
vacant to-day. He might havesaid that, butdid not. They are holie: 
than we. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the 
have I left? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has occupied fifteen minutes. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. Does the gentleman from Ohio desire 
any one on his side to proceed now ? 

Mr. MCKINLEY. No, 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of privilege 
The gentleman who has just taken his seat has made a statement that 
I donot think ought to go unchallenged on the record: that forty seats 
on this side were purchased by money, or words to that effect. I think 
we owe it to this House not to allow such a statement as that to go in 
the RecorD unchallenged; and I would like the gentleman to specify 
what he means by that. 

Mr. FLOWER. In the first place, Mr. Speaker, the Recorp will 
show that I did not state what the gentleman from Iowa has said | 
did. I did say that if it were not for the use of money forty seats on 
on the other side might be vacant. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. LEHLBACH. How many on your side? 

Mr. MOREY. How much did yours cost? [Laughter. } 

The SPEAKER. What does the gentleman from Iowa desire? 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I move that the words of the gentleman be 
taken down. [Cries of ‘‘Too late!’’] 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. And that a committee be a 
investigate and see how much seats did cost. [ Laughter. 

The SPEAKER. Words that the gentleman has uttered in debate? 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I make the point that it comes too late; and I 
hope this does not come out of our time. 

TheSPEAKER. Itcomes out of somebody's time. TheChair would 
repeat that time can not be wasted without being lost. 

Mr. FLOWER. How much time have I occupied ? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has occupied seventeen minutes, 
including this colloquy. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, at this stage of the billnow 
under consideration it may not be amiss, at the risk of some repetition, 
to remind the House that after a discussion of three or four days in the 
House it was passed under a special order, after six days more of debate, 
and was then sent tothe Senate. Inthe Senate, which, under the Con- 
stitution, can not originate revenue bills, after proper consideration 
by the Committee on Finance, it was reported to the Senate and in 
due time underwent discussion for eight weeks. The result of the 
deliberation upon the bill by that body was embodied in over four 
hundred amendments. Those amendments contained various dis- 
tinct propositions, some of which were favored even on the Repub- 
lican side of this hall; but under another resolution, which the 

yentleman from Ohio, the honorable chairman of the committee 

Mr. McKinL&y] proposed, the House was compelled to vote in solido 
upon the entire number of amendments proposed by the Senate after 
a discussion of two hours, one hour on each side. Under the vote 
taken on that resolution those amendments went into a conference 
between the two Houses. For ten days those amendments were un- 
der consideration in that committee of conference, although the 
House itself had been denied the opportunity for more than two 
hours’ consideration of them before the bill was sent to conference. 

The country knows nothing of what transpired between the con- 
ferees of the two Houses. Although a member of the conferenco 
committee, I scarcely know anything myself except that which is 
embodied inthe report. Iam not complaining of this. These Re- 
a gentlemen had the right to confer amoug themselves be- 

ore submitting their action to us and the country, but what I do 
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balance of my time. How much time 


{| Laughter. ] 
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complain of is that propositions which required for their discussion 
in the Senate eight weeks, and for their consideration in the confer- 
ence between the two Houses ten days, we were allowed on this side 
only one hour to consider, and now, when the result of the confer- 
ence is reported, we are notified that we are to be allowed only 
three hours for discussion. Of course, we can only protest. The 
process may commend itself to those who are the beneficiaries of 
the policy of protection, but to those who are its victims it looks 
more like the famous process of ‘‘ addition, division, and silence.” 

I arraign this bill, Mr. Speaker, as a séctional measure, and in 
this connection I propose to speak of some of the aspects of the bill 


‘which affect my constituents, 


Our constituents at the South, Mr. Speaker, are engaged in the 
production of that great staple which furnishes the bulk of our 
foreign commerce. The people who till the soil there and make the 
cotton do more days’ labor in a year than the people who live in any 
other section of the Union. Their labors begin with the New Year 
and end only with Christmas, and they are engaged in a most use- 
fulemployment, the production of that crop which isthe basis for 
the reiment of allmankind. The price of that commodity is regu- 
lated not by the operation of any tariff laws or by any domestic in- 
fluence or condition, but it is fixed on the basis of free trade in 
Liverpool and in competition with the labor of India, Egypt, and 
other countries. In return for that cotton which goes abroad, we 
receive those importations of merchandise from the duties on which 
is derived the chief portion of our revenue. 

It wonld seem that those who are engaged in this industry ate 
entitled, from those who lay the taxes at least, to some forbearance. 
Under the existing duty and a conspiracy which took advantage of 
it, the bagging in which the farmers of the South inclose their cot- 
ton before sending it to market cost them two years ago 12 to 14 
cents a yard. The cotton itself they sold for less per pound than 
they paid for this coarse stuff, with which all are familiar. If our 
people could buy this bagging where they sell their cotton, without 
having it taxed at our custom-houses, they could procure it at less 
than 6 cents per yard. This bill takes off the duty on jute butts 
from which the bagging is made, and gives in addition to the man- 
ufacturers a duty of 1.6 cents per yard. 

Binding-twine, which under the present law is dutiable at 2} cents 
per pound, is taxed by this conference scheme only seven-tenths of 
a cent, with free raw material, although it is a far more expensive 
manufacture than cotton bagging. The lower tax is for the West 
and the higher tax is for the South. Both articles onght to be on 
the free-list. 

Now, although the bill provides a drawback of 99 per cent. to the 
Standard Oil Company and others on all tin-plate imported and 
again exported in the form of cans and boxes, whether empty or 
filled, no such favor is allowed the farmer on the bagging which he 
might import from abroad. 

Although I know that my friend from Ohio [Mr. MCKINLEY] has 
hitherto differed with me on this subject, it may be nevertheless as- 
sumed that the cost of the bagging and ties is a tax on the planter, 
and that it is not, as it was once contended, sold at the same price 
at which the cotton itself is sold in the markets of the world. 

My friend from Ohio [Mr. Ezra B. TaYLor], chairman of the 
Committee on the Jadiciary and a colleague of the chairman of the 
Committee on Ways and Means, made that concession during the 
last Congress, in a discussion between him and myself on this floor. 

Now, let us advance, Mr, Speaker, to the question of cotton-ties. 
When the present tariff law was framed by a Republican Congress 
in 1882 or 1883 the gentleman from Ohio himself, then as now a mem- 
ber of the Committee on Ways and Means, and, I believe, then as 
now a member of the committee of conference, passed on the subject 
of cotton-ties and assisted in fixing the law as it now is, which puts 
upon cotton-ties a duty of 35 per cent. ad valorem. Why was that 
duty fixed at 35 per cent. ad valorem or, as 1 understand, about one- 
third of a cent a pound on this article of commerce? The gentleman 
acquiesced in it then; his party voted for it as a measure of justice 
to Southern planters; but now, when the conditions have changed 
so as rather to increase than diminish the necessity for justice to the 
farmers, he proposes to make that duty on cotton-ties three times as 
much as it is under existing law. 

And it is to be remarked, Mr. Speaker, that these ties, even with 
the duty at 35 per cent., are still produced in this country, though 
they are worth on the other side but little over acent a pound. The 
American manufacturers can, under the present conditions, still con- 
tribute a large proportion of these ties to the trade; it is an enor- 
mous bounty to them to give them three times the protection which 
they have been enjoying. 

Mr. McCOMAS. If that cotton bagging is imported and put 
around cotton and the cotton is then sent abroad, can not 99 per 
cent. drawback be recovered on such imported bagging, if it can be 
shown to have been imported ? 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. No, sir. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Why not? 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. Because there is no provision which 
allows it. The gentleman has an incorrect idea, derived, no doubt, 
from a paragrapl: of the bill which provides that on articles manu- 
factured in this country the materials of which are imported and on 
which a duty has been paid there shall be a drawback of 99 per 


cent. of the duties paid on the materials. But the gentleman, 0, 
reflection, will of course see that provision will not apply to thjs 
cotton bagging under this bill. 

Mr. HERBERT. The drawback is only paid to the manufacture, 
at any rate—not to the farmer in any case. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. It does not apply to this item; 
the same thing is true of imported cotton-ties. 

Now, in all seriousness, Mr. Speaker, I put it to the fair-minded 
men on the other side whether it is right to inflict this burden on a 
commodity which adds so much to our commerce and returns so 
much in the way of revenue to the Government on the traffic whic! 
comes back to this country in exchange. 

Mr. ARNOLD. Is not every pound of bagging and of iron used 
in packing cotton paid for at the price of the cotton? 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. Oh, no. 

Mr. ARNOLD. In the case of every bale of cotton sold in this 
country the bagging and the iron are paid for at the price of tue 
cotton ; there is no tare allowed in this country. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. Iregret that my friend has not hitherto 
studied the subject to which his inquiries relate. 

Mr. ARNOLD. I have bought cotton, and have paid the same 
price for the bagging that I paid for the cotton. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. I will ask my friend where is the price 
of cotton fixed ? 

— ARNOLD. In New York; it fixes the price for the entire 
world, 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. It is fixed in Liverpool 

Mr ARNOLD. The price of the cotton of the world is fixed in 
New York. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, I can not enter into a 
discussion with a gentleman who takes that position. 

Mr. ARNOLD. hat was the quotation of cotton yesterday in 
Liverpool and New York? 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, the price of cotton in 
New York is always fixed in this way: those who make the market 
there learn by cablegram what the price is in Liverpool at a given 
time ; and they fix the rey in New York by taking into considera- 
tion, first, the freight which must be paid in order to lay this cotton 
down in Liverpool aud, secondly, the other regulations which enter 
into the price on the other side, and among those regulations is a 
provision which has become a usage there, that 6 per cent. is de- 
ducted for tare, imposed on account of the bagging and ties chiefly. 

Mr. ARNOLD. How much higher is cotton in Liverpool than in 
New York to-day ? 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. If the gentleman [Mr. ARNOLD], who 
says he buys cotton, will consult his broker, he will find that the 
price in New York is always made on the basis I have stated. In 
every cotton market in the world the prices are fixed by the Liver- 
pool quotations, There cotton from all the countries that produce 
it is offered forsale. There the bulk of ourown cotton issold. Even 
the grades by which the different styles of cotton are designated 
originated in that city. 

Mr. ARNOLD. Where are “ futures” sold—contracts for the fut- 
ure delivery of cotton? In Liverpool or in New York? 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. We are considering actual transac- 
tions now, not ‘futures.’ 

Mr. ARNOLD. They fix the price of future deliveries always, 
and those prices are fixed in New York. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. Let me ask my friend a question or 
two before he departs. 

Mr. ARNOLD. Certainly. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. Do I understand the gentleman to in- 
sist that the price of cotton throughout the world is fixed by the 
price of cotton in New York? 

Mr. ARNOLD. That is my understanding, sir. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. How long has the gentleman been en- 
gaged in cotton manufacturing? 

Mr. ARNOLD. Well, sir, I have been engaged in that sort of trade 
for a good many years. 

Mr, TURNER, of Georgia. And that is the gentleman’s opinion, 
after all his experience? 

Mr. ARNOLD. I have always understood that the price was fixed 
in New York. The price of futures in cotton is fixed there, which 
governs the price of cotton throughout the world, as I understand. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. Where is the price of wheat fixed? 

Mr. ARNOLD. Lam not familiar with wheat. 

Mr. FORNEY. Nor with cotton, either, evidently. 

Mr. ARNOLD. I think I am, so far as cotton is concerned. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. My friend may put duties on imported 
goods and in that way fix the price on this side of like American 
commodities. He may even, under the protection of this Committee 
on Ways and Means, put the price up on this side of the cotton man- 
ufactures which he produces himself. When it comes to fixing the 
price of the cotton which he procures from the farmers of the South, 
this Government is powerless; but the price of bagging and ties, and 
of everything else the farmers consume, including goods made out 
of the cotton which they produce, is enhanced by our laws. The 
gentleman (Mr. ARNOLD] is a manufacturer and is protected; the 
producers of cotton are only injured by your laws. 





1890. 


Mr. ARNOLD. Does the gentleman from Georgia mean to say 
that the cotton-grower pays for the bagging and ties himself? 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. I do. 

Mr. ARNOLD. Isit not paid for by the cotton-packer ? 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. I say it is paid for by the farmer—by | 
the producer of the lint. 

Mr. ARNOLD. The packer buys the lint and puts up the cotton. | 

Mr. FORNEY. The gentleman evidently knows nothing about } 


Mr. ARNOLD. The farmer does not have anything to do with it 

unless he is a packer himself, unless he packs his own cotton. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. Why, there is a packing establishment on 

almost every large plantation. 

Mr. FORNEY. Nearly every one ofthem hasit. They pack their 
own cotton on the plantation and it is a part of the business of rais- 
ing cotton. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. My friend from Rhode Island I know 
is ignorant of the subject of which he speaks. He knows nothing 
about this branch of cotton owen at all, although he bas for 
years been engaged in manufacturing the article. 

“ Mr. ARNOLD. Ibeg pardon; perhaps I know as much as the gen- 
tleman himself, 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. The gentleman says that the cotton 
planter has nothing to do with furnishing the bagging and ties; that 
the bagging and ties are furnished by an individual that he calls the 
“packer.” Who is the packer? 

Mr. ARNOLD. I mean those great concerns that buy the lint and 
bag the cotton and send it to market, and when they sell that cotton 
in the market to the world they sell the cotton-ties, bagging and all, 
at 1:4 or 124 cents per pound. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. Does my friend know of a packer who 
does that? He says that he isin the trade and knows what he is 
talking about. Will he tell me the name of any such establishment? 
Will he give the name of a single ‘‘ packer” who furnishes bagging 
and ties to the planter in that way? Give one name. 

Mr. ARNOLD. Does the farwer carry his bagging and ties to the 
packer? 

Mr. FORNEY. Why, he packs his own cotton. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. The farmer buys the bagging and ties 
and packs the cotton on the farm, and then the cotton is sold to the 
gentleman from Rhode Island and other manufacturers. 

Mr. ARNOLD. Yes; and at 10} cents and 12} cents a pound for 
the wrappings. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. Then, will the gentleman abandon his 
error as to what he calls ‘‘ packers?” 

Mr. ARNOLD. Whoever packs it, I know that the price of cot- 
ton, which is 10} cents per pound to-day, is paid also for the bag- 
ging and ties. : 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. if the gentleman from Rhode Island 
knew anything of the business he and [ could carry on a more intel- 
ligent discussion. But, frankly, I do not think my friend knows any- 
= of the subject. [Laughter and applause on the Democratic 
side. } 

Mr. ARNOLD. The fact is the gentleman wants to get more for 

his baggin and ties than for the lint. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. I hope my friend from Rhode Island 

will stand there for a few moments while I endeavor to make this 

matter plain tohim. He no donbt desires to be fair, and I propose 
to treat him with perfect courtesy. 

A bale of cotton contains about 500 pounds of lint and requires 

about six yards of bagging and five or six iron ties. Now, I want 

to ask the gentleman, seeuese I go to his mill and offer him 500 

pounds of lint without the bagging and ties, would he not give more 

for the lint naked and free fromthe incumbrances than for a bale of 

500 pounds inclading the bagging, ties, and all? 

Mr. ARNOLD. Certainly. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. As it is now plain that bagging and 

ties are not worth as much as cotton pound for pound, can not the 

gentleman understand the demonstration ? 

Mr. ARNOLD. I pay for the bagging and ties every time. 

Mr. TURNER, of rgia. But the gentleman has just admitted 

in effect that he regards the bagging and ties as mere incumbrances, 

and the result is that there is a sacrifice upon the farmer, which the 
gentleman himself has inflicted, and he does not seem to compre- 
hend the operation. 

Mr. ARNOLD. But I pay for these things. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia, I believe the gentleman does not even 

etseeit. But, Mr. Speaker, I have spent more time on this sub- 

ect than Lintended. I want to speak of another matter which my 
friend trom Rhode Island [ Mr. ARNOLD] may better understand. 

I desire now to consider the subject of sulphuric acid. The Com- 

mitteeon Waysand Means proposed to take that item from the free- 

list, althongh it is the acid by means of which all our commercial 
fertilizers are made. I had the honor to submit some remarks on the 
subject here when the bill was first under consideration, but no en- 

a oa could avail to induce our Republican friends to 

change their purpose. A large proportion of the cotton grown in 

Georgia is produced by the addition of fertilizers to our soil. The 

proposition of the bill as it passed the House was to put a tax of a 
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quarter of a cent on this acid, of which 1,000 pounds are necessary 
to make a ton of fertilizer, and if the duty increased the price to its 
full extent, it would amount to $2.50 on every ton. It went to the 
Senate in that shape in spite of every argument that could be made. 

The Senate seemed to have a better appreciation of the arguments 
against a tax on fertilizers and offered an amendment which pro- 
vides that sulphuric acid which, at the temperature of 60° Fahren- 
heit, is of the specific gravity of 1.380, and when used for agri- 
cultural purposes, shail be free. But I wondered why this long and 
technical designation of the sulphuric acid which is made free for 
agricultural purposes should be put into the bill. As the inquiry 
went on I found that the manufacturers were complaining and say- 
ing that that grade of sulphuric acid would be unfit for their busi- 
ness. In order that I might not be misled by an interested party 
and that I might not assume to understand a matter of which I am 
ignorant, I applied to the Department of Agriculture for informa- 
tion on the subject. I called the attention of the Secretary to this 
phraseology in the bill and stated that the manufacturers said this 
form of sulphuric acid was useless for their purposes. I asked the 
opinion of the Department, and this is the answer: 

DEPARTMENT OF AGRIGULTURE, OFFICE OF AgsisTANT SEK 
Washington, D. C., 

Sir: In reply to your inquiry concerning sulphuric acid used in the manufact 
ure of fertilizers, I would make the following statement: 

The authorities on manures all coincide in recommending acids above a specific 
gravity of 1.525. In Engiand brown oil of vitriol having a specific gra‘rity of 1.7 
is usually employed. From the above statement yon will see that the manufact 
urers are probably right in their claims that the acid, as stated in the bill, is too 
weak for their uses. 

Respectfully, 


RETARY 


September 26, 1890, 


5. 8S. ROCK WOOD 
Chief Clerk, for A cting Secretary 
Hon. H. G. TURNER, 
House of Representatives, Washington 


D.C 


It is sufficiently apparent that the privilege which the manufact- 
urers have hitherto had of free sulphuric acid and the consequent 
benefit which the Southern planters have had in the way of cheap 
fertilizers are at least to be placed somewhat at the mercy of the 
producers of sulphuric acid. 

Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, I should like to 
ask the gentleman a question. Is the sulphuric acid used in the 
preparation of the Southern phosphates made in the South ? 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. No, sir. 

Mr. COLEMAN. Yes; I beg the gentleman’s pardon. 
in New Orleans. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. I did not understand. 
the fertilizer or the sulphuric acid ? 

Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts. I mean the acid with which 
they treat their phosphate to make the fertilizer. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. The acid is manufactured at one or 
two remote points in the South, and I trust that the ores from 
which it can be produced can be found in our section as abundantly 
as our phosphate rock. This condition may modify the proposed 
hardship. This acid is a very cheap commodity and has always 
been free; but I want to tell the gentleman the secret of this busi- 
ness. Some enterprising countryman of his in New York has found 
somewhere over the Canadian border some advantageous conditions 
under which he can produce sulphuric acid cheaper than his com- 
petitors, and thereby afford to our people a still cheaper fertilizer; 
and for that reason his competitors have asked a duty to be put on 
this Canadian sulphuric acid. 

Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts. 
to make a little further explanation? 


Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. I do not want to yield to the gentle. 
man for an explanation, but if I can give the gentleman any infor- 
mation 

Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts. 
formation. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. Then I hope my friend will get some 
one on his own side to give him the time for that purpose. 

Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, I should like 
to have the House understand the real merits of the case. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. Will the gentleman co-operate with 
me in securing more time in order that Imay oblige him? 

Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts. That I can not do. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. Then I hope my friend will excuse me. 

Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts. I presume the gentleman 
desires to give correct information to the House, and I can g 
some information that perhaps may enable him to do that. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. TURNER] is 
entitled to the floor. 

Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts. 
ute? 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Georgia yield ? 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. Evidently I can not do anything else 
than yield. The shortest way out is to let the gentleman give thé 
information. I yield to him. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair insists upon the rules of the House 
being complied with. The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. TurNeR] 
18 entitied to the floor. Does the gentleman from Georgia yield ? 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. I do yield 


It is made 


Do you mean 


Will the gentleman allow me 





I wish to give you some in- 


ive him 


Will you allow me one min 
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Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, the reason that 
the duty was asked for by the manufacturers of sulphuric acid in 
New England was because this enterprising New Yorker, to whom 
the gentleman refers, could manufacture it, having cheaper coal and 
aomee labor, at a little less in Canada than we could in New En- 
gland, and he told the Canadians that as acid was free in the United 
States 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. 
ther. 

Mr, CANDLER, of Massachusetts. If they would put a duty of 
one-half cent per pound on acid from the United States, he would 
take from us the Canadian trade and ship his surplus to the United 
States. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, I must resume the floor. 

Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts. They gave him this one-half 
cent of discriminating duty against this country, as it is free here, 
and we asked only one-fourth cent on acid used by manufacturers, 
leaving the acid for all agricultaral purposes free. 

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman from Massachusetts resume 


his seat ? 





I can not yield to the gentleman fuar- 


Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts. I will. 
Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. If the gentleman from Massachusetts 
had heard what I endeavored to say and which he has said so much 


better, he would have been saved the trouble of this interruption. 

Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts. You did not. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. I hope my friend will forbear. I ask, 
if some enterprisipg manufacturer in New York has found some means 
by which he could cheapen the cost of fertilizers to my constituents, 
why should the gentleman come here and ask Congress to interpose 
to protect his constituents at the expense of mine? 

Mr, CANDLER, of Massachusetts. I say it does not do so. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. Then there is an issne which the gen- 
tleman and I will try when we get down toanotherjury. [Lanugh- 
ter.] But when I meet him here in December next we will talk it 
over again. 

I would like to ask the gentleman, if the duty is not intended to 
afford protection to the gentleman’s constituents, why he asked it 


Sey: Soa iat ae 

























ee 
_~ 


q to be put on atall. But I must harry along, sir. 
Tin-plate is an article of as universal consumption in this country 
? as sugar. It is used in the palaces of the rich and in the hovels of 
m the poor; it is of prime interest everywhere in this country, and, 
Re although the present duty of 1 cent a pound has not enabled any en- 
fy terprising man in this country to make a pound of it, the price has 
a nevertheless gone down on the other side of the Atlantic until even 
ve without American competition it has become so cheap here that 
a even the poor man can use tin for the roof that shelters his family. 
tm, But it is a competitor just now with iron roofing, lately the product 
& of Ohio and Pennsylvania, and it must go. Whatever the pretext, 
ta it is proposed te increase the duty to 2.2 cents a pound. Under 
ry the existing daty of 1 cent a pound there has not n produced 
here a single pound of this necessary article. Why treat tin differ- 
ently from the policy po for the sugar of Louisiana? They 
a say that a protective duty has failed to develop the sugar interest 
Y to an exten: sufficient to supply the domestic demand. ey there- 
{ fore propose to take the duty off sugar and give a temporary bounty 
ad inits stead. Tin isin exactly the same situation. The duty has en- 


A couraged nobody to produce it; and yet instead of coming to the 
te logical result suggested by the treatment of the sugar interest by 
i putting it upon the free-list, they have more than doubled the duty. 
ih Now, let us see what the exaction will cost us. The duty on tin- 
be plate now amounts annually to over $7,000,000. If you put this ad- 
\f ditional burden upon it that tax will aggregate more than $14,000,- 
i 000, which will fallas a burden upon the poor people of this country. 

I want to call attention now to the subject of tobacco. When we 
had the responsibility for tariff legislation in the House, two years 
ago, we proposed to take off not only the special taxes, but to make 
tobacco free in the Mills bill, and our friends on the other side, who 
were so eager for such a consummation as free tobacco, reproached 

us On every occasion because we did not make a distinct and sepa- 

rate proposition to make tobaccofree; and yet now, when they have 
the responsibility and have the opportunity, they propose to strike 
off the pitiful sum of 2 cents a pound on tobacco, which according 
to all experience will inure, not to the benefit of the farmer, not to 
the benefit of the consumer, but will be so much added to the profits 
of the tobacco manufacturer. 

I wish to call attention to the treatment of shipping and the ship- 

i eo of this country in this bill. Isee my friend from 

i Maine [ Mr. DinGLey], who is an expert in matters relating to that 
oR interest and who no doubt feels a prafound interest in the subject, 

and I am glad that he can hear what I have to say. 

This bill proposes to make free all the materials that enter into 
ship-building for the purpose of building ships for foreign owners 
as well as for American ships engaged in the foreign trade. There 
is one qualification to that statement. The ships built with these 
free materials are, by the terms of the bill, to be restricted to the 
foreign trade, except that those which are of American ownership 
may engage in the coastwise trade for two monthsin the year. Now, 

I ask the gentleman's attention to the unfairness of that proposition. 
On this Atlantic coast, from Savannah to New York, as well as from 
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Boston to Charleston, and all along that coast from the Northern 
ies to points on the Gulfof Mexico, there are magnificent ships pro 
ably employed in this coastwise traffic. Although the owners of t}; 
ships have to pay a price for their vessels which is augmente: 
the protective duties which are put on the materials of which 
are built and have to pay enormous prices for their ships, it is | 
posed that for two months of the business season of the year, ; 
time when cotton is offered for market, they shall have 1) 
‘tramp ” steamers built with free raw materials in New Eng! 
going down there to compete with them in the coastwise tr: 
which has become so important an element in our internal « 
merce. Onur people can not buy or build their ships which are « 
gaged in the coastwise traffic so as to compete with these t: 
steamers on the high seas, because they have to pay too hig! 
price, bat these ships that are to be built under this bill are to 
allowed free raw materials and, as a result, a diminished cost, 
then are to be permitted to come in and compete with these co 
wise steamers for at least two months in the year. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Is not the gentleman aware that that has | 
the law since 1872? 

, Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. 
aw. 

Mr. DINGLEY. It has been the law as to wooden vessels. 1 
is merely an extension of the law as to certain other materials. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. The gentleman knows very well t 
the present law is very different. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Except that this bill extends the existing lav 
material for iron vessels. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. 
ence. Iron and steel an 
in the making of ships. 

Now I wish to say a word or two on the subject of sugar as it 
treated in this bill. The domestic production amounts, I believe, 
about one-eighth of the total amount of sugar consumed in tl 
country. 

It is proposed by this bill to put all sugar of less grades than \ 
16 according to the color test on the free-list. Now, under the stand 
ard of No. 16 color test nearly all the sugar produced in this count 
can be classified. Then, as a compensation to those who have be 
encouraged to make immense investments in the production of sug 
and who are to be sacrificed here almost without a hearing, there 
proposed a bounty of 1} cents, up to 2 cents a pound for the high: 
grades going to 90 degrees polariscope test. Let me state here tl 
this proposition offers this bounty only to those who produce a 
nually at least 500 pounds of sugar. It will be seen at once t) 


I.am not, sir. It has not been 


But that is a very important di/ 
such things are very important eleme: 


every small farmer and every freedman who does not produce mo: 


than that quantity per annum is excluded. 

Although the region in which I live has never been regarded as 
sugar-producing country, we can make with open kettles sugar ran 
ing as high as & or 90 degrees, sugar which we have been hithert 

ing for our own use. This bounty of 2 cents will inure | 
the benefit of some of my constituents, although I have no dou! 
this beneficence was chiefly intended for the beet-sugar industr) 
For it must be remembered that the bill offers free machinery ‘ 
manufacturers of beet sugar and denies it to those who make sug 
from cane in the South. Now very many farmers in my section pr: 
duce as much as two or three barrels of sugar for their own u: 
every year, and also several barrels of sirup, the best made in this 
country. But under the operation of this bill there will not be : 
gallon of sirup made. Everything will be turned into sugar, }: 
cause if they want sirup they can reconvert the sugar into siru 
without much trouble. The result will be that the people of tli 
United States will be paying to my constituents 2 cents a pound fi 
the sugar which ae for their own consumption. 

Mr. FUNSTON. at is all right. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. That may be all right, but will affo: 
the country a very instructive object-lesson. The American pr: 
duction of sugar will amount to three hundred or three hundred an 
fifty million pounds this year, and the State of Louisiana will g: 
out of the Treasury of the United States, from moneys paid by th 
tax-payers of the country at 1] , over $6,000,000. 

There will be in that State a single planter, ora ae lantatio: 
that will get from the Treasury of the United States 160,000 in t! 
way of bounty. In the fifteen years proposed for the duration «: 
this bounty system, even if there is no increase of the productic: 
there will bé disbursed from the public Treasury over a hundre! 
millions to growers of sugar. If protection, when converted into « 
bounty, reaches this immense sum on a single item of the tariff, th: 
- of this country will soon begin to ask what they are payin, 
in the way of protection to the manufacturers of the t or for 
thousand other articles on the tariff list. 

And let it be remembered that the taxes taken off of sugar to t): 
annual amount of nearly $60,000,000 are replaced upon other artic!: 
of necessity, chiefly produced at the North. Is this reciprocity yo 
pro to your own countrymen ? 

Mr. DINGLEY. I thought the gentleman was complaining th:' 
Louisiana was ee Le ter. ] 

Mr. TURNER, o ia. gentleman will his sou 
in patience. [Laughter.] I was abont to anticipate what the gent! 
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man has intimated. The gentleman knows very well, for he is an 
astate Representative as well as very learned in matters relating to 
the tariff—he knows that he proposes that this bounty shall last only 
fifteen years and then wear itself out. 

Now, on the point of discrimination, I ask him this question: Wil! 
he agree to take off all the protection whichis placed upon the matters 
in which he is interested after fifteen years? And I tell the gentleman | 
farther that this object-lesson to which I have adverted will make 
the bounty system so infamous that it will go out of existence long 
before the proposed period of fifteen years has expired. Yet now 
the gentleman turns on me and says that in this bounty he proposes 
a piece of very great beneficence to my constituents. And this lib- 
erality, be it remembered, Mr. Speaker, is to be exercised with the 
money Which the people of this country—my constituents, as well 
as others—have = or will pay into the Treasury. 

And I would like to ask my honorable friend from Maine [ Mr. 
DinGLeY] if itis not true that these great ships in which he is in- 
terested, and which his constituents have been trying to build for 
the last forty years, but which they have been unable to place on 
the high seas—if it is not true that that busintss of ship-building 
has gone down even under the protective duties which have been 
given to it until our flag has almost disappeared from the ocean! 
Yet the gentleman does not propose to the American people that 
ships shall be put on the free-list, although that is exactly the kind of 
treatment he proposes for the sugar of Louisiana, which in simili casu. 

I have not time to devote to any discussion of the constitutional 
bearings of this sey system, which is only the equivalent at last 
of protective duties. My honorable friend from Ohio [Mr. McKiy- 
LEY] says that it is “to be hoped” that some beneficent results wil! 
follow from the inauguration of the reciprocity proposed in this bill. 
I would like to know whether my friend is very sanguine about it. 
[A pause.] The gentleman does not answer. My opinion is that it 
is brutum fulmen so far as any result to the country is concerned in 
the way of freeing our traffic abroad. 

But I object to this reciprocity, because it inaugurates a principle 
in our Government that is contrary to the Constitution. This bill 
proposes to invest the President of the United States with the power 
to enact law, not simply to execute it. It gives him the power 
when he thinks that these countries with which he desiree recipro- 
cal trade relations have been unfair to us—when he thinks that 
they have not offered commerce reciprocally fair he is to put certain 
rates prescribed in the bill on sugar, on hides, on coffee, and on tea. 
Now, Mr. Speaker, I am opposed to giving the President any such 
power; in the first place, because the Constitution devolves that 
duty on Co ; in the next place, because Congress is nearly al- 
ways in session and can attend to its own business; and, in the last 
place, I'am opposed to this reciprocity because, while the bill is 
itself a universal boycott against all other nations, it proposes to 
give the President a roving commission of marque and reprisal and 
to make him a buccaneer among our neighbors! 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (after a pause). The present occupant 
of the chair is not advised as to any arrangement which may have been 
made in regard to the occupation ot the time. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. I presumed that-gentlemen on the other 
side would indicate something they might wish to be done at this stage. 
We have already occupied more than an hour on this side. If sentle- 
men on the other side do not wish to go on, I would be very glad that 
some time might be yielded to eur friends from Louisiana. 

Mr. McKINLEY. I suggest that gentlemen on that side proceed 
now. 

TheSPEAKER pro tempore. 
oceu on that side. 

Mr. FLOWER. I yield fifteen minutes tothe gentleman from Aia- 
bama (Mr. Herperr }. 

Mr. HERBERT. Mr. Speaker, I shall address myself within the 
time allotted me to the ‘‘ reciprocity ’’ amendment tacked on to this bill 
by the Senate and reported back here favorably by the conference com- 
mittee. Ishall endeavor to show that the amendment is not the step 
towards reciprocity recommended by Mr. Blaine; that it is a mere po- 
litical makeshift, intended as a ‘‘good enough Morgan until after the 
election,”’ and absolutely worthless for any other purpose whatever. 

What is reciprocity? It is an agreement between two nations for 
equal advantages as to customs duties and charges. It contemplates 
an extension of trade relations. It means traffic, that the people of 
both contracting nations shall have the right to buy as well as to sell. 
Now, reciprocity of that kind can have no place whatever in such a 
scheme as this McKinley bill. How could anybody look for such a 
thing? Who can expect these modern statesmen who control this Con- 
gress to go back to the exploded doctrines of Thomas Jefferson? Jef- 
ferson said ninety years ago, ‘‘ Encourage agriculture, and commerce as 
its handmaid.’”’ Agriculture he put first. Agriculture was the mis- 
tress; commerce its handmaid, its servant to go abroad and bring back 

things from every quarter of the earth to the farmer. 

Iithat has been changed. Agriculture herself is now a handmaid, 
-servant of manufactures. She can not tell commerce to 
to her from foreign countries the things which minister to 

The very purpose of this bill is to prevent that—in the 
of the gentleman from Ohio in his report, ‘‘ to check,’’ to pre- 
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| duties all along the line—on hardware, on crockeryware, on glassware, 
| on clothing, on everything except sugar. 
| Means when they were framing this bill saw its injustice; and they 


| poorer. 


| demanded free cotton-ties; the manufacturer demurred, and the duty 


| was maltreated in that bill. 
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vent imports. The farmer nowadays must be content to pick up what 
he can around home; to sit down at the home table, eating such things 
as are put before him by those whom he serves, ‘‘ asking no questions 
for conscience’ sake.”’ 

That is what this bill means. It means to exclude the farmer more 
thoroughly than ever from the foreign market. How? By raising 






































































The Committee of Ways and 


saw, too, that, while the manufacturers were growing richer and richer 
everywhere, the farmers remained poor and many of them were growing ; 
They saw also that the farmers had begun to combine for self- 
protection. ‘The farmers must be appeased somehow. 
How did this committee undertake to doit? First, by granting an 
increased duty on wool; but to compensate for that they have raised 
away up yonder the tariff still higher on clothing. Next, the farmer 


was raised. The farmer demanded free bagging; the manufacturer de- 
murred, and the duty remains. The Western farmers combined to 
have at least free twine; but the bagging trust demurred, and twine 
is put back upon the dutiable-list. 

Mr. Blaine saw from the newspapers how this bill was being con- 
structed, and on the 10th of February last he went before the Repub- 
livan members of the Committee on Ways and Means and protested. 
But we heard nothing at that time of his visit or his protest. Nvver 
was a secret better kept. Nota whisper of it got abroad. It must 
have been a remarkable sight, that Eastern statesman there*protest- 
ing, before these representatives of the Western farmer, that the farmer 
But the committee was sitting in secret 
conclave; the Republican members were there; there was no Demo- 
cratic member present; there was no reporter there; the doors were 
closed. 

Nobody knew anything about Mr. Blaine’s protest. Doubtless the 
Ways and Means Committee hoped that that protest might pass away 
and nobody ever hear of it again. But Mr, Blaine, to use his own 
language, or language in the authorized statement put forth by Mr. 
Curtis, was determined that the Republicans ‘‘ should not fall into the 
pit unwarned;’’ and so he went before the Senate committee in July 
last, the committee sitting with open doors, the Democratic members 
present; and he created a sensation. 

What did he do there? What did he demand? In this authorized 
statement it is said: ‘‘ Mr. Blaine, in the impetuous manner that is 
characteristic of him, declared that if sugar was placed on the free-list 
the greatest resuits sought for and expected by the International Con- 
ference would be sacrificed.’’ What he wanted to prevent was the 
placing of sugar on the free-list; that is to say, he was willing that 
sugar should be made free, but what he demanded was that corre- 
ponding concessions should be made by other nations at the same time 

I hold in my hand a pamphlet, Mr. Speaker, which I got, and which 
I suppose any gentleman can get on application, from the State De- 
partment, relating to the duty on sugar, and on the title page is the 
language of Mr. Blaine: 

Free sugar in the United States should be accompanied by 

Mark this— 
accompanied by free breadstufts and provisions in Spanish America 

Here you do just what he protested against. You free sugar in this 
bill, but itis not accompanied by any corresponding concessions on the 
part of any other nation. 

But this statement of Mr. Curtis goes on to show what Mr. Blaine 
said to the Committee on Ways and Means on the 10th day or Feb- 
ruary: 

He begged the committee not to throw away the greatest opportunity ever 
offered for the extension of the trade of the United States, an opportunity that 
never would come again, if sugar was placed on the free-list— 

Mark this— 
if sugar was placed on the free-list without securing c 
sions from the sugar-growing nations which compris« 

But— 

Says this statement— 
the committee were obstinate; they had decided to p 
and would not reconsider their determination 

What Mr. Blaine wanted was that the committee should reconsider 
their determination to put sugar on the free-list, and hold it in the 
hands of the Government as a price to be used in the negotiations 
which he contemplated. ‘‘ But the committee had decided 
to put sugar on the free-list and would not reconsider their determina- 
tion. The tariff on other articles was increased, and, to sweeten that 
bitter pill to the farmers, free sugar was provided,’’ says this statement. 

That is why they did it. Now, after Mr. Blaine went before the 
committee the Senate undertook to tack on to the bill an amendment 
which you gentlemen, I suppose, propose to tell the people is to carry 
out Mr. Blaine’s idea. If you do, you can not sustain the proposition 
The Hale amendment was Mr. Blaine’s idea. The statement by Mr. 
Curtis shows that Mr. Blaine exhibited an amendment similar to that 
which Mr. HALE, his friend, subsequently offered in the Senate, which 

I now hold in my hand. That Hale amendment is drawn on the idea 
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that the ports of the United States should still be kept closed to the 
sugar-producing countries of the world by the present tariff until they 
should makecorresponding concessions. The Senate rejected the amend- 
ment and put on an amendment that means—what? I have the amend- 
mentin my hand, It is— 

See That with a view to secure reciprocal trade with countries producing 
the ian articles, and for this purpose, on and after the Ist day of July, 1591, 
whenever and so often as the President shall be satisfied that the Gove rnment 
of any country producing and exporting sugars, molasses, coffee, tea, and 
hides, raw and uncured, or any of such articles, imposes duties or other exac- 
tions upon the agricultural or other products of the United States, which, in 
view of the free introduction of such sugar, he may deem to be reciprocally 
unequal and unreasonable, he shall have the power and ft shall be his duty to 
suspend, by proclamation to that effect, the provisions of this act reiating to the 
free introduction of such sugar, molasses, coffee, tea, and hides, the production 
of such country, for such time as he shall deem just. 

Now that amendment, every lawyer knows, is worth absolutely noth- 
ing, because it does not propose a law to go into effect upon the hap- 
pening of some specific, definite event about which there can be no 
dispute. Oh, no. That sort of law, though it is only to go into effect 
in the future, is valid. Thatis what the Haleamendment did. It was 
to become effective upon proclamation by the President, based upon 
certain definite concessions first to be enacted into law by the countries 
with which we were to negotiate. But this Senate amendment leaves 
the President to judge whether or not the tariff laws of other countries, 
in view of our free sugar, are ‘‘ unreasonable or unequal,’’ It vests in 
the President authority which can be exercised only by Congress, the 
power toejudge whether a law imposing duties on imports ought or 
ought not to be enacted. It is worthless for that reason. Congress 
has, and the President has not, the power to legislate. 

But I will not dwell longer on that point. I pass on. 

Even if the President had. the power which you propose to vest in him 
by this same amendment, it would be worthless because Congress has 
thrown away the prize with which the President could negotiate. You 
can not expect something for nothing. You can not expect nations to 
release the duties upon which their Governments subsist unless you 
vourselves have something of value to give. 

When the President goes to one of these nations and says, ‘‘ You have 
certain tariff laws which are unequal and unreasonable, and I demand 
that you allow to be introduced tree certain of our prodacts,’’ what 
will be the reply of such nation, say a sugar-producing country of 
South America? Such nation will say, ‘‘Your demand itself is un- 
reasonable, Mr. President, and if I may use such anexpression, it is an 
unequal demand, sir, for you do not make it on all nations, yet your 
sugar is free equally to ail. 

‘*Why, you did not reduce the duty on sugar for my benefit. You 
reduced it, as Mr. Blaine said, to meeta * political exigency ’ at home. 
You did not trade with us. You were in such a hurry, as Mr. Blaine 
says, that you did not have time to make atrade. The elections were 
approaching, and you made sugar free for the benefit of your people, 
but you gave it to everybody. You gave it to Germany, that inter- 
dicts your pork, as you did to me, and you gave it to all nations, and 
so it is of no value to me whatever. 

‘*When the ship with my sugar and the ship with German sugar come 
side by side into the port of New York they compete with each other 
there in a free market just exactly as they competed with each other 
in the taxed market before, and when the sugar gets in there competi- 
tion regulates the price at which it is offered, and the taking off of the 
tax inures to the benefit of the people of the United States, and not to 
my benefit. Therefore you have offered me nothing. You can not in- 
crease my price. You can not put me ina better condition than you 
put other people. ’’ 

The President will be bound as an honest man, as he is, to say, ‘‘I 
admit that. I can not do anything that would specifically benefit you; 
but I ean do this: We have commenced reciprocity upon a new idea, 
We have put behind us all those ideas about ‘ peace, commerce, and 
honest friendship with all nations.’ That was anold ideaof Thomas 
Jefferson. We have put thataway. We have raised the flag, a new 
flag, of tariff war against all nations. Ican not put you in any better 
position than I pat the other nations of the world, because I have al- 
ready given to them free sugar just as I have given it to you, but I 
can put you in a worse condition, and I will doit. I will discriminate 
against you if you do not abolish your tariff duties and allow tbe prod- 
ucts of my country to come in free.’’ 

What will be the response of that nation? ‘I will seek a market 
elsewhere for my sugar. The world is broad enough for me to find it.”’ 
And, gentlemen, think fora moment. The whole product of sugar of 
the world amounts to about 5,876,000 tons. Allof these 5,800,000 tons 
are used somewhere in the world. We import from Latin America 
less than 800,000 tons. Will you tell me that in a world consuming 
5,800,000 tons there is notroom enough for these South American coun- 
tries to find a market for the sugar they now sell us? Why, of this 
world’s supply 3,630,000 tons are beet sugar. Sir, a Republican Presi- 
dent would never dare to ask reciprocity under this amendment with 
the beet sugar producing countries of Europe. That is just what you 
do not want. You are seeking continually to prevent reciprocity with 
them; by this bill you are barring out their products because you do 
not intend that our people shall have these cheap goods. 
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What is to prevent the countries of Europe from sending us their hee; 
sugar, and then taking in return for their cheap goods the sugar tha: 
Latin America sends us? We get $1,600,000 worth of beet sugar now 
from Germany. This would be the result if we should wage a tari( 
war on our neighbors. We would drive all their trade to these Eur 
pean countries, with which they prefer to trade now. Great Britain 
sends to these countries now merchandise to the value of $152,584 (0) 
although she only buys of them $97,542,000. We buy from those cou 
tries $199,960,000, and we export to them only $82,043, 000. 

These countries get their goods in England and elsewhere in Europe 
40 or 50 per cent. cheaper than they can get them from us. I meay 
manufactured goods; and as for breadstuffs and provisions, the Argen- 
tine Republic and Uruguay are already dangerous competitors of ours 
evenin Europe. Gentlemen are mistaken if they think these countries 
can not get along without our markets. Weare good buyers, but they 
will not submit to be treated with injustice and inequality. Their 
trade naturally drifts away from us because our high tariff on raw ma- 
terials makes high goods. Wecan compel our own people by law to 
pay high prices, and unfortunately we do, but we can not compel th. 
South Americans. 

Gentlemen may plead for subsidies, as they do here time and again 
and say we would have more trade with South America if we had 
subsidized-ship lines, But there never was a greater mistake. There 
are five regular lines of steam-ships between the United States and 
Brazil now. They brought us last year $53,000,000 worth of goods 
they took back only $7,000,000, and these largely agricultural products. 
We must reduce our tariff if we want a profitable exchange of com- 
modities. 

Mr. Speaker, when we have made sugar free by this bill we have 
given away all the capital we had to trade on for reciprocity. We have 
done precisely what Mr. Blaine warned the committee not to do. Let 
me quote the words of the authorized statement of what he said to the 
Ways and Means Committee February 10: 

He demonstrated to the committee that the removal of the duty on sugar and 
the increase of the duty on beansand other farm products which we do not im- 
port was not going to relieve the farmer from the depression of prices. But 

Says the statement— 
the committee were obstinate. They had decided to put sugar on the free-|ist 
and would not reconsider that determination. The tariff upon many othe: 
articles was increased, and to sweeten the pill free sugar was provided. 

What Mr. Blaine wanted and demanded was that they should recon- 
sider and not put sugar on the free-list, but keep it so that free sugar 
should be accompanied by, that is, come simultaneously and only in 
company with, ‘‘ free breadstuffs and provisions in Spanish America.’’ 
This was what Mr. Blaine said in his letter of June 19 to Mr. Imbs. 
In his letter to Mr. FRYE he said that we ought to have demanded of 
Brazil free admission for our products when we made coffee free in this 

ountry. And then he said: 

To repeat this error with sugar (to an amount three times as large as wit 
coffee) will close all opportunity to establish reciprocity of trade with Lati: 
America, 

What free sugar will do is to lower the prices to the American con- 
sumer. That it will do this there is no doubt. 

That is what it was intended to do, and you will all say it on the 
stump when you go home, and it will be true; and I do not object to 
it, but every time you say it there will be the echo of Mr. Blaine’s voic 
coming back from every well-informed man who hears you, ** Yes, but 
it was done to meet this ‘ political exigency,’ it was done to sweeten th: 
pill—this high tariff which you force upon the people; it was done i: 
such a hurry that you did not have time to see if you could make : 
better trade;’’ it was done in such a way as not to ‘‘ open a market 
for another bushel of wheat or another barrel of corn.”’ 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has ex- 

ired. 

r Mr. HERBERT. I ask the gentleman from thaicarnaes [Mr. Mc- 
MILLIN] to yield five minutes to me. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I would be glad toif I could, but Tecan not. | 
have promised all my time. 

Mr. MCKINLEY. I yield five minutes of our time to the gentleman 
from Alabama. 

Mr. HERBERT. I thank the gentleman from Ohio. 

Yes, Mr, Speaker, when this amendment is analyzed it becomes, in 
the eyes of all intelligent mankind, a political makeshift, a diapha 
nous pretense, a gauzy sham. ‘The bill must go forth to the world as 
the naked bill that Mr. Blaine condemned, and that condemnation 0! 
it stands. ‘‘The increase of the duty on beans and other farm prod- 
ucts which we do not import is not going to relieve the farmer from 
the depression in prices.’’ 

Mr. DINGLEY. Will the gentleman permit a single inquiry’? |! 
desire to ask the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. HerBerr] if he is no! 
aware that Mr. Blaine has not only given his assent to the reciprocit) 
provision in this bill, but has said that it is immeasurably better than 
his original proposition? 

Mr, HERBERT. Mr. Blaine is a very loyal Republican, and it i 
not to be expected that after this bill has gone through, aiter it passed 
to a point where he has no hope of altering a line or a syllable in it. 
he would come out and condemn it. I really think the gentlemav 
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must be mistaken about what Mr. Blaine’s opinion of it isnow. I 

have quoted here what he said about it heretofore. But I will add 

that if he expects to accomplish any results under it he is a very san- 
ine gentleman. That is all I can say. 

And now, in conclusion, Mr. Speaker, this bill is to become a law 
and soon it is to be passed upon at the bar of public opinion. This 
tariff bill and the pending Federal election bill will go together to be 
tried by the people at the coming election. This bill is to further 
enrich the manufacturer at the expense of the tax-payer. The Fed- 
eral election bill is intended to re-establish negro supremacy at the 
South. They are the two most iniquitous measures that ever were 
yoked together and the one is to aid and sustain the other. 

When, recently, the election bill was postponed to the next session, 
the New York Tribune, urging forward the election bill, insisting on 
its immediate passage and opposing its postponement, declared it was 
the more important of the two, for on its passage depended ‘‘a hun- 
dred tariff biils;’’ that is to say, that if the South is turned over by | 
the election bill to the Republicans and the negroes, high-tariff barons 
can pass any law they may please. 

That election bill I know is to pass and become a law if the Repub- 
lican party can win the coming election in November, and I know the 
efforts that are being put forth. South and North emissaries are at 
work to divide the Democratic party that is fighting these measures. 
Independent candidates are being brought out to disrupt us; money 
is being used to corrupt us; newspapers are being subsidized to mis- 
lead us. 

But I predict, sir, that when the 4th of November comes, from the 
cotton-fields of the South and the wheat-fields of the North, from 
workshop and counter, from mines and forests, from hill-top and val- 
ley, Democratic liberty-loving freemen will rush to the polls and pro- 
claim in thunder tones. tones that will reverberate in this Hall when | 
we meetin December, that Republican usurpation and aggression must | 
cease. I believethis, sir, because Ihave anfbiding faith in the people. 

Democrats may have cause of quarrel among themselves here and | 
there; they have their family disputes; but in the presence ot such is- 
sues as these brethren will put aside for the time their differences; they | 
will bury them, if need be, ‘‘in the deep bosom of the ocean,”’ and | 
will with one voice and as one man command the majority in this Con- 
gress to halt; and if that voice shall come up in that way it will be | 
obeyed, for in this country still the voice of the people is the voice of | 
God. | 

| 
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Mr. FLOWER. [yield to the gentleman from New York [ Mr. Cum- 
MINGS]. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Mr. Speaker, the doctrine of American protection 
is the most pernicious that has ever pyemiated any people. It proposes 
to deprive men of markets which they may choose, and where they can 
do the best for themselves, It drains the money of the country from the 
pockets of the many and concentrates it in the hands of the few—mostly 
in cities and large manufacturing towns. It makes the head plethoric 
and the extremities bloodless. It depletes the nation to weakness and 
gives bonds and mortgages as return nutriment. It hamstrings trade. 
It isadjusted not to bring revenue, but to hinderexchanges. Convul- 
sions will inevitably result from the disorder which it creates. 

There can never be permanent rest until there is freedom, and free- 
dom can only come by cutting the ligatures that bind the national 
arteries, Everybody by this time ought to havelearned that commerce 
means prosperity, and that commerce unnaturally restricted chokes na- 
tional progress and impoverishes the people. You have no more right 
to fetter a man in the useof his money than in the earning of it. They 
are kindred offenses and they bring kindred evils. The commercial 
motto of the greatest value is to buy where you can buy the cheapest 
and sell where you can sell the dearest. This is what all are inclined 
todo. To sell in foreign marketsand come home without any further 
benefits in trade is like using a weaver’s shuttle that only carries the 
thread one way. Half the benefit is lost. ‘The most cruel blow that 
England has struck at Ireland since the days of Cromwell was the re- 
strictive statutes against Ireland’s foreign trade a hundred years ago. 

It is about time that the inquiry was made, By what right do you 
deny people the choice of markets? By what right do you impose 
penalties upon the advantages that competition brings to the con- 
sumer, and grant free markets to the manufacturer? According to 
this bill, the manufacturer can sell his products untrammeled in any 
market in the world, but if the consumer crosses the line and makes 
purchases for his own benefit, you impose penalties upon him, and de- 
stroy the advantages which the market would otherwise give him. 
a extend the markets of the one, you restrict the markets of the 

er. 
_ The manofactaorer is allowed to retain the profit gleaned by his sales 
in foreign markets, but the consumer is robbed of the profit gained by 
his purchase in a foreign market of food, clothing, or other necessaries 
or conveniences of life. This robbery is committed so as to give the 
manufacturer a monoply of home trade. Whichever way he turns, the 
consumer is robbed. This bill plunders him if he bnys in the foreign 
market, and the manufacturers rob bim if he buys in the home market. 
They sell their products cheaper in the foreign markets than in’ the 
home market, and the consumer is forced by this bill to pay the differ- 
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ence. The avowed purpose of the bill is to restrict the consumer to the 
home market. This compels him to pay a premium to manufacturers 
not exacted from purchasers abroad. 

Thisis protection with a vengeance-- A merican citizens under penalties 
forbeingsuch. The old axiom, ‘‘ Buy where you can buy the cheapest, 
and sell whére you can sell the dearest,’’ is reversed. Under this Me- 
Kinley bill you sell where you must sell the cheapest, and buy where 
you must buy the dearest. And you sell the cheapest in foreign 
countries, and buy the dearest in your boasted home market. 

Mr. Speaker, from the animosity shown to trade in every line of 
this bill except the free-list, one would think it was to hinder some 
nefarious practice like piracy or the slave-trade. The free-list stands 
behind the pilloried articles like pardoned prisoners or emancipated 
slaves. The mind is astonished when informed that all this bitterness 
isaimed at peacefulcommerce. When, I would like to know, did legit- 
itimate trade ever abuse freedom? When did it ever do anything but 
carry thrift, found institutions, and disseminate beneficence ? 

Yet this bill would indicate that it is a monster that must be chained; 
that, like Samson, it must be confined to a tread-mill. Let the Phil- 
istines beware; for, blind itand bind it as they will, it will always have 
power enough to shake the pillars of the temple. It has bridged riv 
ers and lakes, tunneled mountains, gashed isthmuses, and underlaid 
oceans. Its strength is terrible, but only to its enemies. It is light 
and life to those who foster it. 

Hampered as is trade by this bill, it is not strange that reciprocity 
has frantically broken out in the State Department, which had been 
supposed to be protection-proof. It must have vent somewhere. 

Smugglers or diplomatists will come to its relief. The association 
may appear unnatural, but it is forced. 

| know that under the right of eminent domain the Government may 
take private property for public use; but by what right does it inter- 
fere with daily individual transactions, and assume to tell a man who 
has earned his money where he shall spend it? 

The advocates of this bill say that a high protective tariff will benelit 
agriculture. Well, we have bad one for sometime, and the steady decay 
ofagricultural interests gives the lietothestatement. Undertheso-called 
free-trade Walker tariff farm lands doubled, tripled, and quadrupled in 
value, according to location. Under the infamous protective system 
they havedepreciated from a third to one-half in value, even in the most 
favored localities. Under the Walker tariff we had no tramps, few beg- 
gars, and no strikes. Under your boasted protective system, tramps 
swarm, beggars increase in number, and strikes rise to the dignity of 
civil insurrections, 

Under the Walker tariff wealth was more equally distributed. There 
were not more than half a dozen millionaires in the United States. 
Now they are counted by hundreds. Mr. Speaker, I am glad that 
medals are on the free-list, for if a premium were offered for legislative 
folly the trophy should be awarded to the authors of this bill. 

You might as well tie cords around the arteries and intestines of a 
living body and expect it to have an unfevered head and a healthy 
stomach as to expect that commerce will do its beneficent work of prog- 
ress and civilization hampered by the damnable restrictions of this 
atrocious measure. It is not protection of industry, but deprivation 
ot markets. Like Fourierism and kindred exclusive communities, it 
eats itself up. It is self-destroying. 

But, Mr. Speaker, my time is up. The train isunder way at a ter- 
rific rate of speed. The whistle of this tariff locomotive is screaming 
Gagged and bound, I am still an unwilling passenger upon this Con- 
gressional Limited Marauding McKinley train. The Down-east en- 
gineer of this Juggernaut express has pulled the throttle wide open, 
its Illinois stoker is shoveling in the coal, its Buckeye conductor is 
punching the tickets, and the Protection hoodlums are filling the air 
with wild hurrahs. Gentlemen, we are nearing the turn, and the cars 





| will certainly jump the track. Again I utter my warning. It is all 


that I am allowed todo. [Loud applause. ] 

Here Mr. Cummings’s time expired. 

| Here the hammer fell. } 

Mr. MCKINLEY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to yield thirty minutes of 
our time to the gentleman from Tennessee, for such disposition as he 
may desire to make of it. 

Mr. FLOWER. I now yield to my colleague from New York [ Mr 
FitcH]. 

Mr. FITCH. Mr. Speaker, that the theory that commerce is crim- 
inal, which has been so eloquently described and so fittingly denounced 
by my colleague who has just taken his seat, has not always been the 
doctrine of the Republican party can be easily shown. ‘There is no 


| name so willingly quoted by Republicans as to the principle of protec- 


tion as that of Alexander Hamilton, and there is no name connected 
more closely with the practice of Republicanism at the present than 
that of the distinguished gentleman from Massachusetts[Mr. LopGe}. 
I quote from the life of Alexander Hamilton, written by Mr. HENRY 
Canor LopeGE, the following words: 

In the year 179!, with all nations protecting manufactures, Hamilton was a 
rotectionist,favoring the protection of nascent industries. Atthe present day, 
1¢ would probably be foremost in urging a revision of the tariffand a gradual 


reduction of duties wherever it could be safely done. In other words, tre would 
now be a moderate protectionist, as he was when he sent in his report, but not 
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one of those who support a heavy duty in order to furnish to industries already 
firmly established a protection which accrues solely to the benefit of the manu- 
facturer, and of no one else. 


Now, Mr. Speaker, that sentence of my friend from Massachusetts 
[ Mr. Lope] embodies the objection which I make to this bill. I join 
vith him in wishing to have ‘a revision of the tariff and a gradual 
reduction of duties.’’ I am not one of those who expect to see the 


custom-houses abolished, but I believe we should give to our manu- 
facturers free raw material, so that they may be enabled to go into the 
markets of the world and compete with other manufacturers so situated, 
and that weshould give toour laboring people the clothing, food, medi- 
cine, and tools which they are obliged to, buy at the least possible cost 


tothem. ‘This bill increases the very duties which ought to be reduced, 
and adds to the profits of manufacturers who have already become im- 
mensely rich. 

The delegation from the city of New York, knowing that argument 
is useless, desire simply to file here their notice of appeal, This bill 
touches injuriously everybody in our city, from the men who control 
our commerce with the world to the children who play in our streets. 
We know that our protest will have no attention. 

New York is a step-child whose existence would be gladly forgotten 
by the gentlemen in charge of legialation in this House. They took 
from us, for partisan purposes alone, the chance to give a creditable 
representation of the anniversary of the discovery of thecountry. They 
have, for partisan purposes alone, diminished our weight here and in 
the electoral college by admitting States into this Union which have 
not got half the population of the district which I have the honor to 
represent. And they have followed that up by a census taken in such 
a careless and partisan manner as to be a gross injustice which New 
York will always resent. 

| Here the hammer tell. ] 

Mr. FLOWER. I new yield to my colleague [Mr. Covzrr]. 

Mr. COVERT. Mr. Speaker, when the master sculptor, my dis- 
tinguished friend from Ohio [Mr. McKin.eEy], originally presented 
his work of art to this House we of the minority had hoped thatit was 
the rough cast only of the gigantic monster which wassoon thereafter 
to be placed upon its pedestal and to be known to the world as the 
McKinley tariff ill. We had hoped that opportunity would be afforded 
to us of the minority to assist, to some extent at least, in the work of 
modeling the proportions, and softening the lines, and rounding the 
curves of this. monstrosity. 

his privilege, a proper and most reasonable one, was, as the whole 
country knows, practically denied to us of the minority. The un- 
gainly thing, still but rough clay, with all its imperfections carefully 
preserved, was wheeled over to the other end of the Capitol, presumably 
for the purposes of polish and completion. 

The whole eountry watched and waited, hoping, even against hope, 
that something might be done to make the deformed and shapeless 
mass more perfect and harmonious. But the country watched and 
waited in vain for this consummation. Then the conference commit- 
tees of the two Houses were appointed, and still it was hoped that 
something might be accomplished in the direction of improvement. 
In the seciusion of their council chamber, behind closed doors, the 
conferees were supposed to labor upon this image of rough clay in 
the effort to reduce its ungainly proportions to something akin to proper 
form and harmony. 

Late yesterday alternoon the figure was wheeled again into this House, 
the veil was removed, and still standing upon its pedestal was seen this 
same monstrosity, still the same MeKinley tariff bill, with almost all 
its original erudeness and imperfection exhibited to the world. 

have only opportunity, Mr. Speaker, in the brief time accorded me, 
to call attention to one or two of these imperfections, and I allude to 
them as illustrations of the wrong which pervades the whole work. 

And first, I desire, if I can, toemphasize what. my friend from Geor- 
gia [Mr. TURNER] has said with reference to the item of sulphuric 
acid. The original bill imposed a duty of one-fourth of 1 cent per 
pound upon this article. When the bill was under discussion I pro- 
posed an amendment to strike out this duty and to place the article 
upon. the free-list. 

I took occasion then to call the attention of the House to the fact 
that this article entered very largely into the composition of fertilizers 
used in every section, and that the retention of the duty would add 
very largely to the burdens of farmers all over the land. I asked the 
majority then, in the interests of depressed agriculture, to pass the 
amendment making this article free of duty. A few members only of 
the majority party joined in the vote of the minority, and the amend- 
ment was rejected. 

The bill went to the Senate. There an amendment was adopted to 
this section, a provision curiously but carefully drawn, revealing at 
first sight artistic touches, and this amendment is adopted in the con- 
ference report now under discussion. It provides for the free admission 
ot sulphuric acid which at the temperature of 60° Pabrenheit does not 
exeeed the specific gravity of 1.380 for use in manufacturing super- 
phosphates of lime or artificial manures of any kind, or for any agri- 
cultural purposes. 

Examined very superficially, this may appear to be a concession to 


agricultural interests. But it requires only a second thought to stam), 
this amendment as a gross and slovenly fraud upon the interest jt ;. 
presumed to benefit. Why, Mr. Speaker, in many of the public schoo); 
of my district chemistry is taught as a familiar science. Were t}, 
members of the Finance Committee of the Senate, were the ma 

ot the conferees of the two Houses so ignorant of the plain teachin.-s 
chemistry as not to know that sulphuric acid at the temperature 

of the specifie gravity named in the Senate amendment is absolu: 
worthless as an acid for making fertilizers, on account of its weak», 
Under these conditions it is not. an article of commerce and neve; 
been. Acid at the strength specified is not only too weak for use jy 
fertilizers, but is also too weak to carry by the usual methods of tray 
portation. It doesnot require the opinion and certificate of the chemis; 
of the Department of Agriculture to demonstrate this. Itis know 
practical men familiar with the manufacture of fertilizers, and it w;|! 
soon be known, to their heavy cost, by the farmers of this entire Jang 
This presumed concession is no concession at all. It is utterly 
absolutely valueless alike to the manufacturer and the consumer 

My charge is, Mr. Speaker, that in this matter, in the so-called pe: 
feetion of this part of the bill, deceit has been added to original inj. 
My prophecy is, that the intelligent tarmers of the whole Jand w .. 
sent the injury and that they will neither forget nor forgive the dec: 

And new permit me, in the little time I have remaining, to point 
out and emphasize another instance of gross wrong in the measure 
under discussion. This bill, rushed through this House as it was or’... 
inally, more than doubles the duties on what are known as blankets 
and felts for printing and paper machines. 

The existing rate, the rate that has existed for years, reduced to 
valorem is 52.87 per cent. This bill raises it to 108 per cent. WV): 
the measure was under discussion I hed an amendment fully prepa 
and ready for introduction placing the duty on printers’ felts at 
original rate. But this House well remembers the fate of numbe: 
amendments that other members were anxious to present to the t 
pending bill. Not only was insufficient time given for general de} 
but even amendments were not permitted to be offered after the (i: 
few pages of the bill had been discussed under the five-minute rule 

My proposed amendment met the fate of numberless others, and 
reposes to-day in my desk, a mute monument to the prevalence of gag 
law in the Fifty-first Congress. Publishers of newspapers and boos 
the whole country over are affected and very seriously affected by this 
large increase of duty. And here again something akin to deceit lias 
been practiced in the imposition of this tax. The existing law p: 
vides: 

379. Endless belts or felts for paper or printing machines, 20 cents per p 
and 30 per cent. ad valorem. 

The present bill does not in bold and manly fashion increase in 
terms and by plain words the duty on printers’ felts, but the end is 
accomplished by the provision striking out this section 379 of th 
preseut law. By striking out this section these articles. are placed 
the list of manufactures of wool not specially provided for, the du 
on which is plaeed at the following rates: 

Valued at not more than 40 cents per pound, the duty per pound sha!! 
three‘and one-half times the duty imposed by this act on a pound of unwas)ied 
wool of the first class, and in addition thereto 40 per cent. ad valorem; valved 
above 40 cents per pound, the duty per pound shall be four times the duty im- 
posed by this act on a pound of unwashed wool of the first class, and in adi 
tion thereto 50 per cent. ad valorem. 

To determine what the duty is we have to refer to the rate place: on 
unwashed wool of the first class. This is established in the bill at 11 
cents per pound, the present rate being 10 cents. The duty on these 
felts is therefore a duty amounting to 384 cents per pound and 40 pei 
cent. ad valorem if valued at not more than 40 cents per pound, and 
44 cents per pound and 50 per cent. ad valorem if valued at above 40 
cents. 

It is not teo much to say, Mr. Speaker, that the whole printing trade 
is most injuriously affected by this heavy increase of duty. But per- 
haps the burden will fall most grieyously upon the proprietors of news- 
paper and printing offices remote from the larger centers. In these 
localities the local newspaper is and always has been the people's e\':- 
eator. It should be the policy of the law-making power te conserve 
the interests of these agents who promote the education and the r..r.! 
and material improvement of the people. 

But it is upon this elass of workers, in too many instances strugy)ing 
hard under existing conditions to maintain themselves, that the blow 
aimed by this iniquiteus provision of the pending measure falls 1103! 
severely. 

I have taken the sections of this bill, thus briefly discussed, as ill us- 
trations merely to show how inconsiderately this measure has been 
formulated. I have singled them out, and the list might be inde'- 
nitely extended, to show that the report of the conference committee 
of the two Houses ought not to be adopted, and to show that a meas- 
ure thus crudely prepared and thus carelessly considered ought nu! 
become the law of the land. . 

Everything seemingly has been done for the manufacturer; litile 1 
nothing has been conceded tothe consumer. Placed finally upon | 
pedestal and unveiled to the gaze of the whole people, the origina! 
monstrosity remains a monster still. 
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My esteemed colleague [ Mr. Frrci] bas just said that the New York 





y ; : ar" . 
ion has filed its notice of appeal from the decision reached in 
een Hampered by lack of time, under the shadow of the de- 


mand for the previous question, we have argued the appeal as best we | 


the last supreme tribunal—the people of this land. [Applause. ] _ 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman from New 
york has expired. 
ol r. FARQUHAR. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask my colleague [ Mr. 
YWVERT] @ question. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. 


has expired. : : 

Mr. McKINLEY. I yield the gentleman two minutes. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. I suppose my colleague is aware that the great 
mass of printing on cylinder machines is deve with rubber and solt 


I 


The time of the gentleman’s colleague 


haps to some extent in the large centers and in the larger newspaper 
establishments, printers’ felt or endless belting is still used in country 
printing offices and small establishments generally. 

Mr FARQUHAR. I know that is the old-fashioned way, but the 
. Metry printing offices now use broadcloth to a great extent. There- 
fore. in view of the change which has occurred in this part of the 
printing business, I do not think there is much foree in the gentleman's 
arvtiiment upon that point. 

Mr. McKINLEY. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Illi- 
nois [Mr. Hrrr]. 

Mr. HITT. Mr. Speaker, while this tariff bill reduces taxes upon 
many articles and on the whole makes a reduction to the amount of 
eighty millions, according to the computation of the committee, there 
are some things on which it increases the duties, and on one list of ar- 
ticles, wines, spirits, and other beverages, it considerably increases taxa- 
tion. Brandy and other spirits are to be taxed $2.50 a gallon instead 
of $2. Cordials, liqueurs, arrack, absinthe, and other spirituous bev- 
erages have alike increase of duty. Champagne and all other spark- 
ling wines are to be taxed $8 per dozen instead of $7, and soon through 
the schedule. . 

Against this increase there has been earnest protest made. 

A powerful home imterest of importers and dealers has protested 
against it, and has covered our tables with circulars protesting, upon 
the ground that it will diminish the trade in foreign liquors and wines. 
Perhaps it may, though I understand that the committee aimed to strike 
the revenue point, to load these articles with as heavy a duty as they 
would bear without preventing importations, and thus diminishing the 
revenue; but it was their duty, I maintain, to err, if they erred at all, 
upon the side of the tax rather than upon the side of the trade. 

Even if weshonid by this tariff diminish a little the amount of brandy 
and fine wines imported and drank, we can easily bear all the conse- 

uences that will fall upon our people in the diminished number of 
p mer a There is a powertul foreign interest also opposed to this 
part of the bill, and besides the plea that this high duty will be hard 
on the trade, urge that it will disturb our kindly relations with foreign 
countries. They say so high a tariff on these articles will be almost a 
discrimination, at least a hostile tariff. 

I remind you, Mr. Speaker, that for twelve years past several of the 
great nations of Europe have discriminated explicitly, straight out by 
name, against the American Republic, not in reference to luxuries, 
which are the proper subjects of high taxation, but in reference to the 
necessaries of life, not by high, or very high duties, .but by absolute 
prohibition of American pork, on a false pretense; so that the products 
of the American farmer are banned in the ports of Europe and con- 
demned as unfit for human consumption. Are those nations, is any 
one of them, in a position to complain if we lay a high duty on the 


fine wines and spirits they want to sell to our drinking people of a | doctrine of protection. 


class who can easily pay the duty ? 
I believe that there is no reason for sentimental considerations by 
this House to-day in dealing with those countries or those interests 
here, when they wish to send us wines and brandies, and 
clamor for low duties, while they are excluding from their markets 
the necessaries of life sent trom the farms of the United States. There 
is ne more proper subject for a high tax than that which is consumed 
only as a luxury or for display. What else is champagne? How few 
of our people ever touch champagne when alone, any more than people 
wear robes and ornaments in the privacy of their chambers? 
It is ostentation. It is the pride of life that prompts the consumption 
of this article. Of course people have a right to spend their money for 
it, butlet it bear its burden. 


Those who choose to indulge in such luxuries from their abundance | protection. 


should not he allowed to eseape taxation. It isrighteous. I speak 
without any appeal to sentimentalism. Without considering the igh 
motives and controlling principles that animate any man who is sin- 
prey A mer of temperance, take this purely as a business question 
and it is wise by 


tal. 
Mfr, COVERT. My information is that while that may be true per- | 


id. With fullest faith we await the determination of the issue by | 
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interest of foreigners, foreign capital or foreign labor, but for the bene- 
fit of Americans, for the development of American interests, for the 


protection of American labor, and, let me add, of American morals and 
homes. 

We would be glad to maintain friendly relations and intercourse 
with all countries. This bill con iplat und provides for reciproc- 
ity, especially with nations to the south, in those articles whieh they 
produce and we do not produce but need, such as sugar, coffee, ete., 
in exchange for articles ot which we have a s, such as our farm 
products, meat and grain, which they do not produce, and from which 
we expect them to remove the high duties they pose, and thus 
make a wider market for our farmers. 

Reciprocity is, of course, to be obtained by friendly negotiations, 


But this great Republic does not forget its dignity nor go beseeching 
favor. In this bill Congress provides that, after we have sought to ar- 
range fair terms of reciprocity with those countries to the south, from 
whose products we now remove so many millions of duties by this new 
tariff, sixty millions on sugar alone, if they, then, will not meet our 
liberal action fairly, the strong arm shall be stretched out and these 
duties, that amount to millions piled on millions, shall be again im 
poseduponthem. Theforeign policy of the Republican party is friendly, 
liberal, comprehensive, but firm, and first and always for our own Amer- 
ican people. 

So, too, as to the harsh and vexatious discriminations against Ameri 
can pork in European countries. Congress has recently provided for a 
careful inspection to prove beyond doubt the wholesomeness of that 


‘product and destroy every vestige of the pretense still set up against 


us; but if that be unavailing, if this hostile policy be persisted in, we 
have also provided a corrective. Congress has clothed the President 
with power of retaliation by totally excluding from the United States 
articles which there is reason to believe are deleterious to health, such 
as the wines known to be largely adulterated. The high duty on wines 


| and spirits in this tariff does not go so iar, but all this legislation fits 


together, is in the same spirit, and works in unison to protect and vin- 
dicate American interests. 

Mr. McKINLEY. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Kan- 
sas [| Mr. PETERS]. 

Mr. PETERS. Mr. Speaker, personally there are some items in 
this biil which, if I had my way, I wouldhavechanged. But all legis- 
lation is in the nature of a compromise. There is scarcely a bill that 
passes through this House that does not contain some provision which, 
if the individuality of the member could be impressed upon it, would 
be changed.. But where there are three hundred and thirty of us, rep- 
resenting three hundred and thirty different constituencies, actuated 
by different motives, representing different interests, we are of necessity 
required to ‘‘ give and take.’’ As to the idea of Germany or Great 

sritain or France interfering with our affairs by reason of any tariff law 
that we may enact, I do not fear it. 

Personally I would be glad if every barrier that could be thrown 
around the United States to prevent commercial intercourse with for- 
eign countries were strengthened so as to make us a people within our- 
selves. I would hail with joy the time when we could consumeevery 
article that we manufacture, when we could consume every pound of 
food products raised in this country. I believe the time will come, 
and it is not far distant, when this country of ours will be the most 
independent country beneath the sun. We send abroad only about 10 
per cent. of our food products. If we can increase the class of con- 
sumers so that this 10 per cent. may be consumed here, then we shall 
be independent of the markets of Liverpool and independent of the 
markets of Germany. That is one great stepin the progressive march 
which I wish this country to take. 

I wish I could change certain features in this bill. I do not like free 
sugar. I do not like it, because I think it a weakening of the great 
I do not like it because I believe the sugar in- 
dustry is an infant industry that is growing and growing and wil! grow 
until sugar shall become one of the great products of this country. I 
believe as firmly as I believe anything that the time will come when 
the United States will produce all the sugar that is consumed by her 
people. I do not like the bounty feature, because it does not have the 
permanency that a tariff provision would have. It is more easily sus- 
ceptible of change—more impressible—more easily repealed. But not- 
withstanding all that, as I said before, a bill of this kind, with its large 
interests, must necessarily be in the nature of a compromise. If I can 
not have the tariff on sugar, then I will accept the bounty as the next 
best thing. I will “‘give’’ in regard to that and ‘‘take’’ from some- 
thing else. 

So far as I am concerned I am unalterably in favor of the doctrine of 
I believe it is the very life and essence of the American 


people. I would not in the least disparage our efforts to increase our 
trade abroad. I would like to see our trade with South America in- 
creased. I believe the time will come when a continental railroad will 


connect us with that country and when we can bid defiance to the 
ocean steamers that are subsidized by Great Britain and France. I be- 
lieve the time will come within your lifetime and mine (if we live to 
be fourseore years) when the iron rails will connect North and South 
America; when the United States will be able to compete for the trade 
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of South America with all the nations of the world. When we have 
our railroads connecting us with that country, then we can bid defiance 
to the competition that comes from ocean steamers sent out by Ger- 
many and France and Great Britain. This doctrine of protection is 
carrying us along in that direction. 

But there is one feature in connection with this tariff legislation to 
which I wish to call attention, and that will conclude what I have to 
say. The time has come, Mr. Speaker, when it seems to me the in- 
terests of this country demand an end of tariff agitation. I believe it 
would be a blessing if, after the passage of this bill, we could enact a law 
which would make it a penitentiary offense for any member to intro- 
duce a bill in the next ten years having for its object the revision of 
the tariff. What we want now is stability. We want the vast in- 
terests of the country to realize after we have passed this bill that 
they can count upon it that it shall not be changed for the next ten 
years, 

It is the agitation of this tariff question that has endangered the 
business interests of this country. The agitation was brought about 
by a false pretense. The Democratic party in its campaign said there 
was an immense surplus. A man who was elected Vice-President of 
the United States said that surplus was $500,000,000. That was the 
origin of this great demand for tariff legislation. It was to some ex- 
tent acquiesced in by the Republican party, and the Republican party 
and itsdeaders are not blameless in thatregard. There never was that 
amount of surplus. There never has been in the history of this coun- 
try any just demand for tariff revision because of our surplus. I re- 
pudiate the idea of our surplus making necessary a revision of the 
tariff. We have not to-day any more surplus than would be necessary 
to carry on this Government. But what we need now is, that there 
shall be an end of tariff agitation and that the business interests of 
this country may go abead on the basis of this tariff bill, realizing 
and believing that it is as firm as the rock of Gibraltar and will be for 
the next twenty vears. [Applause on the Republican side. ] 

{ Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. MCKINLEY. I now yield a few minutes to the gentleman from 
Tennessee [Mr. EvANns]. 

Mr. EVANS. Mr. Speaker, I simply propose to refer to three or four 
items of the present bill, so as to institute a comparison between spe- 
cific and ad valorem rates of duty. 

Much has been said on the other side of the House repeatedly in the 
course of the argument on the tariff with reference to the increased 
percentages or duties, and I propose simply to take up two or three of 
these items—the leading items of the bill in the tariff schedules—for 
the purpose of comparison. 

On the question of steel rails much can be said, and I might also in- 
stitute a comparison with the present duty on tin. But in reference 
to steel rails. In 1867 there was no manufactory of steel rails in the 
United States. In 1868, when the steel mills of Pennsylvania com- 
menced turning out steel rails and supplying the demand in this coun- 
try, the price of rails was $165 per ton at the mills. The duty fixed by 
law was $28 per ton, or equivalent to 17 per cent. ad valorem. The 
price of steel rails, however, was gradually reduced at the mills until, 
at the expiration of ten years, it had fallen from $165 to $41 per ten 
under the influences of the protective tariff then prevailing. If the 
same percentage was paid—17 per cent. ad valorem—and applied to the 
present price of rails the duty would be $4.67 a ton. The duty was 
reduced in 1883 to $17 per ton, which amounted to 60 per cent. ad va- 
lorem. 

‘Lhe present duty of $13.44 amounts to a little Jess than 50 per cent. 
on the price of the rails at the mills, the average price now being 
$27.50 per ton, and although the specific duty has been reduced over 50 
per cent., namely, $28 per ton in 1868, to the proposed duty of $13.44 
per ton under the present bill the ad valorem shows an increase of 
trom 17 per cent, to near 50 per cent. by reason of reduction of price. 

With reference to cut nails, the price in 1865, under the Morrill tariff 
(I mean the wholesale price in Philadelphia), was $7.75 a keg of 100 
pounds, and the duty was 1} cents per pound, equivalent to 20 per 
cent, ad valorem. The duty was subsequently reduced to 1} cents a 
pound, and the price last year, the wholesale pri¢e in Philadelphia, un- 
der this duty, averaged $2 per hundred, the ad valorem duty amount- 
ing to 62} per cent. The present bill fixes the duty at 1 cent per 
pound, which is equivalent to 50 per cent. ad valorem. 

The same is also true of pig-iron. The average price of coke pig- 
iron in Pennsylvania in 1865 was $46.12} per ton and the duty was $9, 
or equivalent to an ad valorem duty of 20 per cent, The price in 1889 
of the same class of iron—the average price—in Philadelphia had been 
reduced by competition, brought about underthis system of protection, 
to $17.75 per ton. In the mean time the duty had been reduced to 
$6.72 per ton. This amounts to 33 per cent. ad valorem. And al- 
though the specific duty had been reduced from $9 per ton to $6.72 per 
ton, the ad valorem duty so much talked of by our friends on the other 
side would-appear as having increased from 20 per cent. to 33 per 
cent. 

The average price of bar-iron in Philadelphia in 1865 was $105 per 
ton, or an average duty on importations under the schedule of about 
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25 per cent, ad valorem; and while the price has been gradually 
duced under protection, by home competition that has furnished .., 
ployment to thousands of American workmen at good and remune; 
tive wages, to an average of $43.40 per ton in 1889 in the si1, 
market, the ad valorem duty so much talked of by our Democrat;, 
friends has increased to nearly 50 per cent. I regret that the opposj- 
tion to this bill are obliged to resort to such deceptive figures an, 
methods, I have heard it so often said that the present tariff is |), 
than the war, or Morrill, tariff, and I only take in my limited tine g) 
opportunity to show how they figure to show the people results {}, 
are deceptive and misleading. The bill before the House is the r, 

of the most careful and painstaking efforts of the distinguished gen), 
men of the Ways and Means Committee after hearing all interests. 

my humble opinion it is the most complete and perfect bill that 
ever been presented or considered by this House. 

It is true that the local interests are not in every case satisfied 
impossible that they should be; but the measure is one of national jm. 
portance, and the interests of every section has been considered wit} 
reference to the protection ot American labor and American industries 
against the poorly paid labor of all other countries. I had hoped that 
this House would abolish all internal taxes upon tobacco, and also a!! 
internal taxes upon fruit spirits; these are matters of great impor- 
tance to the people I have the honor to represent upon the floor of thi 
House. I trust that in the near future this House will abolish thes 
taxes, and until all internal-revenue taxes are abolished it would seen 
that it is impossible to fix duties that will be in thorough accord with 
protection and not create a surplus or a possible deficiency. 

No revenue measure has ever been presented in this House that so care- 
fully and justly protects the interests of the great agricultural producing 
people of this nation as does the present bill, presented by the honorable 
gentleman from Ohio and known as the McKinley bill, and I predict 
that the passage of this measure will be a satisfactory settlement ot thi: 
great question of protection for many years to come; that it will tend 
largely to quicken the pulse of trade and commerce throughout th 
length and breadth of this fairland; that business of all kinds wil! pros- 
per; that confidence will be restored which has been disturbed by th: 
threatening attitude of the past Administration; and I further predict 
that this nation, under the wise legislation enacted in the past few 
months, isaboutentering upon an era of prosperity surpassing any period 
in its past history. 

Thegame thing may be also said of bar-iron. In 1865 the price o/ 
bar-iron was $105 per ton, on the average. The duty amounted to 
about 25 per cent. The price has been gradually reduced until! the 
average price at the mills now in the iron centers is $43.40 per to 
while the ad valorem duty can be shown to be about 50 per cent. 

Here we find, Mr. Speaker, an illustration of the question that i 
often referred to on the otherside of the House in regard to ad va 
lorem duties, that the ad valorem duties are higher now than they 
were under the Morrill tariff or the act of 1865. Itis true undoubt- 
edly so far asad valorem duties are concerned; but when the price of 
these steel rails has been reduced, as I have shown you, from $165 to 
to $27.50 per ton, necessarily the ad valorem is higher, and if the duty 
had been retained at $28 per ton the ad valorem duties would hay 
been over 100 per cent. 

{ Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. McKINLEY, I now yield to the gentleman from Iowa [\ 
DOLLIVER] as much time as he may desire. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Before proceeding I desire to yield a part of my 
time to my colleague [Mr. SWENEY]. 

Mr. SWENEY. Mr. Speaker, I support this report and bill becaus 
I believe in its general provisions. Had I been framing the bill my- 
self I should without doubt have had some things different, but possi!)!) 
less wisely on the whole. 

This bill, Mr. Speaker, embodies the American idea of protection to 
the industries as well as tothelaborofthecountry. It is not sectional 
but I support it the more gladly because of the belief which I firmly 
entertain that, more than any other adjustment of the tariff that has 
ever been had, it protects the interests of the West, and particularly 
the agricultural interests of that region. 

Western men can not all be satisfied with it, and are not; neither ar 
the Eastern or Southern men. As all legislation is, it is something in 
the nature of a compromise between conflicting interests, but I believe 
that when the patriotic voice of the country finds expression this bil! 
will receive its hearty indorsement. Patriotism is selfishness, in tat 
it prefers our own country and our own people to any other country and 
any other people. 

It was stated on the floor to-day, on the other side of the House, tha‘ 
the course of our tariff legislation had been such as to leave the United 
States no friends in the cabinets of Europe. 

I am not disturbed over such condition, let me assure my Democratic 
friends, when I realize that that same legislation has brought bette: 
conditions to our people and greater prosperity to our country than 
any other people or nation have been able to secure. The Republican 
party seeks to benefit our own people and country, rather than secure 
the applause of Europe or the approval of European princes or cabinets. 


re- 
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It is a strange commentary on the policy of a great party in this | for, thanks to higher earnings here, sugar is used in the home of the 
country that itshould be fighting in this Capitol the battles of Amer- | laborer as well as on the table of the rich. 
ica’s commercial rivals. ; We hope that sugar production will increase so as to supply the 
In the cabinets and councils of Europe, in the chambers of com-j| country. There is good reason to believe that it will. That the indus 
merce and meetings of manufacturers and exporters of England, France, | tries already operating in that line may not be blotted out, a bounty 
and Germany, speeches have been made and resolutions adopted de- | equivalent to the present duty per pound is provided for 
nouncing this bill, They declare that it will prove injurious to them. | [ said that I was not fully satisfied with this bill. I believe that it 
They and our Democratic friends could gather in mass meetings and | should provide for a duty on hides, which now are, and which through 
with perfect unanimity vote for the same resolution: and applaud the | the Democratic Congress and Administration remained, on the frce-list. 
same speeches, Last May, when this bill w as under discussion, [ submitted an amend 
Recently the English papers were overflowing with accounts of such | ment putting a duty on hides, and submitted a few remarks in ad- 
meetings, with copies of such resolutions. [ have numerous extracts | vocacy of the measure, claiming that reciprocity should enter into an 
eut from English papers which I will not take the time fo read. They adjustment of this tariff revision. 
ery out against our protective system which compels them to pay so| My friend on the other side of the House, the gentleman from Massa- 
heavily for the privilege of putting their products in our markets. They | chusetts [Mr. O’ NEIL]. dissented for his Democratic brethren and a 
say that by such means they have during the last thirty years been sumed to do so for New England. He said: 
i 


compelled to pay the enormous expenses of our war, to pay off so largely i iditen tid Peeeenes tach Mes metinanes tint Joon, (Me, Semnsl bee 


our national debtand for our internal improvements, to relieve our own | offered the amendment, twice rejected by the Committee on Ways and Means 
people of burdens of government and-add to the wealth of this coun- | putting a duty of 15 per cent, ad valorem on hides, his coms to | n line 
sa tas a . } with the general policy of the bil everything against New ngland, nothing 

try until it is the richest in the world. 5e for it. And, again, I want to call the attention of the committee to the condi 
They, like the Democratic party, object because, they say, ‘‘ the tar- | tion of affairs as they exist in that section of the country to-day. The manu 


iff isa tax.’’ They say, though, that the tax is upon them, while, with | fa turers of New England are almosttoa man Republicans and they are alinost 

a perversity with which our country is familiar, our Democratic friends | o7{\C tari, ‘They are still loyal to their convictions on both those matters to, 

say it is atax on our own people. Either Europeans are better polit- | day, and if, as is sought by the passage of this bill, their every interest is to be 

ical economists than our Democrats, or they do not feel compelled to | disregarded, then they must turn for the true protection of their very life in 
: * 4s oe an : c te trade to that party which will insure them some protection. 

contest with a patriotic principle for the sake of partisan advantage. But even in taking care of Republican interests, I desire again tocal! the : 

Republicans and Englishmen see the matter alike in that the for- | tention of the House to the fact New England has not been taken care o It 
eigner has to pay the duty to a very great extent, but Republicans do aan? for the members from How Etna > Say = th a 
not believe that the prosperity of Europe should be promoted at the | Pngiand is not in it, nor ucar it; but 1 doubt if this inunolation of their interest 
expense of America or Americans. | will entirely satisfy their constituents, and there is very little in this bill tos 

Much will be said by Democraticspeakers within ile next few weeks | that any attention was given to New England interests 
about the robber tariff, as they and the foreign countries callit. Ta-e, 
for example, the proposed duty on tin-plate. Fifty thousand men are 
employed in Europe in making that article tor American use. 

We want to establish its manufacture here, furnishing employment 
for that number of our own people, and finding a market with them 
for products of our farms. We propose to establish it as every great 
manufactory here has been established, by protecting it from being 
crushed out as was done near twenty years ago by combined undersel!- 
ing of the foreign product until our own tin works were bankrupted 
and closed; then putting the prices high enough to recoup all losses. 

The increased cost of the laborer’s dinner-pail and the tin pans and 
pails of the farmers will be harped upon by Democratic speakers, ut- 
terly oblivious of the fact that if ever one thing was demonstrated | 
in the world it is that no prophecy of Democracy ever came true. 

When anindustry for which there are natural facilities in this country 
can secure a fair start, competition among our own people almost in- | 
variably reduces prices of domestic products below the price ofimported. 

; 
| 






When New England, and especially Democratic Representatives from 
New England, so bitterly complain that their interests are sacrificed in 
this bill to the agricultural West, I realize that possibly zeal in behalf 
of my section of the country might impel me to secure if I could more 
than a fair share of protective benefits. 

Another thing will be talked of by our Democratic friends—binding 
| twine. As a punishment to extortionate combinations it could be put 
on the free-list without causing sorrow to any one but the parties di- 
rectly interested. 

i A tariff bill ought not to be tainted with revenge. ‘This bill reduce 
the duty to seven-tenths of 1 cent per pound, the present duty be 
ing 24 cents, the manila and sisal-grass being put on the free-list 
Our Democratic friends can not consistently complain of this bill inas- 
much as their Mills bill of two years ago only proposed to reduce the 
duty to 1} cents per pound. The seven-tenths of 1 cent per pound on 
twine retained in this bili will no more tian pay the difference in cost of 
labor in this and other countries. 1t is reasonable to hope that in the 
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a ates eee as a sample from innumerable instan near future the flax fiber of the West, instead of being wasted, will be 
— = cite Rose 3 ‘ | utilized in the production of binding-twine, thus adding an industry 

The wire-nail indusiry is illustrative of the entire protective system. Up to | advantageous to agriculture. 
the year 1883 wire nails were all imported by a few concerns in the United | : °° al ; 1 nt ' ey, 
States, and they sold at the rate of Sakeg. The Republican Congress of 1883 Some of these provisions, I say. are not wholly satistacton y to me, 
puta duty of 4 —me pound ome. Our Democratic friends raved about | I find much, however, that is, and believe that in it the West and ag- 
itasatax. What ppened ? hy, we began the manufacture, and last year Sant . ‘res greater adv: ves by protectic Ram thee * 
we manufactured in this country about 2,500,000 kegs. Competition bas re- rieultare secures greater ad antages vy ot pores: vt = = 
duced eo here, and instead of the duty of 4 cents a pound “ permitting a corded before, and which will make farming prospe! 
oe cade eee aeeene be laid upon the domestic’ wire nails, man- On animals and farm products shipped from Canada duties are 
ufagturers are selling them to-day at 2.2 cents per pound, ora little more than arvely incre ; Is vw; ‘ ver R150 he dntv ia 2 
ene nail the aandant of the teria’ largely increased. Animals valued at over $150 each, the duty is 30 


In this connection the following figures showing the production and average per cent. instead of 20; cattle, $10 per head; sheep, $1.50; barley, 30 


een at 


price of wire nails from 1883 to 1889 are given: cents per bushel instead of present 10; oats, 15 instead of 10; butte: 
; and cheese, 6 instead of 4; beans, 40 instead of 12; hops, 15 instead of 








p 
Years, Product. a 8; hay, $4 per ton instead of $2; flaxseed, 25 cents instead of 20; po- 
' ree | tatoes, 25 cents instead of 15; eggs, 5 cents per dozen instead of being 
K j on the free-list as is now the case, and under which !aw last year 
oh ono oa | nearly $3,000,000 worth of eggs were imported from other countries. 
w), 5.00 | wa 7 ; = > ' : 1 
75, 000 5.00} Ibelieve that by this arrangement of the law the markets of the coun 
sere - ! = try will be so held by our farmers as to insure them fair prices for their 
500, $3.65 to 3.10 |. * d a * eines ‘ » indnetrica 1 ‘ » maintaing 
700,000 | 3.30 to2.65 | Products. To do this, however, other industries m is be main ained 
2,000,000 | 2.60 to 3.30 | from which to pay wages which can buy and pay for the farm products 
2,500,000 | 2.15 to2. 65 | at these fair prices. 
acne - | Our silver legislation utilizes for money the entire product of o 
Price at time speech was made, $2.20. mines and more, and stimulates mining so as to employ more men who 


Could anything better show the folly of the Democratic claim that the duty | will require more of the products of farms; so every encouraged in 
imposed on nails increased the cost to the purchaser ? dustry will; and for the people of Iowa and the Mississippi Valley, who 
{ believe in this bill—its general provisions—for several reasons. I | from the rich soil reap abundant harvests, I discern and prophesy thi 
believe in a reduction of the revenues to the actual requirements of | day as the dawning of a prosperous day, the beginning of years in which 
the Government properly administered. the industry of the people Whom I am proud to speak for on this floor 

This bill reduces the revenue to that basis. Had not the demands | to-day shall share generously in the grandest national prosperity yet 
of a patriotic and just people called for an enlarged expenditure for | known. 
pensions to the sons who defended their country much greater reduc- And yet our Democratic friends will vote against each and every 
tions could and would have been made. sit is, from fifty to seventy | proposition in this bil]. They will vote to prevent reduction of the 
millions of doliars’ reduction of revenue is secured. revenues as they voted against payment of pensions by the bill of June 

{ like the bill because the great reduction in revenue occurs where | 27, 1890; against free sugar; against taking 50 per cent. of the articles 
the tariff is unquestionably a tax upon our own people, the duty on | off the dutiable and putting them on the free list, as this does; against 
sugar. So small a part of our sugar is produced at home that the duty | taking the duty off those things which constitute a tax on their coun- 
is invariably added to the import price. trymen and leaving it on those things which tax only people of other 

That was a tax of $5 per family, levied on the poor and rich alike; | countries who desire to sell in our market; against adding to the duty 
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on agricultural products which come from abroad into direct competi- domestic uses of sugar, comes in free, and will be as cheap in N 
| York asit is in London, The sugar refiners ean never again ro} 


tion with the products of American farms. 
They will vote so as to please the people of Europe, to make friends 
in European cabinets and chambers of commerce. 
It was because of their propensity to favor what England desired 
that Sackville- West, the British minister, committed his indiscretion in 
svor of their Presidential candidate in 1888. British interests are 
not, and never were, American interests. The Republican party has no 
hope, no aspiration for European approval. Its hope is for the grand- 
eur, the prosperity, and happiness of America and her people. This 
bill is for America and Americans. Itspeaks for them, and them only. 


By defending the interests and rights of one’s country no applause of 
foreigners Is of necessity won 

Chose were grand words of the great Iron Chancellor when he said, 
‘*We Germans fear God and nothing else.”’ I commend the words to 
the timid friends on the other side. Fear only God and do your duty. 
Republicans will protect you. Do not make the smiles of foreign cabi- 


nets as well as blight, mildew, floods, and drought the basis of your 
political hopes. 

A few weeks ago, in the discussion of the seal-fishery question, it was 
stated that a foreign ministerserved notice on our Government that for 
seizure of poaching sealing vessels ourcountry would be ‘“held responsi- 
ble.’’ The Republican party in protecting the interests of our people and 
country declare themselvesand the country ready forall responsibility. 
It is a responsibility of patriotism. For such responsibility the Re- 
publican party stands ready to answer to God and country. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr. Speaker, it has been said that this bill fully 
satisfies nobody in all particulars. I am not surprised that this is so. 
It could not be reasonably expected that a measure covering the whole 
field of American interests could be drawn to the perfect satisfaction 
of everybody. In such great measures the spirit of mutual conces- 
sion must govern the conduct of all, I am glad that, after months of 
labor, a bill has been perfected that in so equitable a way applies the 
doctrine of protection to all American affairs. 

The ery that is heard here from New England, that this bill is un- 
friendly to her interests, does not distress me very much. I have read 
fifty telegrams from cordage manufacturers, calling upon New England 
men to kill the tariff bill rather than submit to a rate of less than 1 
cent a pound on binding-twine. I do not want to see the cordage in- 
dustry destroyed, but it isdue to the victims of the twine combine on 
the prairies of the West that binding-twine should come in at seven- 
tenths of a cent—one-half the rate named in the Mills bill. 

We rather enjoy it when we hear a speech like that delivered on 
this floor May 20, 1890, by my Democratic friend, the eminent gentle- 
man from Massachusetts [Mr. O’NeIL]. Hear him as he bewails the 
fact that ‘‘ New England, its people, and its interests have been ig- 
nored,”’ 

I have no doubt that the Commitice on Ways and Means 

Says this weeping Representative— 
in making up the bill, intended to prepare a measure for the whole country ; 
but it happens, unfortunately for the section which I represent in part, that the 
committee overlooked New England. Throughout our interests have been 
overlooked by this committee; and as one man from that section I protest 
against the action of the committee in shutting out all consideration of New 
England industries. 

While there is not as much truth in this gloomy view as my Massa- 
chusetts Democratic brother thinks, yet there is enough to emphasize 
the fact that the time has come when the corn country and the wheat 
country have as much to say about the tariff as the cities and villages 
of Massachusetts. The new influence ot the American farm has been 
felt in this House since the firstday of its session. Thatis whatit means 
when the products of the farm for the first time take their proper 
place in the list of protected industries. Democratic campaign litera- 
ture may claim that the American farm gets no return from the duty 
on grain, live-stock, poultry, and vegetables. They say the farmers’ 
tariff isa humbug. The foreign competitors of the American farm do 
not think so. Last year they sent here, to displace the product of our 
own people, sixty-five million dollars’ worth of farm products. Next 
year they will not doas well. Even now they are running a race with 
the tariff bill. Yesterday I cut this item from the Washington Post: 

KincstTon, ONTARIO, Seplember 24. 

There is a great demand for vessels to carry grain and live-stock to the United 
States in consequence of the probable passage of the McKinley bill. Doubie as 
much barley has been exported up to date as ever was before. 

In every schedule of the tariff bill the influence of the great West 
has been felt, not asan enemy to destroy American industries, but as 
a friend to build up the American market by a tariff high enough to 
ward off the successful competition of foreign producers. The united 
demand of the farmers of the United States has given us free sugar for 
the first time in our history. 

The duty on sugar was not a protectiveduty. Itdid not after years 
of trial stimulate sugar production in the United States. Theretore it 
became a revenue duty and was in effect, unlike protective duties, a 
burden upon every consumer of sugar. Under the leadership of Gov- 
ernor GEAR, of Iowa, Congress has given to the people free sugar— 
saving to them the sum of $56,000,000 a year. Hereaftera good article 
of merchantable sugar, good for any use and the best for nearly all the 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 





SEPTEMBER 27, 


people of the United States, and the duty of five-tenths of a cen; 
pound lefton refined sugar is a moderate protection for a great ind: 
being much less than was proposed in the Mills bill. 

But the production of sngar is a branch of agriculture. There 
good reason why, like France and Germany, we should not by « 
ple system of bounties build up the beet, sorghum, and cane ind 
until the product of our own farms should supply our own peop): 
sugar. Wehave therefore given to the producer of raw sugara b 
equivalent to the old duty, and under that impulse I believe 1) 
is not far distant when the sugar of the American people, cheap 
any country of the world, will be produced on the plantations . 
South and on the farms of the West. 

It has been loudly claimed that the Kepublican tariff biil has ra 
the duties all along the line. The claim is false. The Repub 
policy has simply followed the national platform of 1888, reduci: 
duties which could be reduced without inviting a ruinous import 
of foreign goods and raising those duties which were not high eno 
to prevent the agents of foreign houses trom coming to New Yor) 
driving American manufacturers out of business. We have mai 
American tariff without much regard toeither the interests or the : 
ings of other countries. Indignation meetings have been held ins 
field and in other cities of England, Germany,and Austria. They: 
dently fear over there that the new tariff is likely to be a tax. 

I believe that the good sense of the American people will see tha: 
interests of England are not the first concern of the Congress o/ | 
United States. Our Democratic friends complain that in this bil! 
seek not only to protect old industries, but to create new ones. | 
mit it. The bill openly proposes to establish in the United States 
least two industries not heretofore successtul, the tin-plate and t 
linen industry. The Republican party thinks the time has come 
make our own tin-plate and stop buying it of a syndicate of Eng 
producers. 

Wiped out no less than twice by foreign competition, the tin-p|a‘ 
industry is to-day dead and buried under a 1-cent-a-pound reve: 
duty. That duty is raised to 2} cents, and the Republican party stakes 
its judgment that the immediate effect of establishing among us t! 
tin-plate business will be to cheapen the products of tin to the « 
sumers of the United States. Already factories are being put in or- $ 
der to make American tin-plate. In St. Louis, in Chicago, and in , 
Pittsburgh the business will be done, hitherto done in Wales, and ‘ 

000 men will be eagerly exchanging American wages for American 

bread and meat. Nor will the consumers of tin-plate suffer ary mo: 

than the consumers of wire nails suffered in 1883, when a tariff o/ $. 

a keg was put on imported wire nails, They were selling for $6 a keg 4 
The result was that factories sprung up everywhere and the tariff, | 

stead of taxing the consumer, produced this astonishing result: 

In 1883, 50,000 kegs of wire nails were produced in this country ; ; 
1884, 75,000; in 1885, 200,000; in 1886, 500,000; in 1887, 700,000; 
1888, 2,000,000; in 1889, 2,500,000, and the output this vear will 
3,000,000 kegs. Hereisa total of over 9,000,000 kegs of wire nails p 
duced where not one was produced before, as the result of protect 
The average price of wire nails was $6 a keg in 1883, $5 in 1884, > 4 
1885, $3.50 in 1886, $2.97 in 1887, $2.45 in 1888, and $2.40 in 1889 a 
1890. The 9,000,000 kegs were sold for $23,000,000, including the u: 
sold product of this year. At $6 a keg, the price before the tariff w: 
made protective in 1883,these nails would have cost the American p: 
ple, at wholesale, over $54,000,000, 

The free-trade theory is that the tariff is a tax, hence wire nails shou |! 
cost $8 akeg. The fact is that the present selling price is $2.40 a k. 
Tin-plate, with adequate protection, will show a similar gain, and 
the end lower rather than increase in price, which is at present arb 
trarily imposed by English manufacturers. 

It is not alone in the tariff bill that the hand of the West is seen 
this Congress. This has been called the farmers’ year in Congress. 
challenge any man to name any session of Congress since the Gove: 
ment was established when so great a variety of useful legislation ) 
been enacted. 

A glance at the record of this House, now emancipated from thc 
slavery of obstruction and delay, shows a remarkable list of wise | 
enacted to promote the interests of the people. I will not try to e: - 
merate them. First of all, I regard the pension act of June 27 a 
splendid step in the direction of justice to the maimed and worn 
veterans of the Union Army. 

No nation and no age ever witnessed so substantial an expression : 
popular gratitude. Yet in the nature of things it falls far short of t! 
full recognition of valor and sacrifice which is in the heart of every | 
triotic American. 

The act of July 12, providing for the free coinaze of the whole pro! 
uct of the American silver mines, is a monument to thie wisdom of th': 
Congress. It expands the currency by the annual addition of not !es: 
than $60,000,000 and keeps the money of the people as good as go!'!. 

The immediate effect of this law has been to advance the price of 51: 
ver, and with the advance of silver every product of agriculture has 
felt the influence of advancing prices. It has solved the silver ques 
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easy and plain. : . 

All this has been done without panic or financial convulsion, and 
in the light of what we have seen and done the words of Mr. Cleve- 
Jand’s last message to Congress read like the lines of acomedy. He 
said: ** The Secretary recommends the suspension of the further coinage 
of silver, andin such recommendation I earnestly concar.’’ The com- | 
edy lies in the queer fact that the very tellows who are most eager to 


tion and made the way to the free coinage of the world’s silver supply | 
! 


make Mr. Cleveland President again are to-day the loudest in their | 


pretended friendship for silver. On the other hand listen to the words 
of President Harrison’s first message: “‘I have always been an advo- 
cate of the use of silver in our currency. We are large producers of 
that metal and should not discreditit.’’ I predict that before the Ad 
ministration of President Harrison ends silver will be coined by the 
United States without limit, as gold is now coined. 

3ut beside these great acts of Congress we have seen this House re- 
spond in many ways to the reasonable petitions of the farmers of the 
United States. The act to increase the endowment of the agricult- 
ural colleges is an example; also the act to secure the official inspec- 
tion of meat products for foreign shipment. Men make a great mistake 
in supposing that the organization of the farmers of the United States 
means an attack on the American system of protection to American 
industry. There have been only two protests against the pending 
tariff bill. 

One came from foreign centers of trade and industry and the other 
from the agents of foreign factories, commonly called importers. These 
came down here from New York in great trains of palace cars to pro- 
test against the preservation of the American market. Their business 
is to sell foreign goods and they undertook to speak for commerce and 
agriculture. Oneof them said to me that they represented more money 
than there is in the Treasury of the United States. They learned be- 
fore they got away from this Capital that this Congress has at last got 
into the control of men who think more of an American factory than 
of a foreign factory, and who believe that the United States ought to 
be managed in the interest of its own people. 

But while the American farmer is the friend of the American fac- 
tory, the American furnace, and the busy fields of all American in- 
dustry, still he demands that the exactions of avarice and greed shall 
be removed from the American market-place. That is the meaning 
of the popular demand for a law to define and prohibit trusts and con- 

iracies in restraint of trade. The act passed by this Congress is in 

e right direction. Some say it will fail. I deny that it isa failure. 
In the New York Times of September 13 I find a business advertise- 
ment that means a good deal. It relates to the dissolution of the 
American Cotton-Oil Company, commonly called the Cotton-Oil Trust. 
Among other things the advertisement says: 


In explanation of the large decrease of net profits of the current year, we 
beg leave to say that hostile legislation and adverse litigation embarrassed the 
trust organization, impaired its credit, increased its expenses, and crippled its 
resources. 


Already the Departmert of Justice has begun to move on theseene- 
mies of legitimate business. The following is from the New York 
World of to-day: 

United States District-Attorney Ruhm, acting under direction of the Attorney- 
General at Washington, yesterday filed a petition in the United States circuit 
eourt nst the fourteen comrentians owning or operating mines and send- 
ing coal to Nashville and the three local cval dealers. 

his petition alleges that a trust exists between the corporations and firms, 
and that it fixes the prices of coal and monopolizes and controls the coal trade 
of Nashville; that lump coal is valued at the mines at 4} cents, the dealer is al- 
lowed 44 cents margin, and that one-half of all advances above freight rates is 
given the mine-owners, and so with other classes of coal; that the mine-own- 
ers obligate themselves to not sell toanybody but membersofthe Coal Exchange, 
and that local dealers obligate themselves to not buy from any mine-owner or 
operator not in the combination. 

The petition asks that the parties named be made defendants, and that they 
be required to answer as to the truth of the charges, and that an injunction be 
issued that they be enjoined or otherwise prohibited from violating the pro- 
visions of the anti-trust act, approved July 2, 1890, This is one of the first pro- 
ceedings taken under the new law. 


The present law will be faithfully executed, and if it finally fails in 
reaching the result the farmers of the United States wiil see that it is 
perfected and that no measure is spared to restore to American busi- 
ness the pri of honorable competition. 

The influence of the farm has been seen also in the recent vote in 
this House for the protection of lard against the bogus trade-marks of 
those pirates who for years have grown rich by swindling and false 
pretenses. It has been seen also in the law just enacted to forfeit all 
unearned railroad land ts. Whatever may have been wise thirty 

ears ago, it is evident that the railroads which have not earned their 

ds by building their roads have no right to the lands and ought to 
be compelled to restore them to the public domain. 

It has been seen also in the measure reported by the Committee on 
Agriculture intended to define options and futures and to prevent gangs 
of adventurers in the great centers of trade from kiting in the air the 
crops of the world—buying without either ability or intention to re- 
ceive and selling without ability or intention to deliver. This busi- 
ness has been doomed by the adverse judgment of the farmers of the 
United States, They have taken a whip of smal! cords and are about 
to drive trom the temples of American trade and business the whole 
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fictitions dealing. They are not radicals or 
fanatics. They are the true, conservative force in American society 
The real anarchist of our day is not the miserable wretch ina garret 


brood of fraudulent and 


working out his infernal ideas with gas-pipe and dynamite. We need 


not fear such a man, The true anarchist in modern times is the blood- 
less spirit of wealth acquired without con nce, a spirit that in all 
ages has considered property as a mere po nd treated t i 
monwealth as a cheap and helpless word 

Against this spirit the farmers of t United States are preparit 
an organized crusade—not to cripple industries that have been fostered 
by our laws, not to swamp our own country in: Ipless competition 
with the misery of Europe, but rather to reform t! ross and insolent 
abuses of the modern commerce and to save the American market-p! 
for the legitimate business of the American people. Applause. | 

Mr. McKINLEY. Mr. Speaker, I yield fifteen minutes of the time 


of this side to the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. TURNER]. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair would inquire of the gen 
tleman from Ohio whether this is in addition to the thirty minutes 
yielded to the gentleman from Tennessee. 

Mr. MCKINLEY. Yes. I havealready yielded thirty-five minutes, 
and I now yield fifteen minutes more, to the other sid 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. Iam greatly indebted to the gentleman 
from Ohio for his courtesy. I yield such time as I had remaining, to- 
gether with the fifteen minutes just granted me by the gentleman from 


, 


Ohio, to the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. WILg«TNson ]. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Louisiana [ Mr. 


WILKINSON] has seventeen minutes. 

Mr. WILKINSON. Mr. Speaker, I well know that what I am about 
to say will not change a single vote on this question or stop for a single 
moment the adoption by the majority side of this House of the con 
ference report on this bill. 

With scarcely a pretense of deliberation, for a third time this House 


| is called on to take such summary action on this measure as had beeu 


decreed by the little junta that control with absolute sway all pro- 
ceedings here. Time for sufficient argument, explanation, and amend- 
ment never has been permitted. The time to change a line or word 
| among all its two hundred pages is gone forever now. 

Almost every man beyond yonder aisle will, this evening, cast his 
vote for this bill. Those on that side whose interests and the interests 
| of whose constituents it has injured or neglected have learned so many 








lessons of obedience to domination that they will not refuse to take 
one lesson more before we adjourn. 

Those who have been clamorous for the repeal of the taxes on man 
ufactured tobacco will give their assent to a reduction of 2 cents per 
pound instead of the whole 8 cents per pound which the last Demo- 
cratic House of Representatives in the Mills bill had cheerfully ac- 
corded. With a modesty more commendable in little children than in 
matured statesmen they will assent to receiving one-quarter of what 
they asked, one-quarter of what had been promised them and what 
their people had a right to demand ! 

And the loudest advocate for free binder-twine will yield obedience 
to the fiat that has gone forth. Vociferous even as the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. Payson] for a trifling benefit to the farmer (which, with 
binder-twine at seven-tenths cent per pound duty would only amount 
to a tax of 1.4 cents per acreon the wheat and oats bound), and submit- 
ting like him without 2 murmur to duties on woolen goods twenty 
times more burdensome to the farmer, even such as he, who ‘“‘strains 
ata gnat and swallowsa camel,’’ and all like him will vote for this bill. 

Mr. Speaker, it is a favorite maxim with the Republican party that 
the tariff is not a tax—except in those particulars that it suits their 
convenience to make otherwise. 

It is not to be a tax eventually (they reason) so far as tin-plates are 
concerned. It is a tax so far as sugar is concerned. Some of them 
seem to think that the duty is a tax so far as binder-twine is concerned. 
Their delusive idea is that wecan shift many of the burdens of govern 
ment onto the manufacturers of Europe, who will be compelled to de- 
duct our duties out of their prices, thereby contributing largely to the 
support of our Government. 

This is a conclusion, Mr. Speaker, unjustified by the experience of 
all civilized countries that have ever existed, that somebody else be- 
side themselves must pay the taxes of the Government which gives 
them its benefits and which they are bound tosupport. For thousands 
of years, Mr. Speaker, nothing has been more certain than ‘‘ 
taxes.”? While life lasts, while governments exist, we can not escape 
the one, we can not evade the other. 

This Congress, Mr. Speaker, has indulged in a very unusual pro- 
cedure. It has seen fit, whether justly or unjustly I do not propose 
now to say, to enormously increase the expenses of the Government. 
And yet at the same time it proposes now to take from the revenues 
of the Government, on a single article, a sum as great as the expenses 
which have been added to it. It proposes to add $50,000,000 or more 
to its expenses and at the same time to subtract from its revenues 
about $50,000,000 by putting sugar on the free-list. 
the taxes on tobacco? Oh, no. 

The members of the committee say that the tobacco taxes, or most 
of them, are needed, but that the amonnt received from the sugar du- 
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ties—about twice as much as the entire internal-revenue taxes on to- 
bacco—that the sugar duties can and should be dispensed with, thereby 
setting at naught and treating with contempt the declaration of the 
Chicago platform, which says, in substance, that before one iota of the 
protective system should be removed or abrogated, the entire internal- 
revenue system should be abolished. 

The taxes on manufactured tobacco ($18,000,000) can not be spared, 
but the sugar duties, fifty millions and more, can be dispensed with, say 
they. How is this possible, lask, Mr. Speaker? How can the Govern- 
ment add to its expenses fifty millions and more and take away from 
its receipts a like sum at the same time? It is possible only in one 
way, and that is to enormously increase other taxes, to raise the tarifi 
ou many other things, to add many other burdens in place of the one 
that is taken off. 

Increase taxation on other necessaries of life, on household utensils, 
vn blankets, on woolen and linen goods, on clothing, on the glass that 
lets in warmth and sunlight to our homes, on the roofing that protects 
us from rain and storm, on a hundred things that I could name—do 
this as you now propose to finally consummate, and you have indced 
made it possible to increase your expenses $50,000,000 and more, and 
at the same time to strike down one source of your receipts amounting 
to a like sum. 

And this system of increasing taxation on so many things to make 
up for its decrease on one is hard on the tax-payer, but it has one 
great advantage. It enables the Republican party to pay off its polit- 
ical debts to those interests whose lavish contributions bought success 
in the last campaign. 

And what is there so dreadful about this one tax which you remove 
with so much glee while you increase hundreds of items and permit 
thousands to remain? JHorribile dictu! Itisarevenue tax. I hada 
sort of notion that the Government, which has now to collect $450, 000, - 
000 annually, has some need for revenue taxes; that fifty millions ofa 
revenue tax might not come amiss where nine times that amount was 
needed to pay the expenses of the Government, especially when this 
revenue tax is not sufficient tc pay one-half of a singleitem of Govern- 
ment expense, the pensions. 

And yetif the leaders of the Republican party held these viewsabout 
a revenue tax, why did they increase very largely the duty on tin- 
plates, which is purely a revenue duty, and decree at the same time 
that the dut y on sugar, which is a seven-eighths revenue duty, must be 
abolished ? 

Has it come to this, Mr. Speaker, that revenue must no longer be an 
object, especially now, when such tremendous revenues are needed? 
Must revenue hereafter be the incident, not the object of taxation? 
Down with the revenue taxes, say the economists of the new school! 
That tax is to be detested, according to their reasoning, the most of 
which reaches the Treasury, and that tax to be commended the least 
of which reaches the Treasury. Carry the new doctrine to its logical 
conclusion, and that tax would be best of all none of which would 
reach the Treasury. 

Mr, Speaker, sugar must go on the free-list at the will of your party 
regardless of its rallying ery of protection to American industries, for 
revenue duty, as the sugar duty chiefly is, under its maintenance has 
grown up an industry supporting in whole and in part in Louisiana 
alone nearly half a million of people. You justify your action by pro- 
fessing—and how those professions have been carried out in the very 
begipning I shall allude to later on-—by professing that you mean to 
do no harm to this industry. 

Members of the Ways and Means Committee have expressed the 
greatest regard, the tenderest solicitude about the welfare of the people 
in the sugar industry of Louisiana. The gentleman from Ohio, the 
chairman of the committee [Mr. MCKINLEY], often expressed his de- 
sire to be just tous; the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. GEAR] hasclaimed 
that he would not harm us for anything in the world, and many others 
have expressed themselves in asimilar manner. 

The duty on sugar must go, the leaders said, but a bounty of 2 cents 
a pound would be given in its place. ‘* We will give you protection 
in its extremest form,’’ and, they might have added, its most unpop- 
ular forn. 

Our position, Mr. Speaker, and the position of the Representatives 
from Louisiana and the producers from Louisiana has been expressed 
on this subject in no uncertain voice. 

In this Congress, where freedom of speech has been so much cur- 
ae there has been little time for debate on this subject permitted 
by the regulators of this House, but in former Congresses more time 
has been given for its consideration. 

The sugar tariff, sir, as the members of this House know, was insti- 
tuted more than one hundred years ago in the first tariff bill ever en- 
acted in this country. 

The sugar producers of Louisiana have protested against the repeal 
or an inequitable reduction of the sugar duties, but have never come 
to Congress to ask the imposition of a duty or the increase of one 
already in existence. 

We found the system of finance in relation to the sugar duty in- 
stituted by Mr. Madison before there was a single pound of sugar made 
in this country, We found a system that had been in every tariff bill 
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ever passed in this country, and we felt that we had a right, unde, 
the circumstances, to go on with security in a calling under a fin 
cial system that had been justified by the use and experience and y, 
dom and patriotism of a hundred years. 

Not only, Mr. Speaker, was this system of sugar duties in exist; 
in this country, but it prevailed in every country of continental Ex: 
where in France, Germany, Spain, Italy, Belgium, and Aust: 
sugar duties are far higher than they are in this country, and 
in most of those countries the production of the very article which y 
now propose to put upon the free-list, starting from a small beginni: 
but a few years ago, has been the source of wealth and prosperit 
told. 

We have always opposed, Mr. Speaker, the substitution of a boun 
in the place of the system of duties that has so long prevailed. We ha) 
never asked for the imposition of taxes for our special benefit other 
| 
| 
j 
| 
| 
| 
j 
| 
| 





those that have been recognized as just and wise by the course of thi. 
country for a century in its methods of raising the revenueg for its 
port and by the example in this particular of almost the entire civ 
world. 

Mr. Speaker, no party in this country has ever before made suc) 
sudden and such sweeping changes in the revenue laws of the count 
where hundreds of thousands of its people are so vitally interested ;; 
a calling which the Government of this country has incidentally 
unintentionally, built up, maintained, and encouraged throughout 
whole existence. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Will the gentleman permit me t 
him a question ? 

Mr. WILKINSON. I will. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Does the gentleman maintain th 
tariil of 2 cents a pound is nota tax? I believeit is held on you: 
that a tariff isa tax. Is it any less a tax than a bounty ? 

Mr. WILKINSON. I said in the very beginning that the tariff \ 
atax. From a purely revenue standpoint, a tariff of 2 cents per pou 
going into the people’s Treasury for the people’s use is certainly les 
tax on them than the same amount going out of that Treasury for s: 
body else’s use. And generally speaking, whether from a revenue : 
protection standpoint, tariffs go into the Treasury and bounties go 
and that seems to me to be a very material difference. The incr rea 
of price of the home product under a tariff, the cheapening ot | 
by home competition (your favorite doctrine as a Republican)—: allt 
subjects would enter into a proper answer to your question, @ut | 
not go further into the subject, because my time will soon expire,a 
as you know, the time on this side is very limited. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. I sympathize with your side on 1 

Mr. WILKINSON. Whatever the merits or demerits of the bow: - 
system, whether painted in the bright lines of its own advocates 

the dark ones of our own apprehensions, we looked upon this cha 
| as inevitable. The leading members on the other side asserted « 
and over again that a bounty of 2 cents a pound would be paid inst: 
| of the duty, and that no damage would inure to the sugar intere:t 
| Louisiana or the rest of the country interested in that culture in iwa 
ing the proposed change. Now, in the face of these assertions, at ‘ 
very outset, before the law is even passed, much less carried into eti: 
how have they carried out the repeated pledges that they made ‘ 

When the time came for action their solicitude for our interests \ 
ished as the baseless fabricofasummerdream. When the time came 
adhere to pledges, made in speeches on this floor, by the action of 1 
House, by the concurrent action of the Senate, the pledges were unr 
deemed, the most positive utterances now on the pages of onr reco 
were utterly ignored or forgotten! 

Four members from this House and four from the other underto 
to set aside the action of both Houses of Congress which bad only gi 
them consideration of their ‘‘ disagreeing votes,’’ and changed a p 
tion of this bill, which passed the Senate identically the same a: 
passed the House. 

These conferees from the Republican side in secret changed the })ov: 
clause on sugar by increasing the required test to 90 degrees for the bo 
ty of 2 cents and reducing the proposed bounty from 2 cents, as it | 
passed both the House and the Senate, to 1} cents between 80 anil 
degrees, thereby striking a blow specially at the producers of the poore 
grades of sugar and those least able to bear the blow, and scatter 
to the four winds of heaven the pledges that had been so repeat! 
made. 

The doors were guarded fast to keep out every one except a {1\ 
few from these secret deliberations where blows were struck at |! 
dearest interests of my people. Ay, Mr. Speaker, they were hid¢ 
from the public gaze in their secret chambers, hidden so well th it | 
can only guess whose brain it was that planned the blow and pl: 
it so that no recourse was left for the victims of their wrong. v 
this that fair play that Americans are thought to love? Was | 

justice? Was this a redemption of the pledges that had been so ot! 
made? 

And what of that other pledge, made not so specifically as the ov: 
havealluded to perhaps, but nevertheless repeatedly made, that no hi. 
should come in making the c’ from one system to the other’ 
the terms of this bill as agreed on by the conferees, in the change ! 


































































1890. 





a duty to a bounty, for a number of months there will be neither 
bounty nor duty. From April 1 to the opening of the Louisiana crop, 
a period of, say, six months, the duty is to be taken off and no bounty 
provided. The bill, itis true, says the free sugar and the bounty shall 
take effect at the same time, on Aprill. I quote: 

Sec. 241. That the provisions of this act providing terms for the admission of 
imported sugars ond molasses and for the nape y of a bounty on sugars of 
domestic production shall take effect on the Ist day of April, 1891: Provided, That 
on and after the Ist day of March, 1891,and prior to the Ist day of April, 1s91, 
sugars not exceeding No. 16 Dutch standard in color may be refined in bond 
without payment of duty, and such refined sugars may be transported in bond 
and stored in bonded warehouse at such points of destination as are provided 
in existing laws relating to the immediate tranportation of dutiable goods in 
bond, under such laws and regulations as shall be prescribed by the Secretary 
of the Treasury. : 

It says in this paragraph that the bounty and free sugar for consump- 
tion shall go into effect at the same time, but by a directly contradict- 
ory provision in a previous portion of the bill it makes the obtaining 
of a bounty impossibleatthattime. It forces the whole crop of Louisi- 
ana to go into the market, the most of the part suitable for refining be- 
fore the Ist of March, and the other portion before the Ist of April. It 
compels the sale of the whole of the present growing Louisiana crop be- 
fore the Ist day of April, or after that time its sale in competition with 
sugar on the free-list without any bounty whatever. 

Different members of the conference committee were informed again 
and again that the Louisiana crop did not all go into consumption un- 
til many months after the Ist day of April, and that to compel it to go 
into consumption before that time without the promised bounty on the 
portion that would be left unconsumed on April 1 would be the great- 
est hardship to our people. But the great regard for our interest that 
had been so often professed, the tender solicitude that had been uttered 
so often by gentlemen having this matter in charge vanished into thin 
air, as it had done before when put to the crucial test. 

But the gentleman from Ohio, the chairman of the committee [ Mr. 
McKINLEY], said to-day that we had been heard on this question. 
Sir, we did havea hearing of a few minutes before the Ways and Means 
Committee, but our urgent and repeated requests to be heard by the 
conterence committee were peremptorily refused. 

But, Mr. Speaker, the doors of the conference committee were not 
always closed. 

According to the Philadelphia Press of yesterday— 

Mayor Fitler, of Philadelphia, was admitted tothe room and made to the com- 
mittee a detailed statement of the cost of manufacturing binding-twine, with 
the difference in the wages paid in the millsin this country and in China and 
other foreign countries, and the number of men that would be thrown out of 
employment if binding-twine were placed on the free-list, and the value of the 
plants that would be made useless, and the ruin that would be wrought gener- 
ally. Every member of the conference committee who listened to Mayor Fit- 
ler’s statements, and who examined the documents presented on the question, 


agreed that it would be a legislative outrage of the worst character to put bind 
ing-twine on the free-list. 


Your doors were open to an outsider, but a Senator, and a Senator- 
elect from my State, my colleagues and I, representing the interests of 
400,000 people, were peremptorily refused a hearing before that con- 
ference committee. 

Mr. COLEMAN. Will my colleague permit a question ? 

Mr. WILKINSON. Certainly. 

Mr. COLEMAN. Would you have voted for this tariff bill if they 
had not touched the sugar schedule ? 

Mr. WILKINSON. No, I would not. 
cratic side. } 

Mr. COLEMAN. I would. 

Mr. WILKINSON. Even it the provisions as to sugar had been 
made to conform to my views, that one change would not have cured 
the bill of all the outrageous sectionalism, of all the iniquitous pro- 
visions which would have remained in it to tax and oppress the people 
of this country. [Applause on the Democratic side. ] 

Bat, Mr. Speaker, whenever I went to see any of the conferees on 
this subject, whenever I insisted on devoting to them a small portion 
of my valuable time, which they were so modest as sometimes to seem 
loath to accept [laughter]—I make a few exceptions, however—I say 
whenever I did that there scemed to be a most unaccountable desire on 
the part of that conferee to go somewhere else; the most pressing busi- 
ness seemed to require his presence in some other portion of the Capitol. 
A number of them, one after another, said: ‘‘Oh, we know ali about 
it; we know all about it; we know just what your people want.”’ That 
is tosay, Mr. Speaker, they knew all about sugar even better than those 
who had been engaged in the business for many years. They know 
more about the manufacture of utensils from tin than the gentleman 
from Missouri [Mr. NiEpRINGHAUS]J; more about—— 

TheSPEAKER protempore. Thetimeof the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. WILKINSON. Mr. Speaker, I was promised five minutes by 


[Applause on the Demo- 


the gentleman from, New York [Mr. Frower], and I should like to 


take the time now. 


_ The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New York, who 
is not in the Chamber, has given no intimation to the Chair as to the 


disposition of the remainder of his time, but the Chair accepts the as 


surance of the gentleman from Louisiana, who will proceed for five 


minutes. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 









been omitted in the sugar schedule. 
20 cents a gallon in addition to the bounty on maple sugar, but cane 
sirup and cane molasses, all the products of the cane up to 16 Dutch 
standard, are made free. 


Mr. WILKINSON. Now, Mr. Speaker, when these individual con- 
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ferees were such indifferent listeners, as I have described, and pro- 
tested that the information that was offered them was already possessed 
by them, I could not help being astounded at the extent and variety 
of the knowledge that must be possessed by any one man to master in 
such a complete mannerall the vast and varied interests affected by this 
bill—I felt as Goldsmith says the villagers felt about theirschool master 

And still they gazed. and still the wonder grew 

That one small head « ld « ry Lhe knew, 


[ Laughter. ] 


I have said, Mr. Speaker, that this was a sectional bill. The gen- 


tleman from Ohio! Mr. MCKINLEY] told us the other day that this bill 
was not sectional because it placed a duty on yellow pine higher than 


the duty on white pine. So far as yellow pine is concerned, there is 
an enormous quantity of it shipped abroad from the Gulf States—Loui- 
siuna, Mississippi, Alabama, and Florida. They are large exporters 
of it, but import none whatever, and none of the people interested in 
the business to whom I ever spoke on the subject seemed to care one 


whit what the duty on yellow pine was. 
but, Mr. Speaker, the sectionalism of which I have spoken has not 
Maple sirup is given a duty of 


Mr. DINGLEY. The gentleman ismistaken asto maple sirup. It 
was struck out in conference. 

Mr. WILKINSON. I based my statement on my understanding of 
the wording of the sugarschedules, which I have just read in the con- 
ference report; but of course I accept the statement of the gentleman 
from Maine, who was one of the conferees. 

But, Mr. Speaker, how about the sectionalism in another respect? 
This bill proposes to help the beet-growing industry of the Northwest 
and refuses to help the sugar-cane interest of the South in a similar 
manner. The bill provides for the free introduction of all maehinery 
for the manufacture of beet-sugar for about two and a half years from 
last January (from January 1, 1890, to July 1, 1892), but when an 
amendment was offered in the Senate to admit free of duty the machin- 
ery for making cane-sugar by the latest methods, which is almost iden- 
tical with the latest machinery for making beet-sugar, that amend- 
ment was defeated. 

Mr. Speaker, | could go on to mention other inequalities, other sec 
tionalism in this bill. I might tell of how twine to tie wheat and oats 
was enormously decreased and iron ties to fasten cotton enormously 
increased; how theduty on barley was raised on the one hand and that 
on rice put down on the other. I have no time to go through the list. 

Go on, Republicans; go on and pass by your united or your almost 
united vote your iniquitous, your sectional bill. Go on, if you choose, 
and make your boasts before the people all over the country that you 
have put sugar on the free-list, but for one tax taken off forget not to 
tell them of the other taxes on the necessaries of life that have been 
enormously increased soas to make that one reduction possible. | Ap- 
plause on the Democratic side. } 

Mr. McMILLIN. I now yield to the gentleman from Texas [ Mr. 
CRAIN]. 

Mr. CRAIN. Mr. Speaker, availing myself of the latitude allowed 
in the debate upon the conference report now before the House, I de- 
sire to submit some observations upon the political and financial condi- 
tion of the South as affected by the tariff and by the legislation provided 
for in the pending measure, and proposed in the force bill, and to call 
attention to the methods adopted and practiced in the trials of contested- 
election cases. 

These trials are solemn mockeries, solemn in form, mockeries in sub 
stance. 

We are constituted by the organic law jurors aud judges to dete: 
mine which of the parties to a contest is rightiully entitled to a seat 
upon the floor of this House; but in truth and in fact, as was said by 
the Speaker in an article which recently appeared in one of the maga- 
zines, contested elections are decided before’they are called up for con- 
sideration. 

As soon as it was manifest that the Republican party had a very 
slim majority in the House of the Fifty-first Congress, the announce- 
ment was made that it had to be increased to ‘‘a good working majo. 
ity;’’ and the very moment the report of the majority of the Commit- 
tee on Elections upon any contested case was known to be unfavorable to 


a sitting meniber, he began to receive expressions of e-ndolence from 
his political friends of the minority and of his personal friends among 
the majority. 

The programme of ejectment was carried out with great haste in the 
early part of the session as votes were needed to sustain the course 


marked out for the majority by the Speaker; but its performance has 
been much slower of late and some of the contested cases will doubt 
less go over to the next session. 

The correctness of the propositions enunciated by me is demonstrated 
by the small attendance of members during these trials except when 
the roll is called. 

Hours, and in some instances days, are consumed in debate upon the 
disputed question which claimant should be seated, and hardly a cor- 








10598 





poral’s guard of members are listeners. The committee is in theory 
supposed to be unbiased and judicial, but in practice it is too often 
biased and non-judicial. 

The Constitution of the United States and those of the several States 
provide that the humblest person shall be confronted by his accusers 
before he can be convicted of a crime, and yet a member ot this House 
was turned out of his seat upon testimony taken during his absence 
and in a different State from that in which he resided, and when a com- 
mittee of investigation was asked for by the Democrats in the House 
it was denicd., Another member came here with a majority at his 
back nearly three times as large as that by which the present Speaker 
claims a seat in the Fifty-second Congress, and yet at the behest of the 
majority of the Committee on Elections that member was ejected be- 
cause it was suspected that all the votes against him had not been 
counted. 

But recently, on an ex parte hearing, the people were deprived ot the 
services of a' gentleman conspicuous in this House by reason of his 
natural ability and intellectual acquirements. 


VENABLE-LANGSTON CASE—MR. CHEADLE’S STATEMENT 


The country has just seen the Democratic Representatives engaged in 
a vain protest against the arbitrary and unjust determination of the 
majority of the Elections Committee to eject Mr. Venable, who was 
fairiy and legally chosen to represent the constituency whose interests 
are now confided to the hands of a colored bolter. 

In the other contested-election cases the Democratic opposition was 
based upon the presentations made by the Democratic minority, but in 
this case it rests upon the declaration of a Republican member of this 
House [Mr. CueaAD Le, of Indiana], who has said that he went to the 
Venable-Langston district prejudiced against Venable’s claim, and be- 
lieving that Langston was elected, but determined to investigate the 
case for his own guidance and information. What was the result? 
After spending weeks in the district and examining numerous persons 
of both political parties he came to the deliberate conclusion that Ven- 
able had been elected. He made a speech in his favor, and voted 
against seating Langston. 

{n his speech upon the Venable-Langston case Mr. CHEADLE said: 


Men of the North may laugh and sneer,if they please, but I tell this House 
that an honest inquiry will convince the most obdurate thatin the South when 
the race issue is raised many Republicans, white and black, will be found vot- 
ing even against their party and for Democratic candidates in order that they 
may effectivelly oppose that most dreaded of all questions in the South, the race 


issue 


This assertion falling from the lips of a Democrat would be discred- 
ited. 

After stating that the committee report conceded to Venable a ma- 
iority of 487 votes over Langston outside of Petersburgh, and that ac- 
cording to his investigation of the records and of the precedents in 
similar cases Venable had the same majority when he came to the Third 
ward in Petersburgh, the last ward considered in the case, Mr. CHEA- 
DLE said: 

THE THIRD WARD. 


The official returns of the Third ward show that there were cast at that pre- 
cinet for Congressmen a total of 797 votes: For Mr. Venable 518 votes, for Mr. 
Langston 174 votes, for Mr. Arnold 105 votes. 

it is conceded that this ward is now and always has been strongly and reli- 
ably Democratic. Itis the home of the sitting member, Mr. Venabie, and yet 
the majority report proceeds, first, to set aside the official returns; and, second, 
by some sort of reasoning, the mode of which I frankly confess I can not com- 
prehend, proceeds to summarily disfranchise electors of that ward as follows: 
First, the 105 Republicans who in this three-cornered fight had the cou and 
manhood to vote the Republican ticket for Mr Arnold: second, all the Demo- 
cratic electors who voted in this admitted Democratic stronghold, including the 
members of the election board, and the contestee himself, who lives in that ward 
and voted at that precinct. The report does not stop at this, a by 
some process, either modern or medieval, the particulars of which can not be 
setae known, to increase contestant’s vote from 174, the number returned 

by the election board, to 234 votes. I think I am justified by the facts in saying 
that no more wondertul and audacious revision of an election by the people has 
ever been attempted. 

I think I have demonstrated beyond question the fact that Mr. Venable was 
elected. I have taken the majority report as it came to Petersburgh, and have 
applied the law and evidence of record to the two precincts they attack, and the 
result is that the facts, the evidence, the law, and the figures still leave Mr. Vena- 
ble ahead upon the most liberal construction in favor of contestant. Standin 
herein my place after an exhaustive study of this case,and measuring the full 
import of the words I utter, I do not hesitate to declare ‘that this House can not 
either legally or rightfully exclude the returns of either the Sixth or the Third 
wards of Petersburgh in the light of the law and precedents of adjudicated cases 
and of the testimony of record in this case. 

I have no prejudice whatever in this case. I began a study of it in full sym- 
pathy with the contestant, and believing that he had been counted out. I was 
in the Virginia campaigns in 1888 and 1589, and visited half a dozen counties in 
the Fourth district, I went there to study and know for myself the true con- 
dition of the colored race. I talked with many men of both races; talked with 
men who had voted for Mr. Arnold, with men who had voted for Mr, Laags- 
ton, and with men who had voted for Mr. Venable, and I knew very mach 
more when I came away about the issues and relations between the races than 
when I wentthere, I had demonstrated tomy mind asclearly as a self-evident 
proposition in mathematics that the division in our party in the Fourth dis- 
trict caused the defeat of the Harrison and Mortonelectors. If there had been 
no division in the Fourth district they would have carried the State by 3,500 
votes, and the Republican candidate for Congress would have had 9,000 m ority. 

I have read, Mr. Speaker, of remarkable results in elections, of su of 
various kinds, but I venture the statement that this is the first instance In Amer- 
ican history where it has been seriously contemplated to make either Congress 
or the country believe that any voting precinct ean be found in any State which 
is the home of the Democratic candidate, a precinct that always been and 
is now reliably Democratic, where, in a three-cornered fight between a Demo- 
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crat,a Republican, and an Independent colored candidate for Congress, t}, 
latter making his campaign upon the race issue, that it has been deemed wise 
or proper to contend and hold that all the votes were cast in favor of the ra 
issue. The mere statement of the result sought to be enforced by the majo 
report in the Third ward in Petersburgh demonstrates its ridiculous absurd 


Apropos of the charge against the Southern people of a suppressi 
of votes I call attention to the following tabulated statement from : 
Chicago Herald: 

Here are the figures : 

Massachusetts, males over twenty-one .. 
Missouri, males over dima 
Massachusetts, total vote.. 
Missouri, total vote. oo 
Alabama, males ov er ‘twenty- ‘one 
California, males over twenty-one 
Alabama, total vote., seenatiionts Gendaitinvernsesagamgmepubmnegunane teeeunsetes I 
California, total vote. esaddped Chetttncdsaciocrsdgesceneent sented eboeemabetenbetvesescocscoencesesees i 

The above figures are taken from the census and ‘deitien ¢ of 155 
and commenting thereon the Herald truly says: 


Missouri is classed among the solid South States in which the vote is ; 
pressed and in which bayonets and force are needed to guaranty fair elect 
and yet with only 39,000 more males of voting age it casts 115,000 more 
than Massachusetts does. 






(no Chinese).. 


And yet another table is given in tracing and comparing this su; 
pressed vote. It is as follows: 


South Carolina, males over twenty -One...... ............6.c00cceseeeneseeereeneeeeeereee 205 

Minnesota, males over «Star Sedeeubetniicsitsenbssodeibeaniiabssodninil jeomee 212 

South Carolina, total vote ........... 

Minnesota, total vote .............+. sat 
This shows clearly, without assigning reasons, where a, popu 

vote is suppressed the most. The Herald continues: 


There isa suffrage question at the South the same as there is at the Nort 
but a party that ignores the one and strives by revolutionary means to rea 
tbe other is guilty of false pretense as well as of violence. The suppressed \ 
of the North means as much as the suppressed vote of the South. Neithe: 
wholly attributable to intimidation. Both result in large part from ignora: 
and indifference. 

The inflammatory Republican leaders who thirst for another sectional «1: 
rel should look at home, Their falsehoods and their hypocrisy have been c 
posed. 

Speaker REED, in his speech at Philadelphia on September 23, pr 
dicted that ‘‘in ‘thirty Congressional districts of this Union the Ss 
ious of the people will be suppressed.’’ Is not his appetite for victim; 
satiated? Does he anticipate a Republican control of the next House ’ 

Will he and his associates dare to increase the number of Democrat 
decapitations beyond that reached in this House by such methods 

that described by Mr. CHEADLE? He and his party friends prate about 
ballot-box stuffing and false countingin theSouth. What do the peo 4 
ple of the country think about the act of political legerdemain jx ; 
formed by the majority of the Committee on Elections, whereby all « - 
the Democratic votes in a Democratic ward were rejected, all the |i: 
publican votes for the regular Republican nominee were also rejecte:! 
and the votes for Langston, the Republican bolter, were increased |), 
100? 

This ballot-box robbery, this ballot-box stuffing, this false count, ani 
this ‘‘suppression of theopinions of the people ’’ were done not by Dem 
ocratsin a county precinct in a Southern State, but by Republican mem- 
bers of this House in a committee-room of the Federal Congress, ani| 
ratified by a Republican majority on the floor of the House. Wha 
will the people say about national ballot-box stuffers, national ballot 
box robbers, national false counters of votes? 

In the Committee on Elections the majority of the members are pr 
sumed to be jurors and judges conscientious in the discharge of thei: 
duties, but too often we find some, if not allof them, conjointly wit! 
associates not members of the committee, engaged in the prosecution, 10: 
only of contestees, but also of the entire Southern people. 

A distinguished English statesman once proclaimed that he cou! 
not frame an indictment against a whole people. Were he alive to 
day he would witness the extraordinary spectacle of men not on! 
framing an indictment against a whole people, but actually prosecut 
ing, rendering a verdict, and entering a judgment under that indic: 
ment—at once prosecutors, jurors, and judges. 

During the five sessions of the American Congress that I have be: 
a member of this House I have listened with pent-up indignation ‘ 
the charges, as mendacious as they were brutal, preferred against 1! 
people of the South. 

T have heard men ignorantly and maliciously proclaim that the |» 
loved Southland was a nursery and hot-bed for every species of politic! 
crime; nay, I have heard the Southern people called murderers, mi 
night assassins, political robbers, and ballot-box stuffers. 

Southern Representatives older than I in years, in experience, an 
in service in this body have heard the same villainous accusation 
hurled at our people and have remained silent because, doabtiess, th: 
deemed it more patriotic to pity the miserable calumniators of ‘! 
South than to engage in discussions which miglf€ serve as an excus 
for scurvy politicians to again wave the ‘‘bloody shirt’’ and arou 4 
Northern fanaticism. 

But I believe the day has arrived when it becomes the duty of ever, 

Southern Representative to hurl back in the teeth of the accusers 0 
our people the vile calumnies which they utter, whether they be meu 
who by reason of their Northern birth and purely Northern educa 
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rejudices, and associations are really ignorant of the true condi- 
os the South, or whether they be renegades who vilify the people 
among whom they were born or among whom they live lest their loy- 
alty to their new associates might be questioned. The apostate is 
always the most violent inquisitor, the renegade the most vicious per- 
secutor. : 

These foul assaults upon the character of the Southern people do not 
come from the lips of brave men who crossed swords with them on many 
a bloody battle-field which attested the courage of Americans on both 
sides; but they fall from men who smelt no gunpowder during the war, 
except on the Fourth of July, or who were conscripts either of the law 
or of publicopinion. Iam tired, heartily tired, of that order of states- 
manship whose highest aim seems to be the opening up of old sores and 
the perpetuation of the memories of a war that ended more than a quar- 
ter of a centary ago; and I think it is the duty of every Representative 
from the South, for we are all equals here—whether he was a Confed- 
erate brigadier or whether, like myself, he did not engage in the fratri- 
cidal conflict—to repel the onslaughts of wordy warriors and to show 
tothe people of the North, the East, and the West that the South is as 
patrioticand loyal to the Union as any other section and that these gen- 
tlemen, whose whole stock in statesmanship consists of a mixture of 
ignorance, malevolence, and mendacity, are mere panderers to prejudice 
in order to serve their own wicked and selfish ends and aims. 

Why, sir, the best evidence of the truth of the proposition that the 
purpose of the boldest and loudest-mouthed assailants of the Southern 

ple and of their Representatives on this floor is to retain their own 
seats and Republicen ascendency by appeals to sectional prejudice, ex- 
ists in their personal associations and their private utterances. The 
constituents of many a Republican orator would be astonished to see 
him indulge in social communion with the very men whom a moment 
before he had denounced as the beneficiaries of Southern political out- 
rages. 

Contrast the speech made by a member from Illinois when he was 
begging the supportof Southern Representatives for Chicago as the place 
at which to hold the World’s Fair with the language used by him while 
advocating the infamous and iniquitous force bill. In the former his 
utterances were like the flow of milk andhoney. Heevenindulged in 
poetical allusions to the blue and the gray. He swept aside all polit- 
ical differences. He buried the ‘‘ bloody shirt’’ in a grave trom which 
there wastobenoresurrection. Hewaved theglorious Stars and Stripes 
over a united and happy country; and he welcomed the fair women and 
the brave men of the sunny South to seats at the grand banquet to be 
given during the national jubilee which is to be celebrated at Chicago. 

In a spirit of broad patriotism fifteen Southern members cast their 
votes for Chicago, while only ten voted for St. Louis, and among the 
former I believe there were some whom the Chicago orator afterwards 
voted to unseat, notwithstanding the beautiful rhetorical bouquet 
which he had presented them. In his lattérspeech he sang a different 
tune; he preached a different sermon. His patriotic fervor had sim- 
mered down. He descended from the lofty pinnacle upon which he 
had perched, and while he acknowledged that he had erred in charg- 
ing Southern Democrats with being horse-thieves, he said he would 
hesitate to meet them with ballet-boxes in a dark alley after an 
election. 

This gentleman subsequently led a corps of Democratic filibusters 
in opposition to the compound-lard bill and made himself popular 
among the Democrats. ‘The truth is that, like many another fierce 
assailant of the South upon this floor, his fiery and impassioned de- 
nunciations have as gnuch foundation in fact as his recent statement to 
a Republican crowd that he would prefer a Grand Army badge to the 
most costly diamond, thereby announcing his willingness to give up 
four years of his life in order that he might wear an extra button on 
his coat. ; 

These gentlemen make these speeches for home consumption only, 
and their constituents ought to know it. They become warm personal 
friends of the very men whom they publicly arraign as occupants of 
seats acquired through fraud and crime. 

Would this occur if they really believed their own accusations? 
Would it occur if the men denounced thought that their denunciations 
were made in good faith? I think not. 

Of course all this is neither patriotic nor statesmanlike, but it is 
called good polities, and so long as it has the desired effect at home the 
politicians are satisfied. Perhaps the South would profit by following 
the example of Illinois, where I am told there are no contested elec- 
tions because the ballots are destroyed as soon as they are counted. 

INDICTMENT AGAINST THE SOUTH MET. 


But even though the indictment framed against the South be pre- 
sented upon false testimony it must be met count by count. 

_ We are accused of depriving the colored voters of our section of the 
right to vote, the right to hold office, and of educational facilities. 

The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Hovx] in one of his diatribes 
aceused the people among whom he lives of not educating the blacks, 
and in stentorian tones he cried out, ‘‘ Give us the Blair bill and let 
the negro have a chance to show his ability to compete with his white 


y did not philanthropic politicians like the gentleman from Ten- 
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nessee pass the Blair bill, or some kindred measure, when his party 
invested the colored man with the right to vote and to hold office? 

When the Republican party conferred suffrage on the blacks why 
did it not provide for the education of their children? 

Why has that party failed to do this every time it has gained con 
trol of the legislative and executive departments of the Government 

Why has it failed to pass the Blair bi 

Its Senators and Representati 
gresses for its enactment, and 
the House was Democratic; | 
publican, the Blair bill has been defeated by the S: 

Why has this happened ? n owing to the impression that 
under Democratic control of the House the Blair biil would not become 
a law, and the colored people could be made to believe that the Demo 
crats were responsible for its failure? How will its present failure b 
explained when both Houses and the President are Republican? 

A large majority of the Democrats have opposed the Blair bill 
cause it is unconstitutional, unwise, and unnecessary. The Southern 
States, with their hitherto very limited resources, have been doing 
much for the education of their children, without discrimination upon 
the basis of color, as the other States of the Union, in proportion to 
wealth and population. 

In proof of this proposition I have only to call the attention of the 
House and of the country to the following extract from a speech de 
livered by the junior Senator from Kansas upon the floor of the Senate 
which will be found upon pages 2022 and 2023 of the CONGRESSION AI 
RecorpD of this session, and to the answers furnished by the governors 
of the Southern States and three Western States, including Tennessee 
where slavery prevailed, to certain questions propounded to them by 
me regarding the educational facilities of their respective States. Ss 
ator PLUMB, in discussing the Blair bill, said: 


2 


vir bill at this session? 
lamorous in preceding Con 


; the Senate passed it while 


t at this session, with both Houses Re 


n 
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Has it bes 


As Southern support fell off the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. Barr 
found greater and still greater need for Federal aid to education in the North 
while yet bidding for Southern support by the terms of the bill (the Blair bill 
and by new arguments in its favor. The bill, upon careful scrutiny, was found 
to be a measure for the education chiefly of white children, to the measurable 
exclusion of the blacks. So, as from time to time the horizon of the Senator 
from New Hampshire grew, he began to find more conspicuous illustrations of 
illiteracy in the North than in the South. 

I do not wonder, when I read from a report of the commissioner of education 
of his own State, that he came tosee finally that it was not the South that needed 
this money, but the North, and that this was only a stepping-stone to the idea 
to be manifested hereafter, no doubt, thatit was New Har not Alabama 
the Senator hadin mirid. I read now from the report of the superintendent of 
public instruction of New Hampshire for the year 1885 

** But there are a few sections, [ regret to report, in which the accommodations 
provided for the education of children indicate an intellectual and moral sens 
but little above the level of barbarism. 

* In these localities, to save the paltry pittance of a school tax, the pupils are 
driven into a hovel of learning, in which for several hours a day they are boxed 
into an atmosphere reeking with invisible filth and loaded with disease, or com 
pelied to sit in a chillivg draught that drives out one devil to make room for 
seven others, and loadsthe church-yard with innocent victims of parental mean 
ness, 

“These wrecks of a bygone age are located, not infrequently, seemingly with 
malignant skill and Herodian intent, near stagnant frog-ponds or miasmatic 
bogs festering with the germs of disease and supplied,if at all, with contami- 
nated water. The seats seem designed for engines of torture or instruments 
intended for effecting a permanent deformity, like Chinese shoes, in the plastic 
limbs of youth. But that no element of ruin may be unused, the children are 
treated like an army on the march, and the school-house left with no out- 
buildings for the accommodation of the school, so that little children and larger 
boys and girls, associating on the dangerous neutral ground between youth and 
maturity, are forced to meet the calls of nature as accident or necessity may 
indicate, Thus,in these seminaries of learning, the conditions of stench, filth, 
and vice are furnished by parental care and forethought in which to develop 
the tastes and morals of the future citizens of the Republic. 

‘These people should not marvel if they reap corruption, for whatsoever a 
man soweth, that shall he alsoreap. My language is plain, but not untruth 
ful or extravagant, and it is time these things were spoken.”’ 

This looks as though the Senator’s own State was as much or more in need 
of aid than any Southern State. The Senator also found abundant facts per 
taining to other localities in the North to justify him ia his new theory that ed 
ueation is languishing generally for lack of Federal aid, and in all his state 
ments and in all his illustrations he has sought to warn the Northern people 
that “it was not the South which most needed this bill, but the North, 


ipshire 


What do gentlemen think of this remarkable answer of a Republican 
Senator to the charge that the South is behind in the cause of education ? 

It would seem that Federal aid for education and common decency 
was more necessary in New Hampshire than in the South. 

The following were the questions propounded to the governors 

1. What was the scholastic population of your State during the | 
fiscal year? 

2. How wasthe scholastic population divided with reference to color 

3. What amount of public money was expended in your State dur- 
ing the last fiscal year for educational purposes? 

4. Was any distinction made on the basis of color i 
tion of the school fund? 

5. What proportion of the taxes levied for school purposes was paid 
by the white and colored tax-payers respectively ? 

6. Have you normal schools for the education of white and colored 
teachers ? 

7. Has there been a marked improvement in the condition of your 
school system during the past ten years? 
8. Areyour permanent and annua! school fands increasing in volume? 
I hold in my hand the answers of the governors to these interroga- 
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tories. I shall not tire the House by reading all of them, but will in- 
corporate them in my remarks in the Recorp. 
DirraARTMENT OF EDUCATION, Austin, Tex., January 21, 1890, 


Dean Ste: Thecommunication from Hon. W. H. Cratxs, member of Congress, 
under date of January, 1890, addressed to you and referred by you to the de- 
partment of education, has been duly received, and in pursuance with your 


request, the following answers are furnished from official data to the questions 
propounded by Mr, Crain 

I. The scholastic population of the State of Texas for the fiscal year ending 
August 31, 1839, is 528,110, 

Il. Thescholastic population is divided with reference to color in the propor- 
tion of one negro child to three white children. 

Ill. The amount of public money expended during the fiscal year ending Au- 
gust 31, 1889, for educational purposes from school funds was $2,998,347.39. To 
this amount should be added expenditures from funds derived from sales of 
bonds in cities and towns for building and equipping school-houses, $300,000, 
making a total expenditure for educational! purposes $3,298,347.39. This amount 
does not include the expenditures for the State University, the Agricultural 
and Mechanical College, and the deaf, and dumb, aud blind asylums, which 
aguregate £200,000, giving a total of $3,498,347.39., 


1V. No distinction is made, nor can be made, on the basis of color in the dis- 
tribution of the school fund,such distinction being forbidden both by the or- 
ganic and statutory law, and, as a matter of fact, none has been made. 


V. The proportion of taxes levied for school purposes paid by the colored tax- 
payers of the State is about one-thirty-third of the entire amount of taxes levied 
and paid for this purpose 

Vi. One State norma! school, the Sam Houston Normal Institute, is supported 
by the State for the education of white teachers,and one State normal school, 
the Prairie View Institute, is supported by the State for the education of colored 
teachers, The annual State appropriations to these schools pay the salaries of 
the faculties of the schools de furnish scholarships to about two hundred stu- 
dents in addition. The buildings and grounds of the normal school for the 
negroes are superior to those of the normal school supported for white teachers. 

VII, During the past ten years the public-school system of this State has 
been built up practically ab inilio, so that the average school term of the State 
is about five and eight-tenths months, and the average salaries of the teachers 
about $15 per month, which is about $i more than the average in the United 
States. The steady growth of the public-school sentiment is conclusively shown 
by the extension of local taxation, by which the State and county funds are be- 
ing supplemented, 

VIIL. The permanent schoo! fund of the State is increasing at the rate of 
about $1,000,000 per annum, The annual receipts of school funds are increas- 
ing by the interest on this increase of the permanent school fuud of the State, 
the increase of the permanent county school fund, and by the extension of local 
taxation in school districts. The annual expenditures for school purposes for 
the fiscal year ending August 31, 1889, exceeded the expenditures for the year 
ending August 31, 1888, about $400,000, 

I have the honorto be, yours, very respectfully, 
OSCAR H. COOPER, 


State Superintendent Public Instruction. 
To His Excellency the Goveryor or TEXAS, Austin, Tex. 





[Extract from speech of Governor Ross delivered at Sunset, October 13, 1888, | 

The Democrats-have been in power in Texas about fourteen years, but the 

resent school system has been in operation only about ten years. During the 
ast ten years the Democrats of Texas have paid to support public schools for the 
colored children as follows: 


Colored Pro Amount 


School year children.| rata. | distributed. 


1879-'80 schantsdoshgitiitiinsne aiematneitnenataniniuains 57,701 | $3.00 $172, 403.00 
1880~'81 te 66,777 3.00 200, 331.00 
1881-"82.. 68, 615 3.25 | 221,048.75 
1882-83. 75, SAL 3.61 272, 357.70 
1883-84. 80, 065 4.50 366, 292. 50 
1884-85. 103, 560 5.00 | 517,680.00 
1885-—'S6 115,941 | 5.20) 692,893.20 
1886~-"87........ 124, 842 4.75 | 502,999.50 
1887-'RB 125, 315 4.50 582,817.50 
1888~"B9......0. 135, 134 4,00 540, 736. 00 





In ten years the colored scholastic poe increased 134 per cent, and the 
white 113 per cent. Owing to overestimates of the available school fund in 
1885 and 1886 there were deficiencies which had to be met out of the school rev- 
enues of the year 1888-'s9, reducing the prorata, by which reduction the white 
and colored children suffered equally. 

The increase of the colored children in Texas, notwithstanding the “bloody” 
reign of the Democracy, is a remarkable circumstance,. It is far greater than 
the natural increase, and greater than the rate of increase of the white chil- 
dren. Where have the colored children come from’? Speculative colored and 
white Republicans have hatched schemes to carry off to Kansas, Missouri, Cali- 
fornia, and South America the colored population of Texas. Thousands have 
wone to Kansas and California. If Cuney, Dick Allen, Radcliff Piatt, and other 
bloody-shirt shriekers in Texas are correct, many of their race have been mur- 
dered by the white Democrats. But the race has more than doubled in Texas in 
ten years. 

* . . ‘ > 

The foregoing figures are to be found in the reports of the educational depart- 
ment. In the ten years upto this date the Democrats of Texas have established 
twothousand nine hundred and eighty-one colored schools, employing as many 
colored teachers. These teachers are officers of the State, and ninety-nine out 
of every one hundred of them Republicans, Their politics are not inquired into, 
Then for some ten years the State has been educating colored teachers at the 
State normal, near Hempstead. Not less than four hundred teachers have been 
rendered proficient as pedagogues by that institute. Large and commodious 
additions are now under construction, paid for in the main by Democratic tax- 
payers. 

The State is now building a large and handsome brick addition to the deaf 
and dumb and blind asylum for colored inmates, About $50,000 have been ex- 
pended on that institution. A colored Republican has charge of it, appointed 
by Democrats, although there were white Democratic applicants for the place, 
and among them a surgeon in the State lunatic asylum, The Democrats have 
also supported colored summer normal schools where such schools for the 
whites were supported. 

The State receives colored lunatics into its insane asylums without inquiry as 
to color, race, or previous condition. They cost the State $40,000 per annum. 

The policy of the Democrats in paying 2,981 colored teachers 000 per an- 
num, in caring for colored lunatics at a cost of $40,000 per annum in supporting 
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their deaf and dumb and blind asylum, say $15,000 per annum, altogether abo); 
$665,000 yearly,is not easily understood away up North. The Democrat Joy. 
his money as well as other people. How is it he pays so liberally toelevate a 
care for the negroes, always found voting against him? Certainly there 
only one explanation, and it is that the Democrats of Texas have agreed :}), 
negro shall enjoy equal rights before the law, and, cost what it may, they w 
whether the party's majority is 135,000 or 5,000, accord the negro whatevye 
contract calls for. 

The race has been thus afforded a good chance to improve, and it is kn. 
by the white people of Texas that the negro has advanced marvelously. 1 
were for years led as so many chained slaves by their white political leade; 
now they rule supremely those old leaders. They have made rapid prog; 
in education and personal independence. They have in Texas thousands o: 
accomplished teachers and preachers and many political orators able to co) 
with the gifted speakers of the white race. Democrats have contributed lary 
tothistriumph. It is asingular notion that Democrats could be hostile to t} 
negro. It would be idiotic to yearly hand out $665,000 for the negro’s adva: 
ment if the Democrats designed to suppress them. Education will streng: 
them for any contest. If kept in blind ignorance they might be governe 
extinction by the white race, stronger in numbers, wealth, and intellige: 


My Dear Srr: Isent you on yesterday the information you requested 
suggested that in a speech made by myself in the last canvass could be {. 
additional statistics. Since mailing the former letter I have procured th: 
mentioned and send it herein. 

Respectfully, 


Hon. W. H. Crary. 





STATE OF ALABAMA, EXECUTIVE DEPARTMENT, 
Office of the Governor, Montgomery, January 27 
My Dear Sin: Replying to your esteemed favor of some days since w 
to Governor Seay, 1 have to say that the governor has not the informa 
necessary to answer precisely and reliably the questions you put concer 
schools in Alabama, and he has in consequence to beg that you will not us« 
as your authority forthe answersappended. These answers were prepare‘! 
the State superintendent of education, Hon. Solomon Palmer. 
lam, with great respect, yours very truly, 
THOS. H. CLARK 


Recording Sceret 


1. Whites, 272,730; colored, 212,821. 
2. As above. 
3. From general fund, for whites, $311,405.52; colored, $208,217.82. Local | 
besides this for both races, $184,359.28. 
4. None whatever. 
5. I estimate 5 per cent. by colored, remainder by whites. 
6. Yes; four for whites, three for colored. 
Yes. 
. Yes; each year. 


ont 


ARKANSAS. 

1. Four hundred and three thousand nine hundred and sixty-five. 

2. White, 297,665; black, 106,300, 

3. One million three hundred and eighty-three thousand nine hundred a 
nine dollars. 

4. None, 
5. Colored pay very little of tax. 
6. One for colored; none for white. 
7. Yes. 
8. Yes. 

Respectfully, 
JAMES P. EAGLE, Gove 


STATE or FLORIDA, EXecUTIVE Orric: 
Tallahassee, January 21, 1s) 

Dear Sir: I beg to acknowledge the receiptof your favor of the Lith insta 
requesting information in reference to the educational statistics in this State 
which I take great pleasure in complying with by answering your questions 
foliows: 

1. One hundred and thirteen thousand six hundred and forty-nine. 

2. White, 60,782; colored, 52,865. 

3. There was expended in all $515,490. 

4. There was none. 

5. White about 90 per cent.; colored about 10 per cent. 

6. Yes. One at De Fauniak Springs tor whites and ore at Tallahassee fo: 
colored. The same amount is appropriated for the support of each, 

7. Yes, The increase for ten years up to the end of 1388, as shown by my |«- 
message to the Legislature, was in number of schools 127 per cent., attenda 
of pupils 123 per cent., and value of school property 248 per cent. 

&. Yes. Steadily increasing. 

lam, very respecttully, yours, 
FRANCIS P. FLEMING, Gove: 
lion. W. H. Crary, 
Member of Congress, Washington, D. C. 


Tue Governor’s Orrice, Ailanta, Ga., April 19, is 
My DearSir: Among a mass of letters which have been in some way » 
laid I find your letter of January 13, which I fear has never been answere:! 
have referred the matter to our commissioner of education,and he has in< 
porated irto the body of your letter the replies to your questions. Iam af: 
thatso much time has elasped since your letter was received thatthe infor: 
tion contained will reach you too late to be of service, I, however, forwar( 5 
the letter and trust that you may be able to utilize in some way the fact< «0 
tained therein. Again regretting this unintentional delay, I am, 
Very truly yours, 
J. B. GORDO 


Hon, W.H. Crary, Watshington, D.C. 


1, Five hundred and sixty thousand two hundred and eighty-one. 

2. Whites, 292,624; colored, 267,657. 

3. One million seventy-five thousand dollarsin round numbers, of whic! 
State paid $675,000and local systems $400,000, For 1890 the State will pay $417.’ 
and local systems about $500,000, making total expenditure over $1,300,000. 

4. The constitution of the State distinctly provides that each race shal! s!10' 
alike in proportion to their numbers, and the State school commissioner is ¢ 
nae. carrying out this provision. 

5. By the whites 97.4 per cent.; by the negroes 2.6 per cent.; or, by the whi'es 
thirty-seven-thirty-eighths, by negroes oe This is proportion of 
assessed property and of taxes paid thereon. To this must be added (!° 
proportion of the poll-tax paid by the negroes. which is inconsiderable 








1890. 








6. None already in operation except the county institutes and annual Peabody 
"7 Decidedly, and especially in the past two years, and if we only had Federal 
aid, in eight years we would not have in the entire State an illiterate of school 
age. We urgently desire the passage of the Blair bill. 

%. Annual school fund steadily increasing, but not as rapidly as if our abil- 
ities to meet this demand upon our means were greater. 


~» 


uary 22, 1890. 


Executive DepaRTMEST, Frankfort, Jan 


DEAR Srr: In response to your letter of 13th instant to Governor Buckner, 
I have the honor to hand you herewith the information asked for. 


Very respectfully, W. R. GRIFFITH. Pricat. 


\ f 


Hon. W. H. Crary, Washington, D.C. 


Orrick OF SUPERINTENDENT PUBLIC INSTRUCTION, 
Frankfort, January 21, 1890. 


1, Scholastic population of Kentucky in June, 1889, 676,806. 


2. Divided, with reference to color, as follows: White, 565,451; colored, |11,- 
355. 

3. Amount of public money expended during last schoo! year 
oi ciedninsnahenroneertannnwnmnetenengnapinen cénntetes coeneeesnneets . . $1, 390, 986. 95 
From local taxation, subscription, €tc.............cc0-csseeeereee deveenseens 700, 525. 39 








4. No distinction made on the basis of color in the distribution of State fund. 

5. Proportion of taxes levied for school purposes, paid by colored tax-payers 
in 1887, is 1.18 per cent. For this year, 1887, it required $153,426.19 from the white 
tax-payers to equalize the per capita between the white and the colored schools 
Since that school year the school taxes have not been kept separate, but the 
large and continuous deficiency in the colored schoo! fund is regularly and fully 
supplied by the white tax-payers. 

6. We have white and colored normal schools, the chief of which are the 
white normal school at Lexington and the State colored normal school at 
Frankfort. 

7. There has been a marked improvement in the condition of both the white 
and the colored schools during the past ten years, and especially for the past 
three years. 

8 The permanent school fund is not increasing, because it is a fixed fund, 
but the annual school fund, which is 22 cents on each hundred dollars of taxa- 
ble property in the State, is steadily increasing, as the assessed value of prop- 
erty in the State is steadily increasing. 


2,091,512. 34 


JOS. DESHA PICKETT, 
Superintendent Public Instruction 


The school year begins on the Ist day of July and terminates on the 30th day 
of June—the same as the fiscal year. ; 


EXECUTIVE DerARTMENT, STATE OF LOUISIANA, 
22, 1890 


Baton Rouge, January 22, 
Dear Sir: Please find inclosed a letter from the superintendent of public 
education, written me in response to a letter which I myself received some 
time ago from you. 
Very respectfully, 
FRANCIS T, NICHOLLS 


: 


Hon. W. H. Cratxn,M.C., Washington, D. C. 


OFFICE OF THE STATE SUPERINTENDENT OF PUBLIC EDUCATION, 
Baton Rouge, January 22, 1890. 


Governor: In response to recent request made by you for certain school 
statistics, I beg leave to submit the following answers to the questions pro- 
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pounded as being as nearly correct as it is possible for me to ascertain at this | 


time. 

1. Three hundred and forty-six thousand one hundred and seventy-eight, as 
taken from the assessor's reports. 

2. This can be answered as to the year 1888 only, as the statistical reports for 
1889 have not been received in sufficient number to enable me to even make an 
approximate statement; nor can it be answered with reference to the entire 
scholastic population. 

It can be answered only as to the actual enrollment of pupils, which is as fol- 
lows: Whites, 74,034; colored, 51,539: total enrwliment, 125,573. 

3. For the common schools the amount expended was $544,268.61. This does 
not include the amounts appropriated annually for the State University, State 
Normal School, Deaf and Dumb Institute, Lustitution for the Blind, and South- 
ern University (for the colored people), which aggregate, for the first half of | :90, 
$46,500, as follows: Forthe blind, $7,500; for the deaf and dumb, $13,000; for the 
State University and Agricultural and Mechanical College, $10,000; for the 
State Normal School, $8,500; and for the Southern University (for the colored 
people), $7,500. 

4. Article 224 of the constitution reads: ‘ There shall be free public schools es- 
tablished by the General Assembly throughout the State for the education of all 
children of the State hetween the ages of six and eighteen years,’’etc. “And 
all moneys so raised, except the poll-tax, shall be distributed to each parish in 
proportion tothe number of children between the agesof six and eighteen 
years.’ All moneys are apportioned in exact accordance with this article of 
the constitution. 

5. Very few of the colored people, comparatively speaking, own real estate ; 
personal property amounting to $00 is exempted. A very small per cent. of 
them own over the amountexempted. There is no distinction of color made in 
the assessment and collection of taxes; therefore there is really no way ot get- 
ting immediately at this question. The amount paid by the colored people is 
extremely small. 

6. Yes. The State Normal School for the whites located at Natchitoches, La., 
and for the colored teachers there is a normal department attached to the South- 
ern University (for colored people) in the city of New Orleans. 

7. There has been a marked improvement in the schools during the past ten 
years, but not such as we would desire. 

We are hampered by the Constitution in the limit of the appropriations for 
school purposes, and until it is made possible to increase these appropriations 
there can not be the improvement in the system that the times demand. 

8. Can not say that they are. See answer to seventh question. 

Hoping this will be of service to you, I remain, 

Yours, truly, 





~ 


JOS. A, BREAUX, 
State Superintendent of Public Education. 
His Excellency Francis T. NicnHo.ts, 
Governor of Louisiana, 


| swer to No 
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STATE OF MARYLAND, DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC Epvucattox 
Orrice or THE STate Boarp or Epvucarti 
Baltimore, Janu y 2 Sv. 

DEAR Sir: I have had some difficulty in replying to yours of the 13th instant, 
owing to my manuscript of last year’s report ing partly lost by the printer 
and the printed copy not having reached me, though the governor tells me he 
has sent one to you. From notes and general recollection I give the following 
answers, which I think are exnct 

Land 2. As to the “scholastix population of the State of Maryland no ef 
sus has been taken since the United States census of 1880, which shows the 
persons who had a right at that time to attend school were 295.125, of wi "A 
68,409 were colored. The actual number enrolled in the year endir 
1889, was: white 145,398, colored 34,072. 

3. The amount of money expended in the last fiscal ar for pul i 
purposes was $1,897 ,008.79. 

4. The colored schools have a prior lien on the State school tax tot punt 
of 100,000 certain, and a probable addition of $25,000. The colored schools have 
also from the county schoo! board whatever amount that board t s fit to ay 
propriate. 

5. No separate account has been kept (or reported the taxes pa ) 
ored people separately. 

6. We have a normal school for white teachers and othe ored 
teachers, 

7. There has been a gradual improvement in our schools during the ten 
years, but comparing it with the previous ten, [donot caretocallita‘* marked 
improvement. 

8. The permanent school fund as at present arranged can not increas« fhe 
annual appropriations from the counties and the city of Baltimore show a con 
stantadyance. We have nolocal taxation. The city (Baltimore) and the coun 
ties, severally, are the lowest units of taxable basis. The State school tax is 
distributed on the basis of population (white and colored between five and 
twenty). But when the tax is distributed (to the counties and the city) the 
State control ceases, and the expenditure is vested in the county and ci 
school boards. 

I shall be.pleased to furnish you with any ot! information in my powe 

Yours, very truly 
M. A. NEWELL, Superin 
Hlon. W. H. CRAIN 
House of Representatives, Washingl D. ¢ 
P, S.—The total amount paid to colored schools last year as SIH 
MISSISSIPPI 

1. Four hundred and sixty-four thousand four hundred and seventy uN 

2. Whites, 191,792; colored, 272,682 

3. One million one hundred and seventeen thousand o ind i i ten 
dollars for publie schools; $110,000 for colleges 

4. None; we treat all alike. 

5. Whites pay at least 93 per cent 

6. None for whites; two for colored 

7. Yes; increase in average attendance : Whites, 24,535 slored, 22,118 

8. Yes; increase in amount expended for free schools in 1889 as compared 
with 1880, $286,406, 

Answered by 

i, R. PRESTON 

JACKSON, Mrss., Ja try 24, 1890 

DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION, Jefferson City, M January 21, 180, 

Dear Sir: Your letter to the governor, referred to me, is at hand, Will an- 
swer questions in order asked. 

1. Total enumeration of children over six and under twenty, last May 15, 


1,865,364. 

2. White, 816,886; colored, 48,478; total, 1,865,364. 

8. Expended for school purposes for the year ending June 30, 1890, $4,767,37 

4. None whatever. Negro schools are run just the same as the white schools, 
only negro children are granted more privileges, namely: It requires thirty 
children to form and run a district for white children, but fifteen colored chil 
dren are entitled to a separate school. Negro children, when there are not fif 
teen in a district, can attend any negro school inthe county, and the district 
from which they come must pay their tuition. This privilege is not granted to 
whites. 


5. Have no statistics that will aid me in answering, but I am sure that they do 
not pay one-thousandth part of the school tax 

6. We have three white State normalsand one negro Statenormal. The State 
supports these schools, 

7. The schools have improved more in the last ten years than in the thirty 
years preceding. 

& Our State, county, and township “ permanent school funds" increase an- 
nually at the rate of about $160,000 a year. 

I know not the purpose for which you desire these statistics; if to aid the 
Blair bill, all I have to say is I hope that bill will be defeated. It is a farce and 


afraud. Our law requires every one of the nine thousand two hundred and 
forty districts in this State to maintain a six-month school annually, while 
all city, town, and village schools must run at least seven months. About two 
hundred of them run eight, nine, andten months annually. We can take care 
of our schools if Congress will reduce the tariff on the necessaries of life. Mis 
souri has 686 negro teachers employed in her public schools, while lowa has not 
a single negro teacher. In the hope that the blair uneducational bill may be 
defeated, I am, sir ’ 
Yours truly 


W. FE. COLEMAN 
iy S ” fenden!t Publ & 
Hon. W. H, Cra Washingt D 
EXECUTIVE DeEPaARTME®S “rATE OF NORTH CAROLINA, 
Raleigh, January 29, 1890, 


Sim: lam instructed by the governor to send you the inclosed reply to yofir 
questions in your letter of the 13th instantin regard tothe scholastic population, 
etc., in the State of North Carolina. The answers are brief and as near correct 
as can possibly be obtained. I would call your attention to the fact that while 
the negroes pay about 16 per cent, of all scholastic funds, they pay scarcely any 
thing for the support of government. Seventy-five per cent. of all poll tax goes 
toschools and 2 per cent.tothe poor, Asthe negroes have very little property 
the tax on property of whites support State and county government he an- 
5 should read: ‘The whites pay 84 per cent. of the school money 
and about all money for State and county government,” etc. 


Hoping that the within is sufficiently explained to enable you to get an idea 
of the conditions in this State, I have the honor to be. k 
Very respectfully, 
S. F, TELFAER, Private Secretary. 


Hon, W. H. Carats, Washington, D.C. 
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1. Five hundred and eighty thousand eight hundred and nineteen. 
2. Whites, 363,982; cvlored, 216,437. 
3. Sex hundred and ninety-one thousand one hundred and eighty-eight dollars. 
4. No 
5. About 16 per cent. by colored, mainly poll tax. They pay very little for 
Other purposes 
6. Five for eolored; none for whites, but a system of county institates. 
7. Yes; butit is now only an ineflicient system of three months per annum. 
8. No; and the conditions are such that there is no prospeet of an increase. 


Strate or Sovrm CAROLINA, Executive CHamMeBrr, 
Columbia, January 21, 1890. 
DearSre: Yours ofthe 13th was received several days since,and I take pleasure 
in furnishing you with the inclosed replies to your questions, which I have had 
carefully prepared by the proper department of the State government. 
You can rely upon their correctness, 
I remain, very truly, yours, 
J. P. RICHARDSON, 
Governor South Carolina, 
Hon. W. H. Crary, Washington, D. ¢ 


1. No enumeration of the scholastic population of the State has been made 
since the United States census of 1840.° At that time there were 101,189 white 
and 180,495 colored persons in the State between the ages of six and sixteen 
years, There is conclusive reason to believe that the population of South Car- 
olina has geeatly increased since 1880. 

2. The enewer to this question is embraced in the answer to No. 1. 

3. During the fiscal year ending October 31, 1888, the last for which reports 
have been received, there was expended upon the free public schools of the 
State the sum of $460,276.73. This does not include the cost of maiataining the 
— for higher education supported by the State, amounting to some 

000. 

4. None whatever. 

5. Itis impossible to state accurately. Itis certain that of the tax levied on 
assessed values of property, the colored people pay a very smal! proportion, 
probably not more than5 percent. Of the poll-tax, however, amounting to $1 on 
each taxable poll, the proceeds of whieh are used for the supportof the public 
achools, they pay a larger proportion, approaching, perhaps, half the amount 
realized from this source. Even of the poll-tax, the whites pay a much larger 
amount in proportion to their numbers than the colored people do. 

6. Yes; there is a normal college in conneetion with the University of South 
Carolina for white male students, and a normal department in the South Caro- 
lina Agricultural and Mectmnies’ Institute for the colored of both sexes. The 
Winthrop Training School for Teachers, at Columbia, is devoted to the normal 
trainingof white females. Besides these institutions, teachers’ institutes for each 


race are conducted in many of the counties every year under the direction of 
the State superintendent of education. 
7. This question is answered emphatically in theaffirmative. Statistics show 


a marked advanee in every respect, but it is in those points which can not be 
cevered by statistics that the improvement is most pereeptible, namely, in the 
increased interest taken by the people in the schools, and the readiness with 
which they impose docal taxes upon themselves for the development of their 
educational facilities. Ten years ago there were about three communities in 
the State in which auxiliary local taxes were levied for the support of schools; 
now there are about thirty such communities, 

8. This Siate has no permanent school fund. The annual school fund is 
steadily augmenting with the increase of population and assessed value of tax- 
able property 

In the above statementof funds appropriated for higher education, such funds 
asthe Hatch fund and the agricultural land scrip faumd are not included, 


STATE OF TeNNESsER, DerpartTMENT OF Pcstic LysTRUCTION, 
Nashville, Tenn., August 25, 1890. 
Dear Sir: [have the honor to inclose herewith replies to the interrogatories 
sent to His Excellency Gevernor Kebert L. Taylor, who referred your letter 
to this department fer reply. 
Trusting the same may be satisfactory, as it is obtained from my report and 
from the State comptroller. 
I have the honor to be your obedient servant, 
FRANK M, SMITH, Superintendent. 
Per BATE. 
Hon. W. H. Crary, M, C., Washington, D. C. 


Six hundred and seveaty-one thousand five huadred and seventy-seven. 
White, 502,130; colored, 169,447. 
About $1,300,000, probably more. 
No. 
Revenne, including poll-tax, about $2,000,000 perannum, Of this about $50,- 
000 is paid by the negroes (« liberal estimate). 

6 Yes. 

7. Yes, so far as improved methods and increased interest in education are 
concerned, 

8 Yes. 


Pa pror 


COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA, 
DEPARTMENT oF PusLic INsTRvcrios, 
Superintendent's Oficc, Richmond, September 1, 1890. 

Dear Str: Your letter of the 5th instant, addressed to the governor of Vir- 
ginia, has been referred to this department for reply. 

In reply to your inquiries, I have te say : 

First. The schoo! population of Virginia, according tothe census of 1885, was 
610,371, 

Second. Of the above number, 345,024 are white and 265,347 colored. 

Third. For the schoo! year which closed July 31, 1889, the amount expended 
for the support of the public-school system was $1,620,808,92. 

Fourth. Ne color distinction is made in the distribution of school funds, the 
funds being distributed on the basis of the school population. 

Fifth, Weare wnable to say what proportion of the taxes is paid by the col- 
ored people, but it is very small. 

Sixth. We have nermal schools for whites and for blacks. 

Seventh. There has been a marked improvement in our school system during 
the past ten years, 

Eighth. Our permanent schoo! fund is slowly but steadily increasing. Our 
annual school revenues are also inereasing. 

Trusting the above will farnish you the information desired, I am, 

Very respectfully, yours, 
JNO. E, MASSEY, Superintendent. 
Hon, W. H. Crary, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 





State or West VirorstA, EXecuTive DEPaRtTMusr. 
Charleston, January 17, 1599. 
Hon. W. H. Crain, Washington, D. C.: 


I send information requested as far as our statutes enable me to dc so 
The amount of taxes paid by colored people in this State, for any pur; 
whatever, is so smal! that it is not worth talking abont. 
Very respectfully, —— 


N.B,—I send messages containing school matter in detail. 
E. W 


West Virginia school statistics for 1889. 


1. Enumeration of youth: Total white, 248,437; total colored, 10,195 
white and colored, 258,934. 

3. Disbursements: Of building fund, $404,915.79; of teachers’ fund, $356 
total disbursed (1889), $1,260,972.83. 

i. No distinction as to color. 

5. No statistics upon this subject. 

6. Yes. Six for the white and one for the colored people. Provision fo 
ored teachers in normal department of Stover College, Harper's Ferry. 

7. Yes; marked iniprovement. 

8. Yes. See report of department free schools for the years 1887-1889 

Prepared for His Excellency Governor E. W. Wilson by the departme 


free schools. 
B. 8. MORGAN, Slate Superintendd 


These replies show that the public-school systems of the South 
exhibiting a decided improvement; that large sums of money are 
nually expended by the Southern States for educational purposes; |! 
there is no distinction in the distribution of their school funds on 1 
color basis; that normal schools are provided for colored as wel! 
white teachers; and that the whites pay about 97 per cent. of the tax “s 
levied for school purposes in these States. 

They are a sufficient answer to the count in the indictment that \ 
deny the colored children educational facilities and keep them in im 
rance. Indeed, upon the theory that education enables a man to in 
telligently determine which political platform to stand upon, and wha: 
policy is best calculated to ameliorate his condition, it is the part o! 
wisdom for the Democrats of the South to educate the colored peo; 
and they are acting upon that theory. 

CHARGE UNTRUE THAT NEGROES ARE DEPRIVED OF SUFFRAGE AND OFFIC! 
THE SOUTH. 

Two other counts in the general indictment against the South ma; 
be answered together, namely, the deprivation of Republicans, whit 
and black, of suffrage and of office. These charges are general in th: 
character and are bolstered up by isolated instances of violence and « 
obstruction, which may be found in all parts of the United Stat 
They are incident to the excitement and party spirit which prev. 
among our people during heated election contests and are not pecul ii: 
to the South. At Biddeford, in Maine, on the 10th of last March, an 
election was held and the following dispatch was sent out from ther 


RIOT IN BIDDEFORD—TROUBLE OVER ILLEGAL VOTERS AT TO-DAY’S ELECTIO’ 


BrippEForD, Me., March 1\) 
There is great excitement here over the municipal election. Ome hundr: 


| special police officers and twenty-five deputy sheriffs are on duty. The votes 


of the men whose naturalization papers were issued by the municipal court 
alleged violation of the United States iaws, are being challenged in every war! 

In one ward two sheriffs arrested a challenged voter, but clubs were draw: 
and the Specials and the crowd liberated the prisoners. In another ward De) 
uty United States Marshal Obed A. Stackholm drew a revolver when a crow! 
interfered with his arrest of a prisoner. Stackholm succeeded in holding | 
man and also caused the arrest of aspecial officer whointerfered. At 100'clock 
warrants were issued for the arrest of the sheriffs, and ten minutes later tlic 
local police captured Deputy United States Marshal Stackholm and Depu') 
Sheriff Barker, of North Berwick, and hustled them to the police station, fo! 
lowed by a howling mob. A general riot is feared. 


Will it be contended that Maine is a hot-bed of political violence be- 
cause of this election trouble at Biddeford, which is in the Speaker's 
district, and that the recent election there should be set aside on tha 
account? 

Many other illustrations of this character could begiven from North 
ern elections if time would admit. 

But it is claimed that the colored man is deprived of his suffrage }e- 
cause the votes cast do not come up to the census returns or to votes 
cast at former elections. The vote for Foraker and Powell in Ohio 
fell short of that cast for Blaine and Cleveland respectively; will it be 
urged that the falling off was attributable to obstruction or intimida 
tion ? 

Mr. CARLISLE’s vote was very small in the Thoebe contest com 
pared with his vote in prior elections. Were the Democrats intimi 
dated who failed to attend the polls? The vote in the Speaker’s d 
trict on the 7th of September was less by several thousands than | 
ought to have been according to the census returns and the votes ¢2-' 
two yearsago. The Republican vote having fallen off as well as th 
Democratic, will it be insisted that the Speaker should be turned 0 
of the next Congress on that account? 

Bat, says the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. KELLey]} in his abuse 
the South delivered on the 3d day of this month: 

Now, Mr. Speaker, Iwant to say right here what { think is applicable to t\: 
case—what I think every member of this House will assent to—thatin no distri: ' 
in the United States is therea solitary precinct where any Democrat who is a ci\'- ~ 
zen and voter has not always had a perfect right to cast his ballot without ob- 
struction, intimidation, or while there are many precincts in man) 


States of this Union where Republicans are not allowed the same privilege 
and have not been for a number of years, 
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Has the gentleman forgotten the history of the Presidential canvass | that it benefits the wage-workers of this country against the pau; 


in Indiana manipulated by Mr. Steve Dorsey ? Admitting for the sake 
of argument that intimidation bas existed in some places in the South, 
which is the greater crime, intimidation of a voter or bribery of a 
voter? Z : 
Has the gentleman so soon forgotten the history of the recent Presi- 
dential canvass? Does he not know that hundreds of thousands of 
dollars were subscribed and put into the hands of the chairman of the 
Republican national committee for the purpose of securing the clec- 


tion of the Republican candidate, the present incumbent of the Exec- | 


utive office? Does he not know that there were thousands of votes 
bought in the city of Brooklyn, enough to decide the election ? 

The following statement was handed me by a prominent Indians 
Democrat: 

Hon. W-.P. Fishback, of Indianapolis, in 1881 wrote to the Indianapolis News 
an open letter addressed to Hon. Stanton J. Peelle, containing the following 
“Men like Dorsey will come to Indiana again as they came in 1580, and dis 
burse $400,000 in the Denison House parlors to be used in buying votes, hiring 
repeaters, bribing election officers to stuff ballot-boxes and falsify election re- 
turns. You know that there are men high in office because they connive at 
such crimes, and it is no secret that men honored by the party are so honored 
mainly because they aided the escape of arrested felons who were hired to come 
from other States to violate the election laws of Indiana.”’ 


These charges, Mr. Speaker, do not come from Democratic sources, 
for ‘‘ Mr. Fishback was a former partner of President Harrison, is a Re- 
publican, and is now master commissioner of the United States circuit 
court of the district of Indiana.”’ 

How do they sound to Republican ears accusing Southern Democrats 
of fraud and political corruption? What has the gentleman from Kan- 
sas to say about the “‘ obstruction, intimidation, or violence’’ practiced 
in the Cincinnati elections several years ago when Marshal Wright held 
sway there? Will he deny that in very many manulacturing districts 
in the North and East operatives were compelled by moral—rather, im- 
moral—intimidation to vote the Republican ticket at the last election ? 

I know that these instances were numerous. Workmen in Northern 
factories were given to understand that voting for the Democratic can- 
didates meant loss of employment and consequent loss of bread and 
butter for their families. They were told that Democratic success meant 
diminution of business for their employers, even to the extent of the 
closing up of shops and consequent idleness of the employés. How 
does bulldozing of this kind compare with that which you charge has 
been practiced in the South? 

In Connecticut, during the late Presidential canvass, the workmen 
in numerous factories received on each Saturday night the weekly 
pittance which they had earned in a peculiar kind of envelope, on which 
appeared the employé’s name, his number, and the amount of his wages, 
and in print the following: 


Under protection the wage-earners of the United States have become the 
owners of more property than all the other wage-earners in the world. 


1] 
a 


Here is one of these envelopes: 
A QUESTION OF WAGES AND BREAD. 


The one issue of this campaign, shall American goods and products or En- 
glish goods and products stock our home market? 

Shall American wages or English wages be paid to our workingmen and 
working women? 

“A tariff for revenue only’’ means free trade. 

Free trade means pauper wages or no work ! 

Do the workingmen of America want protection or free trade ? 


The question 
rests entirely with them. Let them decide on November 6. 


What does the gentleman from Kansas think now about obstruction 
and intimidation in Northern States? 

At Bridgeport, in Connecticut, a leading Democratic Representative 
on the floor of this House, while addressing an audience during the 
last campaign, exhibited one of these envelopes and indulged in strong 
denunciation of such infamous practices. The very next morning the 
workman who had furnished the ‘‘ pay envelope’’ which the speaker 
had used was called upon by one of his superiors to produce it, and 
upon his failure to do so he was instantly discharged. What does the 
gentleman from Kansas think of this instance of intimidation? The 
man’s name was C. Huttenberger; the speaker’s name was BENTON 
McMILLIN. The wages paid the man were $4.25 for five days’ werk, 
at 85 cents per day, and 21 cents for two and a half hours’ work, at 8} 
cents; in all, $4.46. 

Just think of the magnificent wages, $4.46 for over five days’ work 
in a protected industry, which this poor workman was to save under 
protection and to lose under free trade, and which he did actually lose 
afterwards, because he had the manhood to consent to an exposure of 
the infamous methods practiced by his Republican employers in order 
to intimidate men into voting the Republican ticket. 

Can any Republican member cite a case which equals this in the 
South? To his honor be it said, Mr. Wheeler, a Democrat, of the sew- 
ing-machine firm of Wheeler & Wilson, on learning the facts gave Mr. 
Huttenberger a better place than the one he lost. 

In this connection I beg leave to present a tabulated statement, with 
comments thereon, taken from a delivered in this House on the 


pyran byHon. Benton MCMILLIN, which demolishes the claims 
protectionists 


that “ protection is advocated only to the extent 


nee eet CC 
SS _— 


labor of Europe. Here is the tab! 


Table compiled from the Tenth Cen by M tion, Superintende ) 
i 
iag value of various manufacture yd er t. of lal é 
of duty existing and proposed 
I 
Industries . Pres 
r tariff 
i 
Carpets......... - 792, 2 }, 835, 218 5 { l 
Cotton goods..............| Zl ), 38 $5,614,419 S. 64 ) 
Bolts, nuts, etc nasi ] 3 l ) 
Nails and spikes 629, 240 i i i 
Iron pipe, wrought. 13, 292, 162 1,788 4.( 
OR ee 3 ‘4 t mw). Of 2 
Oil, lingeed..............+ 15, 303, 812 681 i. 4 ‘4 
Screws (smallest 2, 184, 532 156, 54 p S4 
W ool hats (cheap 8, 516, 5 ] ; } ' ) 
Woolen goods. 160, 606, 721 ) a i ) } 
Worsted goods 3. 49. 942 ; 
Clothing made 50 per $ it 
Take woolen goods as shown in this table rl wi Amo m 
160,000,000; the labor-cost was $25,000,000 rhe present duty is 71 per ce | 
my distinguished friend sitting in front of me proposes, thro i 
tee, to fix it at 9) per cent. ; yet labor gets 16.1 p« en 
Next, consider worsted goods; and they g vorse as they go further rl 
valine of the product was 933,000,000; labor received $5,000,000; the lab 
was only 16.9 per cent. Yet they propose to increase duty on worsted goc to 
103 per cent.,and some worsteds are increased to 13) per cent Does any man 


believe that the intention is to benefit the laboring man’ I say that our tru 
policy is to keep up this agitation ; and if taxes are given in the name of labor 
and through the votes of labor let us see that labor g« its share. 

I remember to have heard the distinguished gentleman from Ohio |Mr. M 


KINLEY}, in the Forty-seventh Congress, say on this floor that, instead of bei 
in favor of a tariff for protection with incidental revenue, he was in favor « 
tariff for revenue with incidental protectic This was his position in 1883. 
But now when I examine his bill, when I look at the increases and the exclu 
sions that are put in it, when I see thatin framing the bill the committee have 
gone on apparently with the determination that there shall be no imports, | 
think his next platforn ill be “a tariff for protection with accidental reve 
nue: for it will be an accik fit vields any revenue. Laughter. | 
Ah! to the casual observer it wo yet when you come to examine 
the bill, what are the facts? Thereis a provision that leaves chains where they 
are, and the bill would seem to show that this duty is only 43 percent. Yet 
there is a basket clause to the same section which says that none of the chains 
shall pay less than 45 per cent. Why not come up boldly and say, ‘* We will in- 
crease the tax.’’ But no; the “ farmer’? is abroad, and, with a mortgage ove: 
his home, it is not very good stump doctrine, pending a campaign, to increase 
any part of his taxes without covering up t f and t y have done it, 
Who ever saw such a bil! as that presented by the majority? It is founded 
on no general idea and can be justified on no general principle. It raised th« 
duty on certain woolen goods on the theory that the tariff is no tax, and put 
sugar on the free-list on the plea that the tariffisatex. Cabbages taxed 5 c« 
each and the sauerkraut, made of cabbage, is not taxed atall. [Laughter 
Hen egys, edible, taxed 5 cents a dozen; silk-worm eggs, that ean not 
are admitted free. 
The present rate of duty on champagne is $7 a dozen quarts, or 53 per cent 
champagne, that magnificent and fiery fluid, which will not cure a man if he 
sick, but will soon ‘fix’? him so he does not care whether he is sick or well! 
[Laughter.] You would suppose an earnest seeker after things on which he 
could increase taxation would not overlook that, and yet the committee left the 
duty on champagne at 53 per cent. and raised it on woolen goods to more than 
91 per cent., showing that their party have more regard for internal heating ap 
yliances than for external. And so it goes from bad to worse, through one 
Sentient and fifty-six pages of increases and inconsistencies 

Sir, there is a general change from ad valorem to specific duties. This an- 
swers two of the purposes of those who advocate higher taxes. First, it con 
ceals the rate of the duty. or the rate as compared with the cost, from the con 
sumer; it enables the taxing to continue with less complaint by the victim. 
Secondly, there is constant!y going on all over the world a reduction in the cost 
of goods by reason of new inventions, discoveries, and the use of machinery 
When the duty is ad valorem the purchaser gets, with the reduction of the price 
of the commodity, a corresponding reduction of the duty; but when it is spe- 
cifie he gets no reduction, even if there isa decrease of one-half in the cost of 
the article. So these gentlemen, by the substitution of specific for ad valorem 
rates of duty, provide that the reduction shall not inure to the benefit of the 
consumer 
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THE SEVENTH DISTRICT OF TEXAS 

The district which I have the honor to represent is involved and in 
cluded in the wholesale denunciation of the South, and I shall have : 
few words to say in relation to its political condition. 

The colored population is so much larger than the white in four of 
the twenty-eight counties which compose my district that they are 
called Senegambia. In the county of Brazoria, which is in the Sene 
gambian belt, the local offices are divided between the Democrats and 
the Republicans, and the persons named for them are voted for by both 
parties, while each man casts his ballot as he pleases for candidat 
upon the national and State tickets. 


In counties where this kind of an agreement is not made and t 


g1 re 
aré no nominations for local officers, each candidate exerts his best 
efforts to secure the greatest possible number of red votes, and there 


is no interference with the colored voters in the free exercise of their 
preference for any candidate in-depositing their ballots. Itis hardly 
necessary to say that the candidates of the national Democratic part) 
came out of Senegambia on election night with their banners trailing. 
In the county of Fort Bend, the majority against Cleveland and mysel! 
at the last election, was about 1,400. [I have not heard of a solitary 
complaint anywhere in the district of any obstruction or intimidation 
of voters. 
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Judge Barkhart, of Colambia, in Brazoria County, Texas, has been 
elected for nearly twenty years judge of the district court ina judicial 
district embracing several counties of the Congressional district which 
I represent. He isa Republican and was recently an applicant for a 
Federal judgeship in Texas. In my district colored men have been 
elected as legislators, sheriffs, and county and district clerks. In 
1876 Iserved in the Senate with Senator Burton, acolored man trom 
Fort Bend County. 

In the county of De Witt, a Democratic county, where I reside, three 
of the principal county offices are filled by Republicans, who have been 
repeatedly elected; the assessorship, by W. H. Grafton; the treasurer- 
ship, by J. W. Richter, and the collectorship, by W. H. Graham, who 
was a Union soldier and a prisoner at Andersonville. 

Do these facts establish the existence of obstruction or intimidation 
of voters or a denial of office to Republicans, white or black? 

But I have not finished my statement. Galveston is a Democratic 
city and yet her people elected W. W. Cuney and another colored man 
named Washington as members of the board of aldermen; the former 
was repeatedly elected. 

At one election his white opponent was declared elected and Cuney 
contested his seat. The mayor was a Democrat and the board of al- 
dermen were Democrats, and yet, strange as it may seem to those who 
charge that we cheat the negro out of his political rights, the colored 
contestant was adjudged to be entitled to the seat and the white con- 
testee was ousted. 

I have given names and residences as an evidence of my good faith 
in making these assertions. W. W. Cuney, a bright, intelligent col- 
ored man, the alderman to whom I have referred, is to-day the collector 
of customs at Galveston. According to my recollection he is the first 
colored man appointed under a Republican Administration to a promi- 
nent political office in Texas, and 1 am informed he would not have 
received his appoiatment had he not been the recipient of strong Dem- 
ocratic indorsements. 

The truth is that the white Republican politicians have used the 
colored voter to enable them to climb into the lucrative offices, and 
have selected him to perform menial services around post-offices and 
custom-houses, 

These facts, Mr. Speaker, incontrovertibly demonstrate that every 
voter in the Seventh Congressional district of Texas is as free to cast 
his ballot in aceordance with his own preferences as any voter in the 
United States, and to hold office if he can procure the majority of the 
votes polled. 

And I do not doubt that each of my colleagues will bear the same 
character of testimony with reference to the political conditions of the 
district which he represents. But it may be said, indeed I have heard 
it said, that while all this may be true of Texas it will not apply to other 
Southern States, and that it is owing to fraud and violence in other 
States that complaint is made and the passage of the infamous force 
bill is pressed. 





ELECTIONS IN MISSISSIPPI, SOUTH CAROLINA, FLORIDA, AND LOUISIANA, 


The States against which the loudest complaints are lodged are 
Vlorida, Louisiana, South Carolina, and Mississippi. 

Of course, not being a resident of either of these States, I can not 
testify of my own knowledge in relation to the political status in them. 

I do know, however, as a matter of record, the following facts, which 
would seem to be aclear and complete defense to the accusations made 
against the Democrats of those States: Florida is represented in this 
House by two Democrats. The seat of but one of them is contested. 
Lonisiana has five Democratic Representatives and one Republican. 
None of them has had a contest on his hands. South Carolina presents 
seven Democratic Representatives, and only one of them had his seat 
contested. Mississippi is represented by seven Democrats. Five no- 
tices of contest were served upon sitting members. Two of these con- 
tests were voluntarily abandoned by the contestants, and in the other 
three the Committee on Elections were forced to decide in tavor of 
the sitting members, and anybody who has either heard or read the 
fierce invectives of the Republican members of that committee must 
know they would not have declared the contestees entitled to their 
seats had there been a quasi-reasonable showing to turn them out. 

This appeal to the record, Mr. Speaker, shows that your party’s 
alleged reason for the passage of the Lodge bill is not sustained. Your 
Own witnesses give testimony against you. 

REPUBLICAN PRETENSES ABOUT COLORED VOTES. 


You pretend to be anxious to protect the negroes of the South in 
the enjoyment of their political rights, with this limitation, however, 
that you do not care how much they are cheated or intimidated or bull- 
dozed in local elections, the very elections with which they are most 
concerned, for they more immediately than national elections affect 
their lives, their liberty, and their property. 

Indeed, Mr. Speaker, you recently made this very declaration in a 
magazine article and in your Pittsburgh speech, from which I quote: 


| Extracts from Speaker Reep's speech at Pittsburgh April 26.) 

While the South denies frauds in elections—cheatings and ballot-box-stuff- 
ings—singularly enough, they justify them. Why they defend them, if they 
do not happen, you can not understand on principles of logic, but you can on 
prineiplesof lying. Thedefense is that otherwise the white race would be dom- 
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inated by colored ignorance. That defense may do for the State of Missi«< 
but it will not do for the United States. In Mississippi the blacks are »,..., 
numerous, Inthe United States they are but ahbandful. If in all the Conor. 
sional districts whereghey are in the majority they should combine and - 
one of their own color they could only muster thirty out of three hundred 
thirty. When, therefore, any Southern gentleman, however eloquent, «, 
on your race feeling, proclaims the danger of ignorant rule, and wakes 
sympathy for his misgovernment, do not for an instant forget that all t} 
nothing to do with Federal elections. If Mississippi be in danger of iy unt 
domination, the United States isnot. If cheating at the polls be only pious ' 
in South Carolina—excusable because the white man is superior in int 
though inferior in numbers—there can be no such excuse in the United x(q), 
election, where the white man, with his superior intellect, is superior in 
bers also. 

In other words, the excuse, whether it be bad or good, for cheating at s 
elections, can not be spread beyond State elections. When a Federal elect 
held it has nothing to do with the State government, but becomes a pa 


parcel of the Government of the United States at large, where there is no 
bility of negro domination, ignorant or otherwise. 

The Republican vote of the South the Republican party is entitled to 
the Constitution, whether that vote be ignorant or sensible. If ignoran: 
need it to offset the domestic ignorance, which votes in New York and 
large cities. Why should they poll their ignorance and we not pol! our: 

What, then, is the remedy? Ispeak only for myself. What I say binds 
body but me, and not even me if the Republican party prefers another | 
but, speaking tor myself, it seems to me that the only wise course is to tak: 
Federal hands Federal elections. Let us cut loose from State elections, do 
own registration, our own counting, and our own certification. Then tlic : 
will be satisied. Against this course no constitutional objection can be 
The Yarborough case, a decision of the Supreme Court, covers it all ov: 
objection can be urged against it on account of sectionalism. It applies to 
and South East and West. 

The real motives which actuate Republican Representatives in wry 
ing and pressing the force bill are, not to afford protection to the ne.roes 
of the South, but to pander to the negroes of the North, to perpetuat 
Republican control of the House, including of course the Speakers|ii; 
and to retard the unprecedented growth and prosperity ot the South 

It you were so very anxious to protect the Southern negroes whiy did 
you not provide for that protection when you forced suffrage and citi 
zenship upon them? Why have you not afforded them protection 
since that time whenever you have had controlof both branches of the 
legislative department as well as the executive? You had a majority 
in both Houses as recently as 1881-—’82, in the Forty-seventh Congress 
Why did you not enact laws then for their education and political pr: 
tection? Surely they needed both as much then as they do now. 

Is it not true that you only found out that they needed protection 
when a Democratic President was elected and the Democratic part) 
was within a few votes of controliing both the House and Senate’ 
Have you not confessed this in admitting that you only desire to pro 
tect them in national elections? If it be wrong to cheat or bulldoze 
the negro voter in national elections, is it not a greater wrong to depri\ 
him of the right to exercise his choice in local elections? 

Is it not true that you have been pricked to action by the complaints 
of Northern negroes and their threats of insubordination which you fea: 
may affect Northern elections, hoth State and Federal, and hand ov 
the reins of government to the party of constitutional liberty ? 

Speak the truth now, gentlemen of the other side ot the House, whic 
class are you most concerned about, the colored voters of the South 
the colored voters of the North? 

The former can not help you a great deal. The latter hold the bal. 
ance of political power in several Northern States, as is demonstrated 
by the following statement furnished me in response to a letter of in- 
quiry. As the ratio of increase of population in the United States ha- 
been about 25 per cent. since 1880, the force of the argument will mor 
strongly appear by adding one-fourth to the negro voters, all of whon 
vote where I live. I do not know how that is in these States: 

LIBRARY or ConGress, Washington, September 20, | 


Dear Str: Herewith I hand you the Democratic and Republican vote « 
for in the States named at the last election, November, 1888: 









Colored 
State. —— voters in 7 | 
1880. 

NG niccciceenesigatessundininscseernstitennrenmecsiocesionag SE,  S6708 4] 
Indiana ....... 260, | 10,739 2 
| se 348, 371 13, 686 $7 
Pennsy!vania.... 23, 892 6, 09 
New York... 20, 059 GAS, 0 
Connecticut............. 3, 532 74, 584 
New Jersey...........0+-+ 10, 670 14 
IIIS, o kccntnts secre ecievess soncesenceseevespaccechinp onal SUES 5, 956 5 


There is no means of ascertaining the vote cast by colored men in any © 
above States, no discrimination being made as to color in the poll-books : 
turns of the vote. I give, however, in middle column, the number of c 
males over twenty-one years by census of 1880. ’ 

Very respectfully, 


A, R. SPOFFORD, 
Librarian of Con 
Ilion, W. H. Cray, M. C. 


WHY DON’T THE REPUBLICANS SEND COLORED REPRESENTATIVES FRO) 
NORTH, 

If our Republican “oun are so very fond of the colored brothe! 
as they profess to be, if they are so anxious to see him seated in (on 
gress, why do they not elect an occasional Representative or Senator!" 
some of the Northern districts and States where they have overwhic!™ 
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ing majorities? This would be much stronger evidence of their hon- 
esty aud sincerity than a thousand philippics against the Southern 

All their professions of regard for the negro are merely hypocritical 
cant. Were he not a dangerous factor in political contests north of 
Mason and Dixon’s line he would not be resurrected from the obscur- 
ity in which he was formerly buried. : ie a, 

In the South the colored people are rapidly becoming indifferent to 
politics outside of the political preachers, the school-teachers, and the 
professional politicians. They are finding out at last that, whichever 
party is in power, their financial condition depends upon their indi- 
vidual efforis. Whether Cleveland or Harrison rules, they have to 
work, steal, or starve. 

After the war they were each promised ‘'40 acres and a mule.”’ 
They have long since ceased to watch for the deed to the 40 acres and 
to long for the mule. 

In Texas they were told that the election of Cleveland would be the 
signal for their relegation to slavery, and we had hard work to pacify 
them and to allay their apprehensions after the election. ‘They soon 
learned that they had been deceived, and that, too, by the very men in 
whom they had placed confidence. They take more interest as a class 
in local elections than in national elections, because their votes are in 
demand either by the colored political bosses or by the local candidates. 
A fall campaign isa good harvest for the political colored preacher and 
school-teacher. 

In my district, as a class, they are good citizens when left alone, and 
considering their former condition and the temptations to which they 
have been subjected, the bad advice that has been poured into their 
ears, their ignorance, and the obstacles which have confronted them, 
they are to be regarded in general as objects of commiseration rather 
than as people to be despised. They are treated well by the whites 
and they regard the Democrats as their friends. 

The fact is that, like our own people, there are good and bad men 
amongst them, and since the exodus of the carpet-baggers they have 
made fair, average citizens. When they want work, when they need 
assistance, when they solicit subscriptions for school-houses or churches, 
when they are raising money to bury one of their friends, they yo to 
the Democrats, but when they vote they usually go to the Republicans, 
unless they feel commercially inclined or have personal preferences. 
Just after the late election in Tennessee I read an editorial extract from 
a Nashville paper in which the editor, a colored man, charged his peo- 
ple with actually selling their votes. Would the Lodge bill stop that ? 
{t is charged in Texas that those who manage among them sell not only 
their own votes, but those which they control. 


REPUBLICAN REFUTATION OF FALSE ACCUSATIONS AGAINST THE SOUTH. 
’ 


In the case of Clayton vs. Breckinridge the gentleman from Kansas 
{Mr. KeELLey ], among other violent utterances against the South, said: 


Things in this country are now bad; not so bad but they may be remedied; if 
not soon remedied they will go to work mending themselves, and then the 
trouble for this nation begins; and the consequences of all our mistakes and 
sins of omission and of commission are upon us, It becomes us as men, as rep- 
resentatives of the people of this country, in whose hands for the time being the 
destinies of the nation and of the people are to some extent placed, to mend 
matters, and do it at once, before conditions arrive at that state of badness that 
is described by the Texan, where they begin to mend themselves. 

I have been listening for the last nine months in this House for some one to 
suggest a remedy, listening, not with my ear to the ground, for that remedy is 
not supposed to come from the ple, but is expected to come from the states- 
men of this country and of this House, and as a new and very humble member 
of this House I have been waiting and hoping that a remedy would be devised 
by the experienced and able statesmen of the House that would be satisfactory. 

Ihave heard two remedies suggested by the other side, the first of which is 
the old and familiar cry of ‘‘ Let us alone; let us manage our affairs in our own 
way; letus et aren freespeech and a free ballot; let us murder, and assassin- 
ate, and intimidate, and defraud, and we beg you to believe we do it in the 
interest of harmony and peace and good government,”’ This proposition is un- 
just and can not be accepted. The other proposition was voiced by the gentlc- 
man from Kentucky ee BRECKINRIDGE] a few days ago. It was offered in 
connection with his discussion of this same question in another form, and I was 
glad to have it come from him, because I believe he has given this question 
thought and understands it,and I believed he was candid. The proposition 
was an invitation to the Northern people to send our sons south among them 
“to help develop the South, to open our mines, to buy our lands, to build our 
railr is, to marry in our families, to be with us and of us, receive our confi- 
dence and give us yours; in short, to knit closer the ties and bonds of affection 
and interest that bind the people of these States together.”’ 

This sounds well and is no doubt meant well, but in the light of the experi- 
ence of my personal friends and acquaintances it sounds much like the invita- 
tion of the spider to the fly to walk into his parlor. 


Contrast this language with the facts and with the patriotic public 
declarations of Vice-President Morton to a Post reporter on his return 
from his trip to the South: 


Vice-President Morton has returned from his trip through the South with 
the kindliest feelings for its people and the brightest hopes for its future. Seated 
in the library of his handsome residence yesterday he gave toa Post reporter in 
an way some of the impressions of his trip. 

“It was my first trip along the South Atlantic coast,”’ he said, ‘although 
many yease sg I visited New Orleans, and to say that I thoroughly enjoyed 
the trip would be to very mildly characterize the pleasure | experienced. A\- 
th I wentamong le who were perfect strangers to me and with whose 
interest I had not been closely identified, I met with a most cordial greeting 
everywhere, and, indeed, could not begin to accept all the invitations which 
were showered u me. If I had had the time I would have gone to Mobile, 
Ala., Thomasvi Ga., and other places from which invitations came, but 
there had to be a limit to travel.” 

“ What feature of the trip most impressed you?” 
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‘I think that the wonderful and rapid recovery of the South from the devas 
tation of the war is most amazing and must strongly impress every one who 
knows what the South experienced and realizes what it is to-day. lam frank 
to say that I do not believe a traveler going through the South, if unaware 
of the struggle of twenty-five years ago, would notice any signs resulting from 
that struggle. Of course this recovery is not equal atall points. Some cities 
are more backward than others, and yet I believe that all cities are feeling the 
general prosperity which is now the happy condition of the South. Atlanta, 
Savannah, Pirmingham, and Jacksonville are particularly flourishing. Jack- 
sonville has in four years increased its population from 85,000 to 60,000. This 
is marvelous growth 

** Do the Southern people still talk of the war 

“I think not, except to refer to it as a basis of comparison by which they em 
phasize the changes which have been made since it closed, and this comparison 
is with them a natural matter of pride, Of course, 1 speak only for the cities. 





I did not go into the country. In the cities, however, the Southern man has 
his mind on the future rather than on the past.” 

‘There is considerable Northern capital invested in the development of the 
South?”’ 

“Beyond a doubt.’ 

“And dothe Northerners d the Southerners work together without fri 
tion?’ 

“I thinkthey do. Certainly among the business men, so faras I could see, 


Democrats and Republicans were on excellent terms. There is a common 
bond,” continued Mr. Morton, with a smile, “in making money, and that is 
what the South is now successfully endgavoring todo. Northern people are 
welcomed in the South, especially if they are disposed to place their shoulders 
to the wheel in helping to develop the material industries of that section. ‘The 
Southerner may not agree with his Northern visitor politically, and he may 
have different views on other questions, but he is heart and soul with him on 
the all-absorbing question of development. Yes,there can be no question that 
the Northern man is sure of a cordial welcome to the South.” 

* Then the Southerners are not letting Northern men do all the work?’ 

“Not by any manner of means, They are also up and alive and doing.’ 

Mr. Morton said that the Florida hotels were now full of tourists from the 
North, Jacksonville is crowded, and all the St. Augustine hotels are full, 
A new hotel, to accommodate five hundred or six hundred guests, is now being 
erected in Tampa and will be ready next season. In conclusion, Mr. Morton 
again referred with the heartiest appreciation to the marked cordiality which 
had been shown him, and expressed the firm belief that the present era of pros- 
perity in the South was not based on a fictitious foundation, but was the result 
of natural and lasting causes. 

Mr. KELLEY forms his judgment of the condition of the South from 
a few incidents which have been reported to him, whereas the Vice- 
President bases his opinion upon the general knowledge which he has 
obtained by actual contact with the people of the South. To which 
statement will the people of this country pin their faith ? 

There is unfortunately so much prejudice against the South in cer- 
tain quarters, aroused by either willful or ignorant misrepresentation, 
that it is difficult for Southern Representatives to obtain a hearing upon 
the subject of the trueconditionoftheSouth. Therefore the testimony 
of Vice-President Morton isof incalculable value, not to the South alone, 
but to the entire country. 

No man will call in question the loyalty of the lamented Judge 
Kelley to the Republican party. Let mequotefrom him and from other 
gentlemen, Republicans as well as Democrats, in refutation of the 
charges preferred by his namesake from Kansas, 

In the early part of 1889 many prominent capitalists and manufact- 
urers went South to ‘‘spy out the land.’”? Among the number were 
such men as the Hon. Abram 8S. Hewitt and Hon. Edward Cooper, of 
the widely known iron and steel firm of Cooper, Hewitt & Co,; Mr. 
Andrew Carnegie, the most extensive iron and steel manufacturer in 
America; Mr. Frederic Taylor, a leading New York banker; Hon H. B. 
Pierce, secretary of state of Massachusetts; Hon. D. H. Goodell, gov- 
ernor of New Hampshire, and many others. These are mentioned be- 
cause of the influence which their statements carry and because they 
ean not be charged with being partial to the South. 

Letters were written to the Manufacturers’ Record by a number of 
these gentlemen, giving their views upon the resources of the South and 
the progress made in that section in the last few years. 

Mr. Carnegie wrote that he regarded the South ‘‘as Pennsylvania’s 
most formidable industrial enemy in the future.’’ 

Mr. Taylor, who made a careful study of the situation in connection 
with Messrs. Hewitt and Cooper, stated that the South was a revela- 
tion tohim. ‘‘It seemed to me,’’ wrote Mr. Taylor, ‘‘thut we trav 
eled through a continuous and unbroken strain of what has been aptly 
termed the music of progress, the whirr of the spindle, the buzz of 
the saw, the roar of the furnace, and the throb of the locomotive.’’ 

‘To the young men of the South he accords high praise of the work 
which they are doing, and to ‘‘the eager, earnest, restless, driving en- 
ergy which seems to fill them.’’ Referring to the section through 
which they passed, he says: 

The country through which we traveled was varied, and in many respects 
beautiful; its valleys fair as the vale of Cashmere, its mountain scenery wild at 
times asthe Alps. The South, to my mind, is only now on the threshold of its 
boom. It hasevery possible advantage—everything, indeed, that God can give. 
The New South has been built up by the indomitable energy and by the hard 
work of the Southern people themselves. 

And finally in closing this most striking letter, Mr. Taylor added: 

To any man to-day of pluck and grit with the world before him and his fort- 
une to make, I should say, ‘Go South, young man, go South, 

Hon. Henry B. Pierce wrote: 


I can add little to what has been so well said, and so many times said of late 
by Northern men who have been South, as to the resources and advantages of 
that wonderfu! section which includes Northern Alabama. I am thoroughly 
convinced that it is to be the great iron center of the world, and that the peo- 
ple will marvel at the growth which will be brought about during the next 
twenty-five years. The South will receive the greatest direct benefit, because 
of a revolution socially, politically, industrially, and in an educational way, 
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which it will undergo in this process, a revolution so gradual and yet so fraught 
with immediate blessing that it will be accomplish without friction. I pre- 
dict for the New South an era of prosperity which shall eclipse any which has 
ever been achieved in any other section of our great country, 50 remarkable for 
its au in that line. 


COSsCs 


Sir Lowthain Bell, of England, one of the highest authorities on iron 
manufactare, recently made the following statement: 

Ultimately there seems nothing, so far as our present knowledge permiis us 
to judye,to prevent these Southern States from becoming the cheapest iron- 
making ce in the Union. 

Mr. J. C. Fuller, presidentof the United States Charcoal Iron Work- 
ers’ Association, which is composed of all the manufacturers of charcoal 
iron in the country, while on a visit to the South, said: 

I have to-day witnessed what I have hitherto considered existed onty in the 
imagination of the enthusiast. I have seen coal, ore,and limestone in almost 
fabulous deposits in so close proximity to one anot as to undoubtedly assure 
to Alabama the e of the foremost iron-producing regions 
ofthe world 






honor of becoming on 


To these strong statements I would add an extract from a letter in 
the Manuiacturers’ Record, by Hon. William D. Kelley, of Pennsyl- 
vania, who was one of the foremost statesmen of his day; a man of 
broad views, who, though a lover ef his own State, looked beyond its 
borders and saw in the development of the South the fature grandeur of 
this country, and rejoiced that whatever built up this section would add 
to the prosperity and progress of the United States as one great country. 
Judge Kelley weighed his words carefully, and hence the following 
extracts are worthy of thoughtfal attention. The most enthusiastic 
Southerner could not paint a more glowing picture of the South’s ad- 
vamtages, the beauty of its scenery, the charm of its climate, the 
wealth of its mineral resources, and the possibilities of its future. 

In the closing paragraph of my little book, The Oid South and the New— 


Wrote Judge Kelley— 

two sentences have caused me much questioning. I say there, “‘ Wealth and 
honor are in the pathway of the New South,” and again, “She is thecoming 
El Dorado of Americanadventure.”” My friends bavethbought me too ne; 
but the States south of the Ohio and east of the Mississippi, with their half mill- 
ion square niles of area, contain a wealth great enough for a continent—a 
wealth so vast,so varied in its elements and character, so advantageously 
placed for development, that these States alone can sustain a population far 
greater than the population of the United States to-day. 

Their products would be so different from those of other sections of the coun- 
try as to afford the most profitable exchange, advantageous to ail. And it is 
in these States that we must find the new and greater market for Northern sur- 
plas, whether that surplus be in the shape of accumulated labor of the past— 
that is to say, capital —or the future prodactions of labor, or of labor itself, be- 
cause in these Southern States, more than elsewhere, the natural conditions of 
snecess exist. As to the rapidity with which it can be done, the past growth 
of the West furnishes the bestanswer. It was the building of an empire in the 
Weat that relieved and enriched the East as well as the West. The enormons 
energies, the “‘ plant" used in that task, unparalleled in the magnitude of the 
work and the greatness of the reward to all, is now seeking a new field of in- 
vast ment, and there is no spot on earth sufficient for it and within its reach but 
the South. 

I have traveled much in the South since the war, and have always been keenly 
interested in every step of progress she has made and t to learn all I could 
of Southern resources and advantages. 1lhave urged my friends to go there, and 
my son is there now, with all that he has, embarked in a manufacturing enter- 

rise. I do not consider that there ever existed in the West, great as its wealth 
8, nor in any other — of the country, anything like the natural wealth of 
the South. A very large part of the South is blessed with a climate unexcelied, 
ifequaled, elsewhere inthe world. As to the mountainous region of the South, 
itis richer in natural wealth and in advantages for the development of that 
wealth; it basa finer climate, better water, and a higher condition of health 
than any region of which | have any knowledge, and is withal one of the 
most beautiful regions in the world. 


lam willing to rest the case of the South versus the gentleman from 
Kansas and ail others who calumniate her upon the foregoing testi- 
mony of business men, irrespective of political faith, Would Judge 
Kelley send his son to the South, would head vise his friends to go there, 
to be bulldozed, cheated out of their rights, civil and political, and to 
be foully assassinated? And yet the gentleman from Kansas says that 
an invitation to Northern thrift, energy, enterprise, brawn, and capital 
reminds him of the invitation of the spider to the fly. 

Shame on such unpatriotic utterances! They are unworthy of men 
who lay claim to patriotism and statesmanship. 

MOTIVES FOR THE FORCE BILL. 


But behind all these vituperative denunciations of the Southern peo- 
ple may perhaps be found the true reason for the urgency which char- 
acterizes the efforts of certain men to secure the passage of the force 
bill. During the past ten years the South has made wonderful strides 
in material development. Enjoying comparative peace and quiet and 
immunity from political troubles, she has rapidily increased in popula- 
tion and in wealth. Freed from its apprehension of insecurity, capital, 
proverbially timid, bas poured into the South from the North, and South- 
ern mines have been developed; the cultivation of Southern acres has 
increased, and Southern manufactories are going up in great numbers. 

Already Southern factories and Southern furnaces are competing suc- 
cessfully with those of the East. I remember an occasion when a dis- 
tinguished statesman, now gathered to his fathers, a man whom I was 
proud tocall my warm personal fricnd, Samuel J. Randall, ex 
the belief that 1 would live to see the day when the South would be the 
richest section of the Union, on account of its genial climate, its fertile 
soil, its tremendous water-power, and its wonderful mineral resources. 

‘That day, Mr. Speaker, is fast a We have the raw ma- 
terial at hand and lack nothing bat skill and capital to work and 
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fashion it into manufactured products. Our iron and coal lie side }), 
side; countless flocks of sheep furnish us with wool; numerous herd. 
of cattle supply our hides, and in Texas tanning bark is plenti(,! 
to change them into leather; our fields are white with the fle 
staple; our labor is cheap and plentiful; our railroad facilities are i, 
creasing, and instead of selling and shipping our raw material a}; 
and purchasing and reshipping it home in manufactured form we 
beginning to manufacture it ourselves, and to supply not on! 
home market but also the markets of the North and East. 

As is well known, pig-iron is produced more cheaply in the So 
than in the North; and we have numerous woolen and cotton facto: 
that aresuccessful competitors with their Eastern rivals. Several y. 
ago I met a manufacturer from Rhode Island upon a Southern t: 
who told me that in a purchase of yarn manufactured by a factory 
South Carolina he had just madea thousand dollars in the differ: 
between the cost there and the cost of manufacturing the amoun 
his purchase at his own factory, to which he would add the pro 
home. He had been unable to fill an order at his own mills and 
made up the deficit by purchase. 

These Southern enterprises would have been impracticable wit): 
Northern capital, and the only way to stop their further progress a 
increase is by causing alarm and uneasiness among the moneyed m 
of the North. 

An inauguration of race troubles at the South would inevitably p: 
duce that result. The passage of a force bill, foreshadowing or eve: 
raising a suspicion of political conflicts would have a tendency to stop 
the hum of machinery, the looms and spindles, and the furnaces 
the South. Capitalists contemplating investments there would awai' 
the results of attempts to carry out the provisions of the bill; the build 
ing of railroads and the development of mines would cease, and the 
wheels of Southern progress would be stopped. 

Southern competition would no longer threaten Eastern manufac‘ 
ures, and the truth of the statement made by a Republican newspa 
per would be established, that ‘“‘there are a dozen tariff bills in the 
Lodge bill.”’ 

EASTERN MANUFACTURERS CLAMORING FOR FREE RAW MATERIAL. 

At this very moment Eastern manufacturers are clamoring for {1 
raw material. They want free iron, free coal, free wool, and free hides, 
and they get free laborfrom abroad. Without free raw materials the) 
complain that they can not hold their own in the competitive rai 
with their Southern rivals. 

We all remember how the Committee on Ways and Means playe:! 
‘hide and go seek’’ with the proposition to put hides on the free-| is: 
My prediction may appear chimerical, but I venture the prophecy tha‘ 
a majority of this House will live to see the day when New England 
will be demanding freer trade than we now enjoy. 

I believe that Republican Representatives from Massachusetts wi 
not gainsay the assertion that the leaven of freer trade is now work- 
ing in certain sections of that State, and that the so-called free-trac: 
sentiment is rapidly growing there. Unlike the South, New Englan(! 
has to import her raw materials for manufacture either from siste: 
States or from abroad. It is not so much the fear of foreign manufact 
urers of wool, cotton, iron, steel, etc., that forces the East to keep u) 
protection as it is fear of Southern rivals. With a protective tariff th: 
South is éxhibiting a man ing development which is really won 
derful, and she is, to say the least, holding her own in the race fo: 
supremacy with her Eastern rivals, Without a protective tariff the) 
would soon be left far behind in the race, and Southern manufacturer 
would have only foreign competitors in the home market, at least i» 
certain lines of manufactured ucts. If the North and West ca 
stand protection the South can better afford to do so. 


SOUTHERN AGRICULTURAL DEVELOPMENT; EASTERN DECADENCE. 


While the farming industry is making such gigantic strides in 1): 
South it is deteriorating in the East, and those who abandon it mus' 
be supplied with employment either of capital or oflabor. The rura 
population is flocking to the cities, and the manufactures in which t)i: 
engage, failing to flourish longer under protection, must seek relief frou 
other sources. They are menaced and the menace must be removed. 

If free raw materials can not be had, diseord and conflicts 
may retard,hinder, and cripple competition. Whilethe cotton crop this 
year is estimated to be larger by 60,000 bales than last year and the 
acreage in general cultivation in the South is increasing annually, ther: 
is a deplorable decadence in agriculture in some of the Eastern Stat: 
notably in Vermont, New Hampshire, and Massachusetts, In this con 
nection I will have the Clerk read the following extract from a speec!! 
delivered in the Senate by Senator TuRPIE on the 9th day of Augu-'. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Of all the insensate falsehoods which Mammon has put into the moutl ©! 
monopoly, that which declares the so-called policy of protection ive of 
the interests of the farmer, of the welfare oF well-being of the , is least 


into close 
of the protective policy upon agricliare in tho 


together 
one—to sonic 


o farm in is bevond a short haul—a 
site or seat of manufactures. Freights are less because isless, even to 
the seaboard and central markets, than in any other Yet no fact is 
better established than the recent very decline in the value ofagriculturs! 


1890. 





I was ‘touched, more than interested, by hearing read in this Chamber the 
other day by the Senator from Georgia | Mr. CoLquirt] the accounts of their 
own writersand officers, and even the epistie from the great poet, Whittier, upon 
the subject of thisdecadence. To be sure, the poet wrote in prose, but it was a 
very graceful, noble prose, tinged with a savor of melancholy which he cared 
not to hide in thinking of the disappearance and desolation of the ancient farmn- 
houses and homesteads of New Hampshire and Massachusetts. | will bave 
read as @ part of my remarks the marked portion of the speech of the “cnator 
from Georgia delivered the other day. _ : 

The Paesipine Orricer (Mr. CvuLLom in the chair). 
as indicated. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows 

“VACANT FARMS IX NEW HAMPSHIRE. 


‘Quite recently during this year the commissioner of agriculture and immi- 
ration of New Hampshire issued a book in which it was stated that there bad 
een reported to bis office 1,442 vacant farms with tenantable buildings in vari- 

ous parts of the State. I will refer to what this officer says in relation to the 
condition of things there. He says: 

“*Many of these farms can be purchased for lees than it would cost to replace 
the buildings, and for one-fifth of the cost of the permanent improvements 
upon them. We claim that there is no section of the country where a smal! in 
vestment in a farm willsecure more for the purchaser than in one of the vacated 
farms of New Hampshire. They are adapted to dairying, poultry-raising, fruit- 
culture, sheep-husbandry, market-gardening, or can be fitted up to swell the 
already large number of summer boardiog establishments. These farms have 
more or less wood and timber land, as will be seen by the descriptions given, 
and the work of placing the forest products upon the market will aflord reuuner- 
ative winter employment for a number of years. There are many valuable 
maple-sugar orchards, the products of which find a ready sale at good prices. 

“* Hundreds of these farms are located upen the hills and mountains, and on 
the borders of lakes and streams, and would make delightful summer homes. 
Many of them embrace a broad acreage, good, roomy buildings, and can be put 
in shape for summer use at little cost; and they can be bought for a price less 
than many a man pays for having his family crowded into a hotel for a single 
season. Even a man of moderate means may possess himself of one of these 
npon terms which will enable him to oceupy it and entertain bis friends in it 
from May until Oetober cheaper than he can live at home in the city or patronize 
a decent summer boarding-house. When once be has it he can turn bis family 
loose upon it, cultivate it as little or as much as he pleases, roam through the 
woods and over the ledges and by the brooks upon it, and enjoy all the com- 
forts of farm life. The millionaire, who can afford to do more, to build fine 
houses, breed blooded horses and catile, lay face walls, set out shade trees, and 
farm for fun generally, may also find on these farms the opportunity be wants 
to scatter his income, promote his health and happiness, and prolong his life. 
Many of the best farms in the State are now owned by such rich men, and it 
would be hard to find one who thinks he is not getting his money's worth.’ 

“I notice that the purely agricultural county of Coos has only two hundred 
abandoned farms, while the county of Hillsborough, of which the manufact- 
uring city of Manchester is the county-seat, has two hundred and twenty-eight 
of them, 

“ Judge Nott, of the Court of Claims, has issued a pamphiet on ‘The reason 
for the decline of farm values in New England,’ io which appears this pathetic 
description of a deserted New England village. The poetry of a Goldsmith 
could add nothing to the effect of the plain statement: 


The Chief Clerk will read 





** Midway between Williamstown and Brattleborough '— 
“Says J Nott— 


“* I saw on the summit of a hill against the evening sky what secmed a large 
cathedral. Driving thither 1 found a huge old-time two-story church, a large 
academy (which had blended in the distance with the church), a village with a 
broad street, perhaps 150 feet in width. I drove on and found that the church 
was abandoned, the academy dismantled, the village deserted. The farmer 
who owned the farm on the north of the village lived at one side of the broad 
street, and he who owned the farm on the south lived on the other, and they 
were the only inhabitants. Ali of the others had gone to the manufacturing 
villages, to the great cities, to the West. Here had been industry, education, 
religion, comfort, and contentment, but there remained only a drear solitude 
of forsaken homes.’ 

“ Writing of this pamphiet to its author the venerable poet Whittier says 

“* Danvers, Mass., December 1, 1889. 

“*“Iy Dean Faimsp: I thank thee forthy noble “‘testimony” in regard to the 
gad decline of New Engiand agriculture. Every year when I go tothe New 
Hampshire hill country I find more and more abandoned farms, and the sight 
takes away much of the pleasure of a sojourn in view of the mountains. 

“*T hope thy article, with which I fully agree, will be widely read. It should 
be published in pamphlet form and seattered broadcast, 

**l am, very faithfully, thy friend, 
““JOHN G. WHITTIER.” 


Mr.CRAIN. Thissuggestion respecting the real motives which actu- 
ate certain men in their persistent, I might almost say malignant, advo- 
cacy of the force bill is not peculiar to my mind—it has been made by 
others; and while I hesitate to cast suspicion upon the patriotism of any 
man, yet the sectional discriminations which I have so often seen made 
in Federal legislation cause me to wonder whether there may not be at 
least a modicum of truth in the suggestion, for there are Representatives 
who seem to believe that patriotism cousists in serving one’s district 
or section first, and then the country. 

In diseussing the Lodge bil! the editor of Belford’s Magazine recently 
said: 

The South has of late vears not only prospered more than New England has 
but largely at New England’sexpense. Much of the manufacturing, especial! y 
of cotten goods, that New England once monopolized is now done in the cot- 
ton-produeing States. lron-works that once smoked amid New England's hii! 
are now silent and cold, while the flames of similar establishments are burning 
on many of the Southern plains. Immigration is pouring into the South, mak- 


ing her fields to bloom and blossom as the rose, while New England's bieak 
and Sa being abandoned by their tenants and given up to the 


thistle and birch. New England's leaders sce these things clearly 
and painfully , and, baving the opportunity in the present control of the 
Governmentby itical friends, it ie, perbaps, but natural that they shou'd 

e at the ity of the Southern States, and give them all the trou! le 


is now added to their former hate. 


According to the Railroad Record,during the first half of the preseut 
year there were established 108 new cotten and woolen mills in Geor- 
gia, North Carolina, South Carolina, Tennessee, Texas, and Alabama; 
18 new iron foundries and machine shops in Alabama, 18 in Tennesse, 
and 54 in other Southern States; 8 new blast furnaces in Georgia, & in 
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Tennessee, 8 in Alabama, and 11 in other Southern States, besides 73 
mining companies, 15 potteries, 65 cotton-seed-oil mills, 16 rolling- 
mills, 75 wood-working factories, 5 
ries, and many other industries 

These facts are cogent arguments in support of the suggested reason 
for the pernicious activity of the New England supporters of the foree 
bill, AsI have already said, the South is m cing New England. 
She is threatening her commercial : em ~ 


ip! icy. 162 15 


, 53 electric-light works, 50 ice facte- 


encroac! ing 


upen ber markets. She will ultimately drive her out of the Western 
market. Something must be d to « 1e pro s of the young 
commercial giant. 
REPUBLICAN REM 
I ‘ . | TA 
What shall it be? What is the remedy Che force bill to shake 


coutidence and keep out Northern capital ; to engender sectional hatred; 
to arouse the worst passions of the blacks and 
riots; to invoke Federal interference; to upset social conditions; to crip 
ple business, and to stop the rapid increase of new industries. 


the whites; to cause 


ern people should quietly submit to the enforcement of its obnoxious 
provisions and suffer themselves to be defrauded out of their just rep- 
resentation. What, then, will be the result? 

Confidence will be restored, and in a few years the South will be the 
great manufacturing as well as farming and commercial center of the 
Union. Her population will have more than trebled by the end of the 
century, and she will be in a position to demand her political rights 
and to have her claims allowed. 

I submit with my remarks an appendix compiled from the Manu 
facturers’ Record, showing the marvelous progress of the South during 
the last decade in all departments of industry. 

In conclusion, I commend to the careful consideration of the pseudo 
philanthropists who believe, or pretend to believe it, that the true solu- 
tion of the race problem lies in pulling down the white man and setting 
up the black man, the following remarks delivered by Bishop Grant, 
of Texas, a colored bishop, who presumably knows at least as much 
about the race question as men who are mere theorists and doctrinaires: 

Bishop Grant, of San Antonio, Tex., who delivered th: 
lecture in St. John’s African Methodist Episcopal Church, 
the colored question, was interviewed by a Republican r 
whom he gave an extension of his views on this topic. 

“In the first place,” he said, ‘‘ I take the ground that there is mo race prob- 
lem in our country; it is only imaginary. When all the races in this country 
reach the idea of the fatherhood of God and the brotherhood of man, andthe 
gospel of Jesus Christ reaches the homes of al] the people, there will be no 
difference between races. I also take the ground that if you newspaper gen- 
tlemen, the legislatures, the lecturers, and the preachers, would never mention 


very entertaining 
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the negro in the next ten years that would end the negro discussion. Just 
leave them alone. We need no special care, special legisiation, or special frail- 
road cars, but give the negro his rights under the law as other men. 
“IIS NOME IN THE SOUTH. 
‘My opinion is that the future home of the negro isin the South. No race 


has ever reached the eminence of civilization without some trouble, some fric 
tion. Of course these things will come to us as we are in a transient state and 
have not ree “hed civilization asthe other races have. A point I did not touch 
upon in my lecture last night is that negroes have never given this country any 
trouble, nor ever will They were true to their owners and when they were 
emancipated they were truc tothe Government, and nearly two hundred thou- 
sand of them died forthe fag. But where your trouble is coming from is the 
foreign element that is crowding the country. On anaverage, six hundred per- 
sons land every day on the American shores, and a great many of them bring 
with them the ideas of their own country and attempt to break up the free in- 
stitutions. The negro can not enjoy the same privileges that these foreigners 
enjoy when the foreigners have been here twenty-four hours, and yet our 
muscies have helped to build up the cities, the railroads, and to educate a great 
many of the men who are in Congress, to till the soil an the country 
what it is. 


1 make 


“ ACCUMULATING WEALTH. 

“Itistrue,”’ continued the bishop, ‘that in Mississippiand Louisianain some 
places our people are having trouble. The law of antagonism enters into every- 
thing and the trouble they have will only drive them to work the harder and to 
make them the better citizens in the end. What they need are education and 
wealth, and these our people are accumulating very rapidily in the Southern 
States. In the State of Georgia our negroes pay taxes on $20,000,000 werth of 
property. I have no fight to makeon the Southern people, foragreat many of 
them, now are paying thousands of dollars to heipeduc We have 
a fine school system in the State of Texas, and nes from 
the white race. 


ethe negro 
tnost of 318 money co 
“POLITICS AND EMIGRAT! 

‘In politics it is my opinion that it is better for the negroes t 
who are the best friends to the race and w 
race. As far as I am personally concerned I am a Ke; 
lam very conservative. I think the negroes ought to 
the country as other people do, and in emigrating [ think they ought to go as 
do other people; notto go out in crowds and settle down without any means, but 
in changing from one section to another to help build up the country and make 
our condition better. There is no use for us to sit down and grumble, be« 
for $40 or $50 we can go to any section of the country we want Arm 
Southern people I have some of the best friends a man can have 

“IT was born and raised thereand expect my home to be thers 
I think, however, the negro's destiny from this on is 
I mean by that is, that there has been a great deal of contention over the negro’s 
condition in the past, both in Congress and the Legislatures, but in the future 
his destiny is in his own hands and he wil! be what he makes himeself, And 
thisought to beso. As with nations, so with individuals; what a country is we 
must make it. The whole thing is in the hands of God, and if those who have 
the reins of government do notsec that all races get justice in this country, both 
parties that now exist will pass away and a new party will be raised up that 
will see all races receive justice under the law. 

“THE QUESTION OF SOCIAL EQUALITY 


“Negroes do not ask for social equality ; they do not want that; but 
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desire to receive it on railroads or otherwise. President Harrison in his mes- 
sage said more about the negro than any man since the days of Abraham Lin- 
ecoln. I had an interview with him on the negro question and also with Presi- 
dent Arthur and President Cleveland. All of them think aboutthesame. Mr. 
Cleveland said, when I spoke to him about the treatment of the negroes in 
some sections of the South: ‘When your people are educated and acquire 
wealth and are owners of the soil it will do moreto reach the ends desired than 
all the laws we can pass in Congress,’ President Harrison thought about the 
same,so did Mr. Arthur. This brings us back to the point that the negro’s des- 
tiny isin his hands, I believe that he ought to be more self-reliant, have more 





race-pride, more confidence in the race, and think that the future possibilities 
of the race are equal to those of any other race in this or any other country.”’ 
APPENDIX. 
THE SOUTH’S REDEMPTION. 


The combination ofadvantages possessed by the South for the development 
of great wealth is not equaled in any other country in Europe or America. In 
fact here are combined the chief advantages and resources of nearly all other 
countries without their most serious disadvantages, 

In climate soil, mineral and timber wealth, in rivers, large and small,in a 
long seacoast, in an abundant rainfall, in healthfulness, and in every other ad- 
vantage that could be asked, nature seems to have done her best for this fa- 
vored jand. Every variety of soil, suitable for every branch of agriculture, can 
be found ready to yield an abundant harvest, The wealth in iron and coal is 
beyond estimate; and, in fact, its extent is not yet half known or dreamed of, 
while no other section possesses such a wide range and such an abundant sup- 
ply of other minerals needed in the arts and sciences, Of timber there is scem- 
ingly almost unlimited supply, including nearly every variety of hard woods 
used for wood-working purposes. 

It is not extravagant to say that the actual money loss to the South from the 
War aggregated at least $5,000,000,000. The census of 1870 showed the assessed 
value of property in the South for that year to be $2,100,000,000 less than in 1860, 
but this of course does not represent the total losses. It does not cover the 
enormous sums spent in carrying on the war, the loss of so many thousands 
of the leading men by death and emigration, the chaos resulting from the war, 
and the disorganized condition of tne whole laborsystem of the country. Tak- 
ing all these things into consideration, $5,000,000,000 is a very conservative esti- 
mate of the South's loss financially. 

In 1880 the total amount of capital invested in manufactures in the United 
States was $2,700,000,000, If we could conceiveof some disaster that would have 
entirely blotted out every manufactuting enterprise in the whole country in 
i880, and every dollar invested in them, the aggregate destruction of property 
would have been only about one-half as great as the losses entailed upon the 
South by the war. It is impossible to comprehend what it would mean, if 
at one blow every manufacturing enterprise ie this country were wiped out of 
existence, and yet the sufferings and poverty which would follow such a dis- 
aster would hardly be equal to what the South had to face when it laid down 
its arms in 1865, These facts are mentioned that the South may receive proper 
credit for the amazing progress which has been made in the last few years. 

In the year 1860 the assessed value of property in Georgia was greater than 
the combined wealth of Maine, New Hampshire, Vermont, and Rhode Island, 
South Carolina was $68,000,000 richer than Rhode Islandand New Jersey. Mis- 
sissippi outranked Connecticut by $160,000,000. In the assessed value of prop- 
erty per capita Connecticut stood first in rank; Rhodo Island, second; uth 
Carolina, taird; Mississippi, fourth; Massachusetts, fitth; Louisiana, sixth; 
Cieorgia, seventh; District of Columbia, eighth; Florida, ninth; Kentucky, 
tenth; Alabama, eleventh; Texas, twelfth; New Jersey, thirteenth; Mary- 
land, fourteenth; Arkansas, fifteenth; Virginia, sixteenth, and Ohio, seven- 
teenth 

‘ew York and Pennsylvania:were also far behind the South in the amount 
of wealth in proportion to population, the former State ranking twenty-second, 
ind the latter thirtieth. By 1870 there was a startling change. The assessed 
value of property in New York and Pennsylvania alone was greater than in 
he whole South; Massachusetts had just one-half as much wealth as the four- 
cen Southern States combined. South Carolina, which, in 1860, had been third 
n rank in wealth in proportion to the number of her inhabitants, had dropped 
to be the thirtieth; Georgia, from the seventh to the thirty-ninth; Mississippi, 
from the fourth place to the thirty-fourth; Alabama, from the eleventh to the 
torty-fourth; Kentucky, from the tenth to the twenty-eighth, and other South- 
ero States had gone in the same way, while the Northern and Western States 
had steadily increased in wealth, 

In 1860 the assessed value of property in South Carolina, according to the cen- 
sus, was $189,000,000, while the combined values in Rhode Island and New Jer- 
sey aggregated $421,000,000, or $68,000,000 less than South Carolina’s. In 1870the 
combined values in Rhode Island and New Jersey amounted to $868,000,000, and 
the value in South Carolina was $183,000,000. Thus, while South Carolina had 
$68,000,000 more assessed property in 1860 than these two States, it had in 1870 
$685,000,000 less than they had. In 1860 the total assessed value of property in 
the United States was $12,000,000,000, and of this the South had §5,200,000,000, or 
44 per cent.; in 1870 the total for the country was $14,170,000,000, and of this the 
South had only $3,064,000,000, or 22 per cent. 

The asse valueof property in the South, as already stated, was$2,100,000,- 
000 less in 1870 tlian in 1860, whilein the rest of the country there was an increase 
of over $4,000,000,000 during that decade. Not until about 1876 were there any 
decided indications of a change for the betterin the South. By 1879-’80 an im- 
provement was seen, and it is since that time that the most marked progress 
has been made, That this progress ha» been phenomenal, and especially when 
the poverty of this section at that time is taken into account, the statistics given 
in this paper will certainly make plain. A comparison of the assessed value of 
property, by States, in 1880 and 1889, gives the following 
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Statos, } 1880 1889, Increase. 

| i 
Maryland......... Sdaues cee $459, 187,408 | $177,398, 380 | $18, 210, 972 
I aidan oan 0 303, 997,613 344, 169, 473 | 40, 171, 860 
North Carolina... 169, 916, 907 217, 000, 000 | 17, 083, 098 
South Carolina... 129, 551, 624 | 145, 280, 343 15, 728, 343 
Georgia...... focteautapitiensineey 251, 424, 651 | 390, 289, 314 | 128, 864, 663 
OD peer crest e thtennuthnettallngt mets 31,157, 846 93, 800, 000 62, 642, 154 
Alabama........... pituianecnminnnatiel 139, 077, 328 242,197,531 | 108, 120, 208 
DENIS oxercnsetevemesioencssadelee 115, 190, 651 | 157, 830,431 | 12, 669, 780 
Louisiana isveseeveseseseseesesent 177,096,450} 296, 302, 288 | 49, 295, 827 
Se inibiséaneocines 311, 470, 736 710, 000, 000 398, 529, 264 
Arkansas .......... 91, 191,653 166, 000, 000 , 74, 808, 347 
Tennessee ......... ....00 211, 768, 438 | 325, 118, 636 | 113, 350, 198 
SD is hinas shinitrdtllonadtartelil 146,991,740 | 183,018,737 | 36, 021, 997 
Kentucky . sinubivepstbiabernan 375, 478, OAL 551, 676, 267 | 176, 203, 226 
Total ........ | 2,913, 436, 095 4, 220,166,400 | 1, 906,729, 927 

| i 
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The census report of 1879-'80 estimated that the assessed value of prope (y 
the South was only 41 per cent. of the true value. On this basis the true 
of property in the South in 1880 was $7,105,917,300, and the value at ; 
$10,293,088,700, a gain of over $3,000,000,000. 

The history of many Southern towns during the last five years reads q)), 
like aromance. While Birmingham, Chattanooga, Anniston, Roanoke, |). 
Fort Worth, and many of the most widely advertised industrial centers }, 
grown with a rapidity that is almost beyond belief, other towns and citjc< 
through the South have kept well up in the march of progress. Louisy;)\, 
Atlanta, Nashville, Richmond, Charleston, Savannah, Columbus, Kno x, 
Memphis, Macon, Augusta, and others have not fallen much behind th: 
rapidly-growing places. 

In 1880 Knoxville had 9,000 inhabitants, and the assessed value of its p; 
was $3,485,000; now its population is estimated at 42,000, and the vali: 
property is $9,500,000. Louisville has increased its population from 123. 
227,000, and the capital invested in manufactures from $21,900,000 to $35 («» 
Nasbville had a population of 46,000 in 1880, and now has about 110,000, « 
bus, Ga., which now has $5,300,000 invested in manufacturing interests, ha 
$2,400,000 in its manufactures in 1880. Charleston, 5. C.,which is not much hea 
of as a manufacturing center, has $7,510,000 invested in manufactures, a; 
$1,824,000 in 1880. Richmond, New Orleans, and others of the older citi: 
made similar progress. 

Less than a year ago Fort Payne wasan unknown country village. Ney 
Englanders took hold of it, and inside of that brief period have invested se\ erg) 
million dollars there in building an industrial town,and now furnaces: e 
steel works, hardware factory, and other plants are under construction. Se, 
eral thousand busy, progressive people, mainly New Englanders, are vigor: 
pushing Fort Payne to a leading position among the industrial cities of 
South, 


THE IRON INTERESTS OF THE SOUTH. 


During the severe depression in the iron business in 1884and 1885, whe: 
Northern furnaces were compelled to go out of blast because they cou! 
make iron and sell it at the prices then ruling without a heavy loss, Alabam 
and Virginia furnaces commenced to invade Eastern markets more free y ()\,), 
ever before. It is of no more than passing interest to note that the South’s pig- irc, 
production attracts the greatest attention during periods of severe deprvs. 
and low prices. The fact that Southern furnaces continue to run through s 
periods, and even to make money. while so many Northern furnaces are {v1 « 
to blow out, is an argument to which there is no reply. — 

The South’s percentage of the total production of pig-iron is greater djirin, 
years of dullness than in active times, and this is the tof all tests, for whe 
business is brisk and prices high, ne all furnaces, even though many may 
be badly located, can cuntinue in operation. This point was illustrated durin 
the depression of 1884-85. In 1880 the South made 397,301 tons of pig-iron: i: 
1885 it made 712,835 tons—a gain of 315,534tons. Three States—Virginia, A\a- 
bama,and Tennessee—which, in 1880, a 178,006 tons of pig-iron, in 14: 

roduced 562,419 tons—an increase of 374,413 tons,or 139,958 tons more than the ne! 

nerease in the United States, the production in the whole country outsi«: 
these three States being 234,455 tons less in 1885 than in 1880. 

This condition of affairs was in part repeated during 1888, Theextremely !o 
prices then prevailing caused the blowing out of many Northern furnaces 
while Southern furnaces were pushed to their utmost capacity, new ones blow 
ing in as fast as completed; and out of the profits made during even the « 
times of 1887 and 1888 a number of new furnaces are being built. 

In 1884-’85, when the shipments of Southern iron to Eastern markets first co) 
menced toattract much attention, butfew Northern iron-makers believed it po- 
sible for Southern furnaces to ship theiriron East, paying from $3 to $5 per t: 
freight, with any profit, and it was repeatedly stated that it was only a questio 
of time how long they could stand what was said to be a heavy loss on every 
ton thus chipped. Month after month passed by and Southern furnaces, ins(ea 
of failing, continued to present every evidence of prosperity, while the m: 
who had had the longest experience in the business and who, it was said, : 
be losing money, went on increasing their production by building new 
naces, 

This was a phase ofthe matter which the skeptics could not quite unders! 
but still they were not fully converted, and various excuses were found to 
count for the new furnace projects. For awhile they credited them to ‘ 
speculations,” ‘‘ corner lots,” ““town booming,” and such things, declaring |! 
it was agreat bubble which would soon be pricked. Aboutthat time Mr. Samu 
Thomas, of the Thomas Iron Company, of Pennsylvania, which is usu!) 
sup to virtually control prices on all Pennsylvania iron, so extens'\ 
are its operations, after carefully investigating for himself the resources of \)1 
bama, commenced the erection in that State of one of the finest furnace p!11\< 
in America, And now, after proving by actual work the profits of iron-mak ing 
there, he is building another furnace and an immense rolling-mill,and ruin: 
(which in this case is doubtless correct) says that he will build still other fur: .« 
until his Alabama plant is one of the largest in America. His locating in A’: 
bama wasan argument against which the Northern skeptics could bring 10! 


ing. 

The fact that the leading iron-maker of Pennsylvania, after close inves! ix 
tion, was willing to back his judgment as to the future of Alabama iron, to tlie 
extent of a million dollars, convinced the iron-men of the North that it would 
be folly to attempt to ignore the possibilities of the South in this direction an: 
longer. 

The development of the South's iron interests has not been confined < 
ply to the making of pig-iron. Not content with making pig-iron alone | 
shipped North and there turned into the finished productand reshipped ~ 
in the shape of stoves, agricultural implements, car-wheels, iron pipe, and | 
thousand and one other articles into the manufacture of which pig-iron ¢ 
ters, the South is very wisely diversifying its industries by es ring to co 
sume at home the “—- of its own furnaces, and so great is the progress i) 
this direction that it is already producing almost every variety of goods, fro! 
pins and tacks to locomotives. 

Thedouble freight and the attendantexpensesare thus saved, while Southe:. 
labor receives the benefit of the work afforded in these varied industrics. 4 
large amount of Southern iron will continue to find a market in New 0: 
Pennsylvania, and other Eastern States, as well as in the West, and trans)! 


tation com ies will continue to increase their facilities for this business. |)\' 
while this is true, there will be an ever-increasing home consumption of |: 
Rolling-mi - works, car wheel and axle works, foundries, and mac!:'' 
shops are m ying so rapidly that instead of the South being dependent 
upon other for the product of such works, it will soon invade the Nor! 


and West, not simply with pig-iron, but with the finished goods. 

According to the United census report of 1880 on iron and stee! ™. 
facture, prepared by Mr, James M. Swank, secretary of the American Iro1 
Steel m, anda noted expert, “the ave: distance over which a)! (!\« 
domestic iron ore which is co: in the blast-furnaces of the United “ta'« 
is tra is not less than 400 miles, and the average distance over Ww!) 
the fuel which is used to smelt it is transported is not lessthan 200miles. ! 
the ore mines of Lake r to the coal of Pennsylvaniais1,000 miles. ‘» 
nellsville coke is taken 600 miles to the blast-furnaces of Chicago and 750 !0-"~ 
to the blast-furnaces of St. Louis.” About 1,000,000 tons of ore are now 200" 
ally imported at Baltimore and Philadelphia from Spain, Afrien, the islands of 











1890. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 








Elba and Cuba, and shipped hundreds of miles into the interior to the furnaces 
of Pennsylvania. . 

Against this long transportation of ore and fuel to Northern furnaces, averag- 
ing 400 and 200 miles respectively, with the heavy freight attendant upon it, the 
furnaces of the South have the advantage of ore, coal, and limestone almost at 
their very doors, and in such close proximity thatthese three materials can truth- 
fully be said to be side byside. There is no expensive transportation to bring 
them together at the furnace, for nature has seemingly done her best for this 
favored territory, as though she intended that here should be the most advan- | 
tageous point in all the world for the production of pig-iron. 

In many places in the iron regions of the South the furnaces are literally sur- 
rounded by inexhaustible supplies of ore, coal, and limestone, the transporta- 
tion in some cases being but a few hundred yards. This point is enforced in a 
letter from Mr. R. W. Raymond, a well-known mining engineer, and secretary 
of the American Institute of Mining Engineers. After investigating the advan- 
tages of the Birmingham district, Mr. Raymond wrote: 

“Those who had not previously visited the district were impressed with its 
remarkable advantages for the production of cheapiron. The ore, coking coal 
and excellent limestone are in contiguity, and it is figured that the total cost of | 
material at furnace in the Birmingham district will average about $1.12) per ton 
of iron produced, as against $4 and $5 in the Lehigh and Schuyikill valleys.’ 

Here is an admitted difference of between nearly $3 and $4a ton, andin many | 
cases the margin is still wider. ' 

The Iron Age, the standard Northern authority on iron matters, a year ago, | 
after its editor had spent some time in Alabama, admitted that iron is made there 
as low as $10.50 to $11 4 ton, ‘including fair allowances for interest on plant, a | 
moderate royalty charge on ore and coal for exhaustion of lands, and a safe | 
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margin for ordinary repairs, replacement, taxes, and cost of water.’’ But dea!- 
ing with the industry as it exists to-day, a candid survey of the situation will 
lead to the admission that if it should come to a struggle between the furnaces 
in Eastern Pennsylvania, New Jersey, and New York, which produce chiefly 
foundry brands for the open market, and the makers of the South, no incon- 
siderable number of the former would be unable to survive very long. 

Mr. Andrew Carnegie, the leading iron and steel maker of America, after his 
visit to the South last winter, wrote a letter tothe Manufacturers’ Record, in 
which he said of Alabamafurnaces: ‘Ten dollars per ton cost for their foundry 
iron is a liberal estimate with good management, and for a series of years some 
of the best located and best managed furnaces may be able to do even better 
than this figure. But as far as | could see the average cost of the district must 
be in the neighborhood of $10, everything counted. Theability to manufacture 
at this price must give the Southern manufacturers a large market for their pig- 
iron. When the next stage comes, and they seek to manufacture the pig-iron 
into more advanced forms, I believe it will be done by converting pig into steel 
by means of Bessemer and open-hearth processes.’’ This admission, that the 
“average cost, everything counted,” is about $10 a ton for foundry iron, will 
undoubtedly carry great weight, but there are furnacesin Alabama which make 
ironat probably not over $8.50 a ton. 

In the early part of 1839 Mr. Abram 8S. Hewitt visited the South and expressed 
himself very freely and very enthusiastically over the future of its iron inter- 
ests, and, in an interview published in England during his visit there, saidthat 
it was possible to make iron in the South at $7.50 c ton. 

In writing of the South's iron interests a few years ago, Col. A. K. McClure, 
of Philadelphia, said : 

“It is idle for Pennsylvania and other great iron and coal producing States 
to close their eyes to the fact that we have reached the beginning of a great rev- 
olution in those products. No legislation, no sound public policy, no sentiment 
ean halt such a revolution when the iminutable laws of trade command it; and 
the sudden tread of the hordes from the northern forests upon ancient Rome 
did not more certainly threaten the majesty of the mistress of the world than 
does the tread of the iron and coal diggers of Alabama threaten the majesty of 
the Northern iron and coal fields. : 
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“ These lessons come upon us plain asthe noon-day sun, and it is mid-summer 
madness not to read understandingly. We can not war with destiny,we can not 
efface the beneficent gifts of Him who leads the waters to the sea and sends 
them back in the dews and rains of heaven. Alabama has been gifted far be- 

ond even our boasted empire of Pennsylvania, and only the Southern sluggard 
es hitherto given the race to the North. Now there is a new South, with new 
teachings, new opportunities, new energies, and manifestly a new destiny, and 
the time is at hand when a large portion of the great iron and coal products of 
the country which enter competing centers will be supplied cheaper from Ala 
bama than from any State in the North. How Pennsylvania wil! solve the 
problem I do not assume to decide, but the logical result would be the transfer 
of the portion of the iron industry that can best prosper here (in the South) trom 
the North to the South, just as the spinning and weaving of cotton must soon 
come to the cotton-fields, and the better water-power and climate which they 
furnish.” 

The iron-makers of the South having established this industry upon such a 
broad and solid basis as to fully convince the entire business world of its per- 
manency and magnitude, have for many months been devoting very close study 
to the opportunities fur steel making. They are not content to confine tieir 
operations to producing pig-iron and leave to the North and the West the more 
desirable business of manufacturing steel. For awhile it was claimed that the 
South had no ores suitable for making Bessemer iron and steel, and would only 
be able to engage inthe manufacture of basic steel. Recent events have proved 
that this isa mistake. There are practically unlimited supplies of high-grade 
Bessemer ores in different rts of the South, and arrangements have lately 
been matured for utilizing them on a large scale. 

The first com ny actively organized to build a Bessemer plant south of 
Maryland was the North Carolina Steel and Iron Company, which was formed 
on November 30, 1889, with a capital stock of $1,000,000, This company is com- 
posed ofa number of leading capitalists and some prominent officers in South- 
ern railroads, It purchased extensive Bessemer-ore properties, besides several 
thousand acres of land at Greensborough, N.C., andatthis place expects to build 
furnaces to make Bessemer iron, and follow these with a steel-rai) mill. rolling- 
mill,ete, It is a conservative statement to say that North Carolina has Bes- 
semer ores in sufficient quantity to be practically inexhaustible for generations 
to come, though every Bessemer furnace in the country were to draw its ore 
supplies from that State. The future of the State as an iron-producing terri- 
tory is exceedingly bright. The building of new railroads is opening up the 
mountainous regions where Bessemer ores are found in such abundance, and 
the nearnessof these oresto the Kentucky and Virginia coking-coal fields prom- 
ises to give this territory exceptional advantages for producing cheap iron and 
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In Liano County, Texas, there is Bessemer ore of remarkably bigh quality, 
analyzing in some cases 70 and 71 per cent. metallic iron. Investigations have 
n in progress for some time to determine the quantity, and these reports are 
80 favorable, both as to quantity and quality, that arrangements are being made 
for very extensive operations for mining the ore, and alsw for converting it into 
iron and steel, both at Liano and Denison. Members of the Standard Oi! Com- 
my have been making careful investigations in this section, having in view 
ee of large steel-works at Denison, good coking coal being found near 
t town. 


The production of pig-iron in net tons in the South for each year from 188) to 
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1889, according tothe official report of the American Iron and Steel Associatior 
was as follows: 





States. 1880 188! 1882 1883. 1884 
Maryland 61, 437 48,758 4, 524 49,153 27, 342 
Virginia........ : 29 934 8 i a7 72] 152, 907 157, 483 
North Carolina . 800 1. 150 f 435 
Georgia ... , 27, 321 7, 404 42, 364 45. 364 12, 655 
Alabama — ily ooamnes 77, 190 98, O81 112. 765 72, 465 189, 664 
Texas : o 500 000 1,321 2, 381 5, 140 
West Virginia “a 70, 338 66, 409 73, 220 88, 398 55, 23 
Kentucky 57. TOR 45. 973 66, 522 4. 629 45, 052 
Tennessee Lobe 70,873 | 87,406 | 137,602 133,963 134, 597 
Total ear 397,301 | 451, 540 577, 275 699, 260 657,599 

States 1LSS85 1886, 1887, 1888, [S89 
on 17, 299 30, 502 17, 006 33, 847 
i, ae ; : 163,782 | 156, 250 197, 396 251, 356 
North Carolina. pesienes 1,790 2, 200 2, 400 2, 898 
Georgia ..... email 32, 924 46, 490 39, 397 27,559 
Alabama ........... sits 227,438 283, 850 449, 492 791, 425 
Texas ; pellets, mdvchniadinbin 1, 843 3, 250 4,544 
West Virginia............. 69, 007 98,618 95, 259 117, 900 
Kentucky............ . 37, 553 54, 844 56, 790 42,518 
Tennessee . ee 161,199 199, 166 267, 931 294, 655 
Pe ihecckates cscngues — 712, 835 | 875,179 929, 436 |1, 132, 858 | 1,566,702 

Total fe whole country. 

Years. Tons Years rons 
De datotevtdossasquanes . 4,295,414 1885 4,529, 869 
____ ane: wet : 4,641, 564 1886.... wvevecsecee 6, 365, 328 
1882 ‘ ‘ : 5, 178, 122 1887, 7, 187, 206 
1883 odevastonceaene . coveves| 0, 146, 972 1888 : ; ‘ 7, 269, 628 
aa ; ‘ 4. 589. 613 1889 i 8 517. 068 


The most striking fact in connection with the output of iron in the two sec- 
tions is brought out by comparing the production of 1887 and 1888, two years 
of dullness in the iron trade, and,as already said, itis during such periods as 
these that the South's advantages are made the more apparent, In 1887 the 
South produced 929,436 tons of iron, and in 1888, 1,132, $58 tons,a gain of 203,422 
tons, while the North, which made 6,257,770 tons in 1887, made 6,136,770 tons in 
1888, a decrease of 121,000 tons. Presented in tabular form this makes the fol 
lowing showing: 


Production of iron 1887 1888 Increase. Decrease 
Tons. Tons. Tons Tons 
TS ea ee e 929, 436 1, 132, 858 203, 422 
In the rest of the country iat, See, Ce f,, Ge G FEUT Lnenneseuseencices 121, 000 


As suggestive as these figures are, the margin of difference in the amount of 
iron produced in the two sections will rapidly narrow, as year after year the 
South, which is just on the threshold of its iron development, increases the 
number of its furnaces, while in the North many old furnaces are being aban- 
doned and comparatively few new ones are being built. The production of 
iron in the South jumped from 1,132,858 tons in 1888 to 1.566.702 tons in 1889. A 
number of large new furnaces went into blast late in the vear, and hence their 
output will be more noticeable in 1890, during which year the South will prob 
ably produce over 2,000,000 tons of iron. 

In the ten years from 1880 to 1889 the South increased its iron output from 
397.301 tons to 1,566,702 tons, while the gain in the rest of the country was from 
3,898,113 to 6,950,366 tons. The percentage of increase was 204 in the South and 
78 in the rest of the country. The South enters upon the new decade with ever: 
assurance of making a still better comparative showing at the end of 1899 than 
even this record of 1880-1889, 


THE RAPID INCREASE IN COAL MINING, 


‘The magnitude of the wealth of the South in coal is beyond computation 
The entire coal area of Great Britain covers 11,900 square miles, while West 
Virginia alone has 16,000 square miles of coal fields; Alabama, 8,660 square 
miles; Kentucky, nearly 13,000; Tennessee, 5,100; Arkansas, over 9,000, and 
other Southern States considerable coal areas. Moreover, the coal is easily and 
cheaply mined, and is,as to much of it, of the best quality 

The production of coal in each Southern State in 1840, 1892, 1887, 1888, and 1889 
was as follows 

















States. 1380 1882 1887 1888 ~ 
Tones. Tons Tor Tons, 

Maryland passees 2,228,917 | 1,294, 316 } 278, 023 3, 479, 470 3, 886 
SIE Dcencacaguneesssons 45, #96 100, 000 825, 263 1,073, 000 , 485 
West Virginia .... 839,845 | 2,000,000 4, 836, 820 5. 498. 800 5. O47 
Georgia .. pponsuqesees 154, 644 175, 000 313,715 230, 000 000 
Alabama............... 323, 972 800, GOO 1, 900, 009 2. 900, 000 4. 000. 000 
TOMMOSSEE ......000.. 000000 495, 131 850, 000 1, 900, 000 1, 967, 000 2 500. 000 
Arkansas .. 14,778 50, 0U0 150, 000 193, G00 250). 000 
OOD scrccceee soussnbtneupensiptecmeapen 75, 000 90, 000 20), 000 
Kentucky st 946, 288 | 1, 300,000 1, 933, 185 2, 576, 220 2. 750, 000 

Br ciccas eeceeere| 6,049,471 | 6,564,316 | 15,212,006 . 18,001, 270 19, 497, 418 
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These figures were compiled by Mr, F. E. Saward, editor of the Coal Trade 
Journal, New York 2 
In 1882 the South produced 6,569,316 tons of coal; in 1889, 19,497,418 tons. 
SOME FACTS ABOUT COTTON—$8,000,000,000 DRAWS TO THE SOUTH SINCE 1865 TO 
PAY FOR COTTON, 
Cotton is one of the most remarkable products that enter into the world’s 


commercial and industrial interests. Its production gives the South a very 
great advantage over any other section of the country. Cotton is always in de- 
mand and its consumption is steadily on the increase. The simple fact that 
since 1865 nearly $8,000,000,000 have been brought into the South to pay for cot- 
ton explains in part the marvelous recuperative powers of this section since 
the war. While bad agricultural methods have made cotton-raising unprofit- 
able to many farmers, yet there is no question that cotton is one of the most 
profitable crops that can be raised wben its cultivation is carried on intelligently 
on acash basis. Southern farmers who raise their own foodstuffs, making cot- 


ton their surplus money crop, find it a very profitable one, and almost invari- 
ably become well-to-do financially. 
The South produces about. three-fourths of the world's annual cotton crop, 


but manufactures only about 7 or 8 per cent. of what it raises, the balance fur- 
nishing the material for work for millions of spindles in New England and in 
Europe. The total cotton crop of the world now runs from about 10,000,000 to 
11,000,000 bales, of which the South raises on an average, of late years, 7,000,000 
bales. Upwards of 80,000,000 spindles are in operation in the world, and of this 
number the South has but 2,000,000, but it should be remembered that in 1880 
the South had only 660,000 spindles. The increase in the number ofits spindles 
has been surprisingly great, and the future promises still mora rapid growth. 

Some facts regarding the production of cotton, ite value, and the amount ex- 
ported will prove of interest, 


Cotton trade of the United States since 1865 














ron years from July 1 to August 31. Acreage. _Totalcrop.| Total value. 
Bales. 
1865~'66 ninitiastingaipasilipealibndistdtaliness - 2,269,316 | $432,331, 139 
1866-"67..... —— —— sutegueteet 2,097,254 | 294, 159,007 
1867-68 seandueniiinasi ae ie . | 2,519,554 | 278, 618,580 
1868-69 .. ccs Vammaieghedpennnenqnaene eenéindl sou pode 2,366,467 | 304,810,362 
1869~"70, scietideisildl Mle sccintaiin’, sallepteieapeteasaeaal nae 3,122,551 | 329, 466, 391 
1870-71... ceetitliaiaaidiaionds te 4,352,317 | 326, 061, 036 
1871-72 reveceeceses| 8,911,000} 2,974,351 | 274, 569, 592 
1872-73 siento ; wen cccsetarsonosuscedt . Gee 3,930,508 | 333,278,121 
1873-74 ital satel 10, 816, 000 4, 170, 338 | 310, 063, 419 
1874~"75.....0000s ovcccspepnsenetines vevee, 10,982,000 | 3,832,991 | 272,177,136 
1875-76 .......008 eaneed stcouveuvente eeveee, 11,685,000 | 4,632,313 309, 445, 168 
187677 nn. cesses a 11, 500, 000 4,474,069 | 252, 602,340 
1877-"78....0240: Salata ceseeesee) 11,825,000 | 4,773,865 255, 768, 165 
1878-'79 pevesesgnecoustenqeussugmeasebesesesindl Ene 5, 074, 155 236, 586, 031 
1870-80 epumenecannanenesvatanionneanneh 12, 680, 000 5, 761, 252 313, 696, 452 
| subberettemimmeetinnnianel ae ae 356, 524, 911 
1a8i-'s2 severveee reeves vevseseeeeeee| 16,851,000 | 5,456,048 | 304,208,744 
1882~'S3 spoveceteduoceues ees eoeeceeeeeee| 15,276,000 | 6,949,756 327, 938, 137 
1983~'8A........ sesesssstecsesrecesracesereeeves} 16,780,000 | 5,713,200}; 288, 803.908 
1884-'85 sicinedeeeretrambotuustioned 17,426,000 | 5,706,165 | 287,253,972 
1885-86... : oounané aviutapentnieti 18, 379, 444 6,975,691 | 313,723,080 
1886~'87 sesecevseceestenseerseseseeees| 18,581,012 | 6,505,087 | 298,504, 215 
1887-88 ° cavemen 18, 961, 897 7,046,833 | 336,433,653 
1888-'S9......... moueeeenent seeseecee ovees| 19,068, 501 6, 938, 290 #350, 000, 000 
IEE Ree ES eoaeiiidiniad ; 390, 000, 000 
UNO ncococnesansotitournnnctbeitesernsumennepeinenl ineeenenertbedtentenion Meehan 7, 867, 113, 555 
Estimated. 
Consump- 
7 - tion ir ‘oreig f . 
Crop yearsfrom July 1 to August 31. United aaakaie of ek 
States. 
Bales. Bales. 


1865~-'66......... 







666,100 | 1,554,664 | $281,385, 223 








=. 770, 030 | 1,557,054 | 201, 470, 42: 
1867-"68........ | 906,036 1, 655, 816 152, 820, 733 
| 926,375 | 1,465,880 | 162, 633. 052 

| 865,160 | 2,206,480! 297,027,624 

1,110,196 | 3,169,969 | 218,327,109 

1, 237,330 | 1,957,314 | 180, 684.595 

1, 201° 127 | 2° 679; 986 | 227, 243, 069 

1, 305, 943 | 2,840,981 | 211, 223, 580 

7 1,193,005 | 2,684,708 | 190, 638. 625 

a 1, 351, 870 | 8,234,244 | 192, 650, 255 

Diiaatien, aa vesen! 1,428,013 | 8,080,835 | 171, 118.508 

1, 489, 022 | 3,360,254 | 180,031) 484 

1, 558, 329 | 3,431, 004 162, 304, 250 

1, 789,978 | 3,885,003 | 211,585, 905 

cour sacle 1, 938, 987 | 4,589,346 | 247, 695, 736 
1881-82... didchinnitiipnhidee pais 1, 064,535 | 3,582,622 | 199,812,644 
1882-83 ..... sebouiiiabaicasiciadmeduaiah ceveseet 2,078,096 | 4,766,597 | 224,921, 413 
1883~"S4.......... the ; cesersececee! 2,876,683 | 3,916,581 | 197,984,295 
Ae ACS veveeaen! 1,753,125 | 3,947,972 | 198,744, 802 
TC . ahs ssntativalinile ween} 2, 162,544 | 4,336,203 | 206, 879, 697 
NBBG"BT saisacivessescecsesecsssscesscsscnseresesersses cxsenseente] 2) 101,582 | 4,458,080 | 905, 248, 848 
ROP OR cissentcnsietacbibioine 2, 257,247 | 4,627,502 | 220, 928,551 
1888-'8 secvscetmenerecereses senses} By B14, 001 | 4,742,347 | 237,775, 270 
B0D FOB cc icccenis-csnidiiinnintdanhadniaiien tulciepas chia tlhthag ase | 250, 000, 000 
Total... eacheds rots ee nbdineeibibtinandmennais te 161, 989, 736 


It may be asked, if $7,800,000,000 of outside money has gone South since 1865 
to pay for cotton, what has been accomplished, and why is the South stil! com- 
paratively poor? The answer is, that the condition of the agricultural interests 
of this sect’on after the war, due to the extreme —— of the people at the 
close of that disastrous struggle, to the system of securing money in advance 
by mortgaging the cotton to be raised, the exorbitant rates of interest, and the 
purchase, of necessity, of farm and house supplies on credit at from 75 to 80 per 
cent, more than cash price, tended to consume the entire profits on the pro- 
duction of cotton, Until very recently this condition was against the raising at 
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home of corn, bacon, and other necessaries; and almost the entire aggrega! 
ceived for cotton went back to the North for foodstuffs. The lack of man fa 
ures necessitated dependence upon other sections for almost every line of » 
ufactured goods, from a pin to a locomotive. 

A careful study of the fistory of this section will show that the South was 
to blame, except to a limited extent, for this condition of affairs. Gradually | 
people rallied from the disasters of war and commenced the developm: 
manufactures and the diversitication of their farm products. Their © simo} 
house and corn-crib”’ have ceased to be in the West, and the South is now nea 
self-supporting in supplying its consumptive requirements for foodstuffs. | 
ton is yearly becoming more and more # surplus stock, and the severai h 
dred millions of dollars which it annually yields will in the future large! 
main here for the enrichment of this section, instead of going North and \ 
to pay for bacon, Dreadstuffs, and manufactured goods. 

In this change there isa revolution in the currents of business that must 
duce surprising results. Added to the one or two hundred millions of do 
of cotton money that have for twenty-five yearsannually gone North, but w! 
will now remain in the South, will be an equal or possibly a greater am« 
brought to the South to pay for the iron, the lumber, and the cotton goods 
are now being shipped North, the millions that will come to pay for min: 
and timber lands, the fifty millions or more that are now paid for early y: 
tables and fruits, and the great aggregate, reaching probably already twe: 
million dollars, spent by winter visitors who come South to enjoy its clin 
These facts are astounding. They can but impress any one with the mich: 
change that is now being wrought out in the condition of the South. 

That the South, which produces the cotton, is destined to manufacture 
admits of no questioning. The South has the natural advantages necessary ( 
success in this business, and whatever difficulties there may be in the way a 
easily overcome when practical experience, backed by capital, is brought to 
bear upon the matter, There may be times of depression, but this will not sto; 
the sure and steady growth of this greatindustry. Ciood operatives, it has bee: 
said by some, can not be had in the South, and thissection can never hope, « 
some of our New England friends claim, to do anything more than manufac! 
ure coarse goods, Buta few years ago the same people were just as ready to 
claim that cotton manufacturing, even of coarse goods, would never amount | 
much in the South. 

Forced now to admit that Southern mills control this branch of the busines: 
they fall back on the threadbare argument against the possibility of the Sout! 
ern mills ever successfully competing with New Engiand mills on the fine: 
goods. Before many years have passed they will be forced to abandon this 
Every cotton mill that goes into operation in the South helps to make mor 
certain the future supremacy of this section in every branch of this industry 
With the increase in this business the number of trained operatives increase« 
and the skill necessary for the production of finer goods will be found ready a 
hand when the cotton manufacturers of the South decide that the time has coine 
for devoting more attention to fine goods. 

It was but a few yearsago when the statement that the South would, in time, 
control the iron market of the country was ridiculed, and the reply made that 
while the South might produce a large quantity of low-grade pig-iron, it cou!:! 
never hope to compete with the North in the finer finished products of iron ani! 
steel, where an abundance of capital and skilled mechanics would enable tha‘ 
section to still control this branch of the business. At first the South demon 
strated that it could make pig-iron more cheaply than any other part of this 
country. Having done this attention was turned to the building of enterprises 
for producing the finished goods, The locomotive worksthe car and car-whee! 
works, tack factories, stove foundries, hardware factories, nail mills, engine 
works, saw factories, and hundreds of kindred enterprises are daily proving 
that the South can manutacture every variety of fine products requiring the 
highest skilled labor. As in iron, so it will be in cotton. When the time i» 
ripe, and that time seems to be at hand, for the South to turn its attention to 
finer qualities of cotton goods, it will do so, and do it successfully. 

In 1880 the census reported $207,781,868 invested in cotton manufacture in th 
United States, and the consumption of cotton by American mills 1,570,342 bales 
or much less than one-fourth of anaverage crop. On this basis it would require 
an investment of over $800,000,000 in mills to consume our entire cotton crop; 
so we can form some idea of what the magnitude of the cotton-manufacturing 
interests is. Outof an estimated total of 80,000,000 epindles in the world, the 
United States has only about 13,000,000, Great Britain having over one-half, or 
42,000,000. The Manufacturers’ Record lately compiled, through special reports 
from cotton mills in the South, a list of all the mills in that section, with the num- 
ber of spindles and looms in each ; and, comparing these figures with the reports 
of the census of 1880, we have the following interesting table, showing a most 
remarkable increase : 


i 


| July 31, 1889. | 





















May, 1880. 
States. | | | 
; |No. of} No.of | No. of | No. of| No.of | No. o: 
mills. | spindles. | toouns. | mills, spindles. | looms 
tite |. .cannpianaanseni 21 131, 904 | 2,414 16 49, 432 | 86. 
Arkansas .. a 5 13,800| 224 2} 2015) 2x 
Florida ..... .-| 1 Ne 1| 
Georgia..... wl 73 | 455,998 | 10,246 40; 198,656) 4,493 
Kentucky.. | 6 45, 200 677 3! 9,022 73 
Louisiana. wf 5| 60,280) 1,584 2) 60m) 12 
Maryland... al 23 | 175,642| 3,536 19| 125,706 | 2,428 
Mississippi... val 1k 60,396 | 2,054 8| 18,568 | 644 
North Carolina . .| IL] 386,837 7,851 | 49) 92,385) 1,70 
South Carolina .... | 44| 417,780 | 10,687 | 14} 82,334) 1,676 
TENNESSEE «00. | SL) Iahaa| 2478) 16| 35,798 | 81 
Texas........ aubaial « 5 50, 868 496 2 2, 648 | 7 
VER GEIR 0. pescsesncerctmraronen ve | 99,889 | 2,754 | 8} 44,340) 1,32 
| 
: 


CDOs a 2,085, 258 | 45,001 | 


| 161 | 667,854) 14,32 


These figures show that the number of mills now in the South as compared 
with 1880 doubled, while the number of spindles and looms has more than 
trebled, the tendency being to build mills greater capacity than former!; 
From 161 mills, having 667,854 spindies and 14.323 looma in 1880, this industry 
has increased until there are now 355 mills, with 2,035,268 spindles and 45,00)! 
looms in the South. Asremarkable as is this increase, these figures really (io 
not fully represent the development of this business, for they do not include th: 
spindles and looms of many new mills now under construction, and others 
upon which work will Serv os 

The importance of ae this industry can not be too strongly emph«- 
sized. It keeps at home great wealth produced in manufacturing the 
South's leading staple. As already shown, on the basis of the capital invested 
and the bales of cotton consumed in American mills in 1880, an investment of 
$800,000,000 would be required to manufacture the entire cotton crop of this 
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! 
country. Instead of selling for about $350,000,900 a year, as the cotton crop now ! ' 
does, it would, if wholly manufactured in the South, represent over $1,(. 0,000,000 
a year, Cotton mills furnish employment to a large class of labor that must re- | 
main idle for lack of work except as this business grows. In every town and | 
city of the South there are hundreds, and in some, thousands, of white women 
and girls anxious to work, while there is no work for them. i 

The mills of the Southern States possess a decided advantage over the mills 
in the North and Great Britaia in that they have the raw cotton at their doors 








Soutl Olin ‘ 
and that this alone represents a money value sufficient to give them control of Ge gy — ; : 
the coarse goods, bas been fully demonstrated within the iast ten years. This |} pF) lorids . 7 = anh 
difference can be more clearly shown by the following illustration: Let us | Alabama er rie 
assume & 40 ,000-spindle mil! is located at any well-selected site in the cotton- —— ppi, 4 io 
growing section of the Southern States, This mill, properly equipped with the | Louisiana 010 OND 
Jatestand most approved style of machinery for the manufacture of standard | Texas on’ ana (ae 
4- Leg Nos, 12 to 14 yarns, woula cost complete $300,000, and would con- | Arkansas 4? apa 000 
sume 20,000 bales of cotton perannum. It is variously estimated that the diifer- | Te mnessece an' aan ann 
ence in cost of abale of cotton—490 pounds—bet ween the milisin Augusta, Ga Ly est Virginia : ; Onn 

id Fall River, Mass., is from $4 to 36a bale. Assume the lowest estims ate: of $4 re — be ‘ . 29 C0) 
er bale, and you have 2 20,000 multiplied by $4 equals $80,000 in favor of the Au- | : . 
gusta mill, or a saving of 10 per cent. on the complete cost of the mill in cotton | Total 7, 000 
alone. 7 
IN AGRICULTURE THE SOUTH LEADS—A MARVELOUS RECORD OF PROGRESS MADI 
BY SOUTHERN FARMERS. | A comparison of the value of live-stock in t s h : lon Janua 
The industrial development of the South has attracted so much attention that | 1, 1889, will prove of interest 


no one will question its magnitude, but there are few who realize the extent of 
the progress made of late years by the agricultural interests of this section. It 
is the combination of increasing agricultural prosperity and industrial activity Stocl 
which has placed the South in its present favorable financialcondition. It will 
be well to show by statistics what the farmers have done since 1870, The pro 
duction nes ee in 1870, 1887, 1888, and 1389 in the South was: 













































Horses ee $127. 502, 759 $168. 082. COT 
— ——— . " | Mules............ : . 65, 059, 675 117, i738 : 
Crop. 1870. “187, | 1808, 1889, | Milch cows 57,630,980 | 08, GS, Sat 
Oxen and other cattle 87, 019, 999 133, 919, 075 
~-~- - | ———--— | + - - Sheep 19, 262, 888 17. 239. 517 
COMM. cisinemrssicss vee 3, O11, 996 7, 017, 707 6, 938, 290 7, 250, 000 | ROB x00 vvvvvneeeree : er er 
Corn .. 249,072,118 | 492,415,000 | 509,705,000 | 519,517,000 Total 4 412. 254 om 
Wheat .. occatned 33,341,340 | 52,384,000 44, 207, 000 55, 060, 000 Fmerease — 17 06 
Oats ....+ 200 ce ccccoece + 81,973,542 81,506,000 | 78,254,000 77, 714, 000 | ase ovees ae 7 
Increase in 1889 over 1870 (estimated): | _ This is a pretty healthy increase in the value of live-stock between 1879 and 
Cotton......-0.+ Senicapniquentetienptvebebkecnsnepcebindene cnces vecstssseeneDOles... 4,239,004 | 1889. en ; : : ¥ 
Nee en nditlimatbauen bushels... 270, 444, 882 | rhe total values of the chief agricultural products of the South for 1879 and 
Wheat ove . do...... 21,718, 660 1889 (omitting sugar, rice, fruits, and vegetables, ete., the value of which is not 
Oats. a do...... 45.740, 458 given in the | nited States Agricultural Department's reports), partly estimated 
} compare as follows: 
From 3,000,000 bales of cotton in 1870, the yield in the South advanced to 7,250,- | 
000 bales in 1889. Thus it has largely more than doubled itscotton crop. Better 
still, it increased itscorn prodaction from 249,000,000 bushels in 1870 to 519,517 . a ; 
000 in 1889, a gain of 270,000,000 bushels. In wheat, the South’s increase in 1889 | roducss ’ 1589 
over 1870 was nearly 22,000,000 bushels, and in oats the South increased from 
31,970,000 bushels in 1870 to 77,714,000 bushels in 1889, a gain of 45,000,000 bushels. 
It is since 1879 or 1889, however, thatthe South has made the most marked agri- | Votton.. . $227, 803, 000 £390, 000, 000 
cultural progress. D CSG IRs. occere ‘ . 187, 958, 752 221, 476, 502 
The yield of principal crops in the South in 1879, 1887, 1888, and 1889 was as | Wheat : . 0 65 78 i4, 701, 792 
follows: Potatoes, barley, hay, acco, et 69. 478, 313 100. 000. 000 
- — - | Oats ‘ ° 20, 193, O11 28, 763, 002 
Crop. 1879. 1887. 1888. 1589 ae ik 571, 098, 454 794, 941, 296 
ewenocenhiesnemmnsstantslionte ~ . ; } Increase .. ’ : 213. 842. 242 
COtOM cevceeeensnrabailes.... 5,755,359} 7,017,000 | 6,938, 200 7, 250,000 | 
=——_— = + Se = Oe ale _ = 
CC bushels.. 333, 121, 290 | 492, 415, 000 509, 705, 000 419.517, 000 000 | If to these fignres we add the increase in fruits, vegetables, etc the total 
WED ccccescsercen Dense 54, 476, 740 52, 334, 000 44, 207, 000 55. 060. 000 | oven Sore of _Saaremstere: pase icts of yo eagr= mtg 1889 over 1879 was up 
eo Ante & 2 - oe | wards.of 32! 0,000, while during the same me the increase in the value of 
CR silenced DSi 43,476,600 | 81, 506, 0 78, 254, 000 | _ 77,714,000 | ti ve-stock was, as has alzeady been shown, $17,749,000, The crops of 1389 in 
. . we Me 7 | > A “<> 907 cog | the South were the largest ever raised. It is estimated that the cotton yield 
Total grain...do... 431,074,630 | 626, 305,000 632, 166, 000 652. 291. 000 vill reach 7,250,000 bales, and the corn crop was 519,517,000 bushels. Of fruits 


and vegetabies, such crops as the South produced in 1589 were beyond anything 
known before in that section, and many millions of dollars were drawn from 
Increase over 1879 (estimated). Cotton, Grains, the North and West to pay for early Southern fruits and market produce, A 
conservative estimate would place the aggregate value of the South's agricult 
ural products in 1889 at not less than $850,000,000, 









Bales. Bushels. 
Fe BD scenes smeec crene ctnnenewareraretesseceseavsesss cesccenmevecess 1, 494, 641 221, 216, : RAILROADS—THE SOUTH THE CENTER OF ACTIVITY IN RAILROAD-BUILDID 
In 1888 ....... 1, 244, 641 201, 091 ; ; 
In 1887 ......-.+- 1, 261, G41 195, 230, 37 Although the mineral resources of the South andj;its vast forests have attracted 


widespread attention and drawn millions of dollars of capital to this section fo 
investment, yet the development of its railroad interests has received still greate 
These figures show an increase in the production of grain from 1879 to 1888 of | consideration and absorbed even more money. 








over 220,000,000 bushels. How does this increase compare with the production | The magnitude of the investments made in Southern railroads since the Ist 
in the rest of the country? The following figures show : | of January, 1880, is almost beyond comprehension. In nine years 20,000 mil 

| of new road, not counting sidings and switches, have been laid in the fourteen 

Yield in whole country, except the South. Southern States. In 1880 the South had 20,612 miles of road, while at the end 


of 1483, it had 40,521. The gain has been nearly 100 per cent., while from 18% 








7 ~ to 1889 the gain in the whole country was only about (4 per cent 
1879. } 1387. 1888 1889. In 1886 the South built 20 per cent. of the total new mileage of that year i 
| | 1887 it built 23 per cent. ; in 1888, 35 per cent. ; and during 1589, 40 per cent, Thes 
0 ena | facts indicate how rapidly the South is gaining in railroad construction as com 
| | are rit} . " SCO “Wy That the “One vileage of the Sx by bes 
Bushels. } Bushels. Bushels. Bushels. pared with the rest of the country. That the railroad: uge of tl yuth has 


made a larger per cent. of gain than the West is an astonishing fact, in view of 


214, 780, 500 963, 746, 000 | 478, 085,000 | 1,593, 375,900 4 ; oo : 
1, PoP 58, 746, I, es . veo ; the tremendous growth of the great West, to which the millions of foreign in 


394, 279, 890 | 403, 945, 000 | 371, 661, 000 435, 500, 000 














320, 293,720 | 578, 112) 000 623, 431. 000 573, 801. 000 migrants that have landed in this « ountry have mainly gone. The South, with 
| ____ | but litle immigration, and not yet fully recovered from the poverty entailed by 
- po we - : the most disastrous war in the history of the world, is making a greater rate 
929.: OL ¥E » 2 3, 227,000 | 2, 702. 676,000 7 7 - - - . . . 
1, 929, 354, 110 | 1, 945, 808, OF 473, 227, ’ , | of progress in railroad building than even the rich and powerful West. In 1830 











the total mileage of the country was 98,296 miles, and. of this 20,562 miles, or 20 


Notwithstanding the fact that the West produced last year the largest corn | Pet cent., were in the South, while in i889 the South had 40,521’ miles out of a 
total of 161,270, or 25 per cent. 


crop ever my the increase as compared with 1879 was only 31 per cent., while ; 
the increase in the South’ 8 corn crop from 1879 to 1839 was ! 53 per cent. | Poor's Railroad Manual, the st idard authority on such matters, gives the 
é ost y State i il asin e yjuntry the r pment, sl 
A comparison of the yield of corn by States in the South in 1879 and 1899 will | #ctual cost by States of all railroa ds the country and juipment, show 
show how general has been the advance : | ing a total for the South in 1888 of over $1,400,000,000, against $679,000,000 in 1880 
or an increase of about $721,000,000, to which may be added $50,000,000 or mors 


Yield of corn.. for 1889, making the amount expended in the development of Southern ra 
roads in the last ten years about $800,000,000 

All indications point to the greatest activity in railroad construction in th 
South during the next few years that has ever been seen in this section. So 
great is the increase in the volume of freight that there is scarcely a road in the 
South that is not blocked with business, and the double tracking of nearly a 

Bushela.- | Bushels. leading Southern roads is becoming a pressing necessity 

ities cesecsintiinintsivertoorsineseancesseny eotebueceess 13,721, 000 | 15, 105, 000 The future of Southern railroad interests is very promising. The traffic wil! 
Virginia.......<0... 19, 957, 600 34, 231,000 | develop faster than facilities can be provided for handling it,and the prosperity 
North Carclina...............-.00.. 25, 678, 500 | 33, 050, 000 | Of the South means the prosperity of its railroads. 


States. 1879, | 1889 
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. The railroad mileage by States in the South at the end of 1880 and 1889 was as 
ollows 


1880, | 1889. 


is 


States. 

















| Mileage. | Mileage. 

Maryland and District of Columbia.............. me 1,040 | 1,214 
Virginia arse quanaevt i 1, 893 3, 188 
West Virginia......... . | 691 | 1,330 
IED CaEIIIIND.. cicunpibovenbenincbes veneubenh ehnersgdontiabtianiiiel ainiadinpenidl 1, 486 2,793 
South Carolina 1,427 2, 127 
Georgia ...... si schaliatentitiemesieenteis inet santmactinatienedintainds 2. 459 | 4,277 
rg ee 518 | 2,433 
I ia inaiasitins ocundstvanniibandantiiaine 1,843 3, 116 
INI sncisdistiecti cuectidievies eibiintanetenaicammntarenetiens 1,127 2,417 
SaITIIIIII sic acretaian atv eretiansescnheeeibvemptneiinsitciantbeemmtdiiaandicanasiienlinnttiiateetiiil 652 | 1,615 
Si -cgusbattimiepstcee wapeuvernentnnmnttaine 859 2,112 
Texas. 3, 244 3, 491 
SING: cccevsiseiscts poeksonntinen qsocetboninnnieitil 1, 843 2, 651 
I aia iat ccrtaet cel aa talaiainain 1,530 2,754 
METI cdeckecsocetee Osnenitnsecene Gaserendevienenipeindespeiesessennbebenatns 20, 612 40, 521 


THE *OUTH'S INCREASING POREIGN COMMERCE, 


A very stviking fact in connection with the general growth of the South is the 
reat increase in the foreign commerce of every Southern port during 1589. 
From the official statistics of the Bureau of Statistics the following figures have 
been compiled 


Value of foreign exports. 





Ports. 
1889, 1888. 
Baltimore i deciaeeitaaitatetenieih $62,091, 733 $45, 101, 613 
Beaufort, 8. C...,.......- 1, 106, 296 849, S39 
Brazos, Tex 818, 726 726, 273 
Brunswick, Ga enetmniweniaenent ind 8, 200, 273 | 4, 617, 903 
IID, UR, EF cncovcnce -coceusedcqnene Seeceneces 16, 355, 932 13, 003, 628 
Corpus Christi .... 2, 653, 832 | 1, 952, 812 
PORE o0c00s s0cc0 cc cccccencccecnepnssapocescocsnpecsvesecses 316, 468 | 176, 377 
Galveston psanend ceopeeesbpuubenginaptynpenammunan ens dedenehs 23, 836, 075 14, 496, 669 
BRO WEED cccnccatecs-00s cccencteccoes tosesee ceoscouetens ceoseoseocesfestoosebementie manes 438, 056 
SII ible acenananitensecsutnannasenetiicanigcinel 3, 918, 206 | 3, 442, 619 


New Orleans 


101, 328, 875 80, 906, 145 





Newport News ........0-c00++se-scssss0n sesees 6, 373, 606 | 6, 281, 664 
Norfolk ect innemenes eatin 12, 302, 334 | 13, 812, 641 
Pearl River, Miss ......... 1,091, 949 851, 586 
Pensacola, Fla ....... 8, 705, 404 2, 691, 208 
Richmond senna 10, 592, 744 8, 852, 728 
Saluria, Tex ......... 1, 407, 824 | 1, 325, 122 
III 5 din cnnsnesnnnntenpeninveneicbadbunet 27, 04, 404 17, 850, 223 
a aa it errr ble ieainitiiaiinl 16, 846 3, 238 


Wilmington, IN, © cccscoss. 


6, 319, 218 6, 198, 144 


223, 581, 558 





290, 540, 296 
66, 958, 838 


OOD tities cineenee — 
Increase in 1889 over 1888 ........... 


Phe total increase for the whole country was $135,489,323, and of this gain the 
South had nearly one-half. The percentage of increase in the South was 29, 
against 14 in the balance of the country. These figures are extremely gratify- 
ing to all interested in the progress of the South, They show that its commerce 
is keeping even step in the march of progress with iis industrial interests, 
While the South's foreign commerce has been growing so rapidly, as shown by 
these figures, its coastwise trade has developed probably with still greater 
rapidity, though there are no sources of exact statistical information on the 
subject, 
rEN YEARS OF BANKING 


THE SOUTH LEADS IN THE RATE OF INCREASE IN NA- 


TIONAL BANKING, 


A substantial business community must have a substantial banking system. 
Hence, to ascertain the stability of any community one naturally turns to its 
banks first to see what their standing is. 

The condition of the national-banking system in 1879 well illustrates the true 
business situation in that year. In the whole country were 2,048 banks. Eleven 
hundred and sixty-six of these were in the North, which includes the New Eng- 
land States, New York, New Jersey, Pennsylvania, and Delaware. Inthe West, 
which had at this time reached a high state of development, were 660 banks, 
This ineludes the States from Ohio on the east to Kansas and Nebraska on the 
west and Missouri and the Ohio Riveron the south, In the Southern States 
south of the Ohio and westward to and including Arkansas and Texas were 
220 banks. It will thus be seen that the North had nearly twice as many banks 
as the West and over five times as many as the South. 

The capital stock of these 1,160 banks in the North was $321,905,255, that of the 
660 banks in the West $83,906,000, and that of the 220 banks in the South $45,408,- 
985. That is, the banking capital of the North was nearly four times that of the 
West and about eight times that of the South. 

Other banking statistics for 1879 for these three sections of the country were 
as follow’: 


Undivided Loans and | Individual 


Surplus, profits, discounts. deposits. 
North......cc00s0: $88, 182,821 $31,911,066 | $749, 322,642 | $611, 910, 657 
Nin gavarnacesnseoers eueqshientll 22, 324, 238 9, 348, 454 191, 506, 669 179, 278, 252 
South. 8, 999, 309 8, 727, 211 85, 580, 309 | 64, 730, 849 


The North had about four times as much surplus as the West and ten timesas 
much as the South. Of undivided profits the North had over three times as 
much as the West and over eight times as much as the South. Loans and dis- 
counts in the North were nearly seven times those in the West and nearly nine 
times those in the South. Individual deposits in the North were four times 
those in the West and over nine times those in the South. 


EEE 


Thus, when a statement of the condition of the national banks was called fo, 
on October 2, 1879, the banks in the North had loans and discounts out to tho 
amount of $749,322,642, while the capital stock, surplus, undivided profits, an.) 
individual deposits aggregated $1,053,909,799. The Western banks had $191.5 6 66, 
loans and discounts as resources and $294.856,944 of capital stock, surplus, uy. 
divided profits, and individual deposits. In the South those aggregated |iat)j\\- 
ties were $123,055,099, with loan and discount resources of $85,280,309. The aver. 
age deposits per bank in the North were about $525,000, in the West $272,000, ana 
in the South $294,000, 

How do these figures compare with the statement of the national banks 
1889? On July 12, 1889. there were 3,230 banks in the country, with an aggregat. 
capital stock of $600,851,640, an increase of 1,182 banks and of nearly $150 000 11) 
in capital stock. Theincrease in the number of banks since 1879 had been al)\;; 
13 per cent. in the North, 81 per cent. in the West, and 113 per cent. in the S 
while the increase in capital stock was nearly 4 per cent. in the North, 95 ;» 
cent. in the West, and 70 per cent. in the South, 

Other figures for 1889 were as follows: 


Undivided | Loansand dis- Individ 


Surplus. profits. counts. deposits 
[- 
North. ., $127, 582,805 | $45,549,875 | $1, 061,812,372 | $852,424 77, 
West... 40, 338,597 | 14, 765, 698 450, 318, 506 870, 910, 925 
South........ 21, 937, 991 7, 136,579 179, 787, 377 | 139, 095, 232 








It will thus be seen that there was an increase of surplus of 45 per cent. in (ic 
North, 82 per cent. in the West, and 146 per cent. in the South; of undivided 
profits, an increase of 43 per cent, in the North, 58 per cent. in the West, and 92 
per cent. in the South; of loans and discounts, 41 per cent. in the North, 136 
per cent. in the West, and 110 per cent. in the South; and of individual depo -its 
39 per cent. in the North, 107 per cent. in the West, and 116 per cent. in the South, 
In 1879 the percentage of surplus in the North to the capital stock was 27 per 
cent. and in 1889 38 per cent. Inthe West this percentage wasabout 24 per cent 
in 1879 and the same in 1889, while in the South the percentage of surplus to 
capital stock was 17 per cent. in 1879 and 27 per cent. in 1889, 


A GENERAL SUMMARY. 


In all other branches of manufacture the South has made equally as great 
progres as in the few leading ones, the statistics of the growth of which have 
»een given. From a comparatively smal! business the manufacture of cotton- 
seed oil has become one of the most flourishing in the South, representing a 
cash investment of fully $20,000,000, though the nominal capital is greatly in 
excess of that. In 1880 the South had forty cotton-seed-oil mills, with a capital 
of $3,504,500; there are now two hundred and thirteen mills, and over $20,(00.- 
000 are invested in the business. 

The lumber industry in all its branches, from the small saw-mill costing a few 
hundred dollars to the costly furniture factory, has grown probably more rap- 
idly than any other line of manufacturing in the South. It is estimated by 
conservative authorities that upwards of $100,000,000 have been invested in the 
purchase of Southern timber lands and the building of wood-working enter 

rises since 1880, but this is probably much toosmal!l asum, for the sales of tim- 

rland to Northern and Western capitalists run well up into the millions of 
acres every year. 

The mining of phosphate rock has more than doubled, and the manufacture 
of fertilizers has now become a leading industry throughout the South, espe- 
cially in connection with cotton-seed-oil mills. Thus many millions of dollars 
which formerly went North for fertilizers are keptat home. Recent discoveries 
in Florida have shown that that State has the greatest phosphate beds know) 
inthe world, Within a few months several million dollars have been invested 
in the purchase of phosphate lands, and arrangements are being made to mine 
and ship the rock on a very extensive scale. It is believed by those who have 
carefully investigated the magnitude of these phosphate fields that they wi!! 
prove of incalculable value not only to Florida, but to the whole South. 

While many millions of dollars will be invested in working them, furnishin, 
employment to a large number of men, the greatest benefits will result throug!: 
the cheapening of fertilizers to all Southern farmers. This means larger crops 
produced at a lower cost, and a general improvement of the entire agricaltura! 
interests. As the development of the iron mines of the South has permanent|y 
lowered the cost of producing iron in this country,thus benefiting the whole 
country, it is probable that the discovery of these Florida phosphates will ma- 
terially reduce the cost of fertilizers for the entire country. 

Within the last few years the growth of the early fruit and trucking busines: 
has been one of the most noticeable features of Southern progress. Day after 
day during the season ocean steamers and full trains of cars, freighted wit! 
vegetables and fruit, leave the leading Southern ports for Northern cities. | 
is estimated that this business now aggregates at least $50,000,000 a year, and it 
israpidly expanding. With the increase in population and wealth of the country 
the demand for Southern fruits and vegetables steadily grows, and they are nv 
longer classed as luxuries, as a few — ny but are now regarded as necessi- 
ties of life. This industry and the lumber business, which has assumed great 
magnitude in the Eastern Carolinas, in Florida, in South Georgia, and in Missis- 
sippi are making these sections almostas prosperousand full of life and activity 
as the mineral regions of the Piedmont and mountain sections of the South. 

Everywhere and atall linesthe South is at work. Its people are imbued wit! 
a spirit of energy and enterprise never surpassed; its vast resources are be nz 
opened up and their development is —— to the prosperity of every part o! 
this section, and its manifold attractions and advantages are bringing a steady 
stream of wealth and of men of enterprise to this fair land. What the Sout! 
has accomplished in the way of new industrial ——. may be seen from 
the following summary of the number organized during four years from Jan 
uary 1, 1886, to December 31, 1889: 


Iron-furnace companies............ 
























Machine-shops and foundries... > 441 
Agricultural implement factories — 63 
Par NS nceccc es cccrcsvcecessbesocees ee . 30 
Cotton-mills............ 267 
Furnitare-factories. 226 
Gasgworks............ : : 
Water-works............ 0. pesecuve 331 
Carriage and wagon factories. 178 
Electric-light companies................ 475 
Mining and quarrying enterprises.............. 0c cscs sesessesssesseesesersceeneseesss 1, SUL 
Lumber mills, including saw and planing mills, sash and door factories, 
I i chad sntciness teeeenicnnscinactontaneseneqeerepipatinietyeimasinnecense: 3, OF 
Tce factories......... 29 
Canning factories... 45 
BT FOIE sa oe ss00 005551 00020" vevece conqnontsercereene conse ase une eS tenants wee toe ceeee 2 
Miscellaneous iron and stee! works, rolling-millis, pipe-works, etc. ......... 184 








1890. 





Cotton compresses.. 1l4 | 

Cotton-seed-oil 8 8 Sida aR ear 148 

Miscellaneous enterprises not included in the foregoing. iaheansotem 4,415 
IE itil sales oslo necneennauhtnamceampeenotaptnaneebestenbes anosetececesnbenees® 13, 744 


It may be well to sum up only a few leading points in the South's growth 
during the last few years, and thus convey some general idea of what has been 
done in that brief period. 

In four years nearly 14,000 new manufacturing and mining enterprises have 
been organized in the South, and thousands of old plants greatly enlarged. 
The list of new enterprises extends over almost the whole range of human in- 
dustry, embracing pig-iron furnaces, foundries, machine-shops, stee|- works, cot- 
ton and woolen mills, cotton-seed-oil milis, cotton compresses, fruit-canning 
factories, carriage and wagon factories, agricultural implement factories, flour- 
mills, grist-mills, saw-mills, planing-mills, sash, door, and blind factories, shuttle 
factories, handle and spoke factories, barrel factories, shingle-mills, furniture 
factories, tobacco factories, brick-yards, ice factories, fertilizer factories, stove 
foundries, wire-fence factories, lime-works, soap factories, tanneries, glass- 
works, gas-works, distilleries, potteries, electric-light works, marble and slate 
quarrying companies,and companies to mine coal,iron ore, gold, silver, mica, 
natural gas, oils, etc. 

The number of national banks has increased from 220, with a capital of $15,- 
408,985 in 1879, to 472, with a capital of $76,454,510, in 1889, a more rapid percent- 
age of gain than is shown by the rest of the country. 

The railroad mileage of the South has been increased by the addition of nearly 
20,000 miles since 1880, Since that year over $800,000,000 have been spent in the 
building of new roads and improvingold ones. Theassessed value of property 
has increased over $1,300,000,000, This does notshow the fullincrease in the value 
of property, since there is a very large amount of manufacturing property cre 
ated since 1880 which does not appear in the tax assessments, being exempt by 
law from taxation. The increase in the true value of property was over $3,000, - 
00,000, In 1880 the South made 397,301 tons of pig-iron; in 1888, 1,152,858, and 
in 1889 the output was 1,566,702 tons. 

In 1880, 6,044,571 tons of coal were mined in the South, and in 1889 the output 
was over 19,400,000 tons. Cotton-mills have increased from 161,with 14,323 looms 
and 67,854 spindies, in 1880, to 356 mills, with 45,001 looms and 2,035,268 spindles, 
while many new mills are under construction and many old ones being en 
larged. 1n 1880 there were 40 cotton-seed-oil mills in the South, having a capital 
of $3,500,000; now there are 213, with over $20,000,000 invested. 

The value of the South’s agricultural products for 1889 was about $859,000,000 
against $571,000,000 in 1879. The value of the South’s live-stock on January |}, 
1889, was $569,000,000, while in 1880 it was $391,400,000, The production of grain 
rose from 431,074,630 bushels in 1880 to 652,291,000 busheis in 1889, an increase of 
over 220,000,0 0 bushels. 

In every line of industry the same tremendous strides of progress are being 
made, 

Presenting these comparisons in tabular form we have the following: 








1880. 1889. 


Assessed value of prope ate w+ | $2, 913, 436, 095 , 220, 166, 400 















Railroad mileage... paitiess Ww, 612 40, 521 
Cost of railroads... $679, 000,000 $1,500, 000, 000 
Yield of grain, bushels. 431, 074, 630 652, 291, 000 
Yield of cotton, bales....... 5, 755, 359 7 » 000 
Number of farm animals.. 28, 754, 243 45, 592, 536 
Value of live-stock. .......00...cccseeceeeees $391, 412, 254 $569, 161, 559 
Value of chief agricultural products. $571, 098, 454 $850, 000, 000 
Coal mined, tons ........ Rinsdngeebcsesceienees | 6, 04, 471 19, 497, 418 
ee produced, tons... | 397, 301 1, 566, 702 
ID SEE SORNONIN ac carrentconinebevosortnereevenoceseses 190, 000 507, 708 
Number of cotton-mille.. .. .....ccccc<.ccscssccsesceeseseeenes | 161 355 
Number of spindles... = 667, 854 2, 035, 268 
Number of looms .. aa 14, 323 45, 000 
Number of cotton- seed-oil “mills seaeoctnoees of 40 213 
Capital invested in cotton-seed-oil mills .... $3, 504, 000 $20, 000, 000 
Number of national banks............... siantis 220 72 
Capital of national banks (estimated).................. $45, 597, 730 $76, 454,510 


Mr. McKINLEY. Mr. Speaker, I now yield to the gentleman from 
California [Mr. VANDEVER]. 

Mr. VANDEVER. Mr. Speaker, until the repeal of the system of 
internal-revenue taxation and the total abolition of the Internal-Rev- 
enue Bureau we can have no permanent and reliable tariff policy. 
Until then any revision of the tariff will be but transient and delusive, 
i, ¢., mere makeshift. 

To be independent of other countries for the necessities and comforts 
of life we must produce and fabricate them ourselves. 

Upon this theory the House bill was framed. It comes back to us 
from the Senate marred in many of its features. 

The question is, shall the compromise features proposed by the con- 
ference committee of the two Houses be adopted ? 

The few observations that I propose to submit at this time relate 
mainly to the products of the district I represent. 

The fruit schedule of the House bill dealt fairly with the fruits of 
California. The Senate reduced the House rates upon one of the lead- 
ing products of my district fully 50 per cent., in the eulture of which 
a large portion of the people I represent are interested. It has been 
demonstrated that to place Florida and Calitorniain Araerican markets 
on an equality with the Italian producer, the tariff on standard boxes 
should be $1 per box at least. 

The House bill fixed the duty at that rate, but the bill comes back 
to us from the conference committee reducing the duty on oranges to 
25 cents per box. This is a blow at the interests of the California pro- 
ducers, the effect of which will be to protect the Italian fruit-growers 
against the American grower. California can produce oranges and sim- 
ilar fruits in sufficient quantities to supply the eutire home market. 

The competitors of California and Florida fruit-growers are in for- 

countries, mostly in sunny Italy, where land and labor are cheap. 
t costs to transport a standard box of oranges from Mediterranean 


CON GRESSION AL RECORD—HOUSE. 


L0613 


ports to New York City 25 cents. The duty is 25 cents, making the 
cost of laying down this fruit at Atlantic se ape rts only 50 cents, 

It costs 57 cents per box, by car-load lots, to transport oranges from 
Florida to New York. It costs to trat deert oranges from California to 
New York City $1.25 per box in car-load lots, and 90 cents per box to 
Chicago. 

Other products of Californ 
bill. Olive-oil should have been protected by the 
least $1 per gallon. Ostrich farming is astruggling 
ern California which deserves encouragement and support. Not less 
than four hundred birds, three-fourths of which are of American growth, 
are being nurtured in different localities in Southern California. This 
enterprise, if reasonably protected, will soon grow into proportions suf- 
ficient to supply the demands of not only our own but other markets. 

Asphaltum and bituminous rock are other products of Southern Cali- 
fornia that should have had places in this bill, but are left out. The 
dawning beet-sugar production of California will, in a few years, grow 
into proportions that will supersede the necessity of any importations of 
sugar from foreign countries. 

California is, in fact, the land of hope and promise to the toil-worn 
millions, not of the older portions of this country alone, but to the 
people of all lands. It has been called the Italy America. itis 
much more. Since the admission of the State into the Union it has 
increased in wealth, enterprise, and prosperity in an unparalleled de- 
gree. 

It has contributed to the national prosperity, the general comfort and 
happiness of all the people as no other State ever did in the short pe- 
riod of little more than a single generation; and though California may 
not fare as bountifally as she would like under this bill, yet she will 
accept it in the firm belief aud conviction that a measure of general 
prosperity awaits the country under it that will verify the wisdom of 
the general policy of protection to American industry and enterprise 
upon which it is founded, and demonstrate more fully than ever before 
that to be truly independent of foreign countries we must produce and 
fabricate for ourselves every article of necessity and comfort. 


ORANGE 


8, 


ia have been overlooked in framing this 
imposition of at 


‘industry of South- 


t 
OL. 


AND LEMONS, 

It costs 57 cents per box, by car-load lots, to transport oranges from 
Florida to New York City or to Boston. 

The average yield of an acre of orange tre 
hundred boxes. 

The transportation of a box of oranges from Italy to New York City 
or to Boston is 25 cents; duty, 25cents; total freight and tariff, 50 cents. 
It costs 7 cents per box more to land oranges in New York or Boston 
from Florida than it costs to bring them from Italy. 

Upon the basis of two hundred boxes to the acre, then, Italy has the 
advantage of Florida in supplying New York or Boston with oranges 
of $14 per acre. 

Common labor in the 
Italy 20 cents per day. 

One man’s labor is required to cultivate 10 acres of oranges; 
hundred days’ labor, which is about an 
Florida; $60 in Italy. 

The Italian producer, then, has the advantage of the Florida pro- 
ducer in supplying the American market of $14 per acre in transporta- 
tion and duty and of $24 per acre on labor, a total of $38 per acre on 
oranges. 

The transportation of a box of oranges from California to New York 
or Boston is $1.25 per box, by car-load lots; to Chicago 90 cents. La- 
bor in California is $2 per day. Therefore the Italiaa orange-grower 
has the advantage over the California orange-grower in New York of 
about $76 per acre, and in the Chicago market of about $58 per acre. 

To place Florida and Calitornia in our American markets on an equal- 
ity with Italy the import duty on oranges and lemons should be at 
least $1 per box. 

The limited time allotted will not permit me to extend my remarks 
further. 

Mr. McKINLEY. I yield tothegentleman from Illinois [Mr. Post] 
such time as he may desire. 

Mr. POST. Mr, Speaker, the chairman of the Committee on For- 
eign Affairs has stated that foreign Governments discriminate against 
the products of the United States by name. They do this with our 
hog products, and they did it upon the authority of one of the most 
celebrated medical professors in Europe. It was his opinion which 
aroused the prejudices of the European people and induced European 
Governments to take that extraordinary action which has been an em- 
barrassment to American producers and an injury to European con- 
sumers. 

I take this occasion to put on record a dispatch which shows that 
when that distinguished medical man expressed the opinion that the 
American hog ought to be discriminated against as an unhealthy food 
product, he had never seen an American hog or examined an American 


es in good bearing is two- 


State of Florida is worth $1 per day, and in 


three 
average year’s work, $300 in 


ham. [Loud applause. | 
This dispatch was written in 1878 to the Department of State, and 
from it I quote the following extracts: 
UNITED STaTes ConsULATE-GENERAL, Vienna, June 24, 1878. 


i 


Str: I have the honor to state that a letter from Professor Richard Hesch), pro- 
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fessor ofanatomy at the Vienna University, was published in the Wiener Medi- 
cinische Wochenschrift, dated June 8, of which the following is a translation : 

** We have received the following letter which we recommend to the aiten- 
tion of the eity physician 

To the Edite 
Allow me to say a few words concerning a matter of sanitary interest which 
may not be undeserving a space in your paper. It is in regard to the American 
hams which are offered for sale in Vienna, and which are recommended by the 
salesmen to be superior to the Westphalian hams. While of the latter out of 
two Urousand to two thousand five hundred, one contains trichina and is re- 
jected, the American hams examined in Germany show that of every five to ten 
one has trichina,and the probability exists that several epidemics owe their 
origin to this fact. The city physician should not permitthe sale of American 
hams that have not passed examination, and the publ ie should be warned, and 
if you need my name, it is at your disposition. 
‘ Very respectfully yours, 





‘PROFESSOR RICHARD HESCHL.’ 


in se following notice ap- 


peare d 


veral of the Vienna morning papers of June 22 the 


“ABOUT THE SUPPLY OF PROVISIONS. 

The conviction having gained ground that the hams and the sausages im- 
ported from America via Hamburg contain for the greater part trichina, the 
proper section of the city council has concluded in its session of to-day to for- 
ward a petition to the Government asking the same to issue a decree prohibit- 
ing the further import of such goods from America into Austria.” 

a 7 a) * * 
Soon after Professor Hesch!’s letter appeared I requested him to specify the 
German reports upon which his statement was founded. In complying with 
this request he mentioned two German works, both published in 1874, and which 
doe not appear to have any kind of reference to the kind of hams recently im- 
ported into Austria-Hungary. The works mentioned are: Vierteljahrsschrift 
fir Offentliche Gesundheitspflege, von Varrentrapp, 6. Band, 2, Heft, 1874. Roep- 


~ 


per, Trichinen der Americanischen Schinken, published by Vieweg, Braun- 
sehweig., Eulenberg, Vierteljahraschrift fir gerichtliiche Medizin, XX, Seite 103, 
1874. Zur Trichinenfrage, von Dr, Jacobi, published by Hirschwald, Berlin. 


Professor Hesch! declared that he had no personal knowledge of the subject 
to which he called public attention; that he had never seen an American ham, 
and that he relied upon the examination made inGermany. He wasthereupon 
invited to examine some American hams, and after a careful examination he 
said there were certainly no triching in them and that they were sound and 
good, 

if Professor Heschl had made his examination before he wrote his letter he 
might have written more definitely and satisfactorily, and would have author- 
ized his name to be used to indorse the trath as ascertained by investigation, 
but it jsunlikely any such report would have been given such widespread pub- 
licity as has been given to the letter he wrote. The substance of the letter was 
telegraphed to the London Times and has been quoted in the European press 
gewerally in sucha manner that readers would not suspect that its author wrote 
it before he had seen an American ham 

itis not the facts stated, nor the suggestion which Professor Hesch! made, 
which gives the letter importance. The importers of American hams would be 
quite willing to have the Government adopt his suggestion, not only as appli- 
cable to American, but also to German and all other hams offered for sale. 
They are confident such examination would prove the superiority of those im- 
ported from America. Hut this course would not satisfy those interested in 
preventing competition in the food supply, and therefore his suggestion is re- 
jected while his name is used to create prejudice against American products. 

It is not proposed to petition the Government to cause examinations of all 
hams offered for sale, but to prohibit the importation of American hams be- 
cause the “ conviction is gaining ground "’ thatthey are not good. This convic- 
tion is not gaining ground among those who have used them, for they unite in 
warmly recommending them and therefore the demand for them is constantly 
increasing. The conviction may be gaining ground among those who have 
never used them and who will believe a learned theory from men equally ig- 
norant rather than the testimony of those who know by actual experience. 
Ignorant theory disguised in learned phrase so often represses and defeats prac- 
tical experience that it can not be predicted how the Government will decide 
this question, but it is to be hoped that the competent medical authorities of 

_. Austria-Hungary will make independent investigation for themselves uninflu- 
enced by the German reports, 

Ihave also received from Professor Hesch! a paper, herewith inclosed, which 
was printed at the imperial! printing-oftice, and purports to be instructions issued 
for the information of the sanitary counci! at the request of the Government of 
Lower Austria. There are two paragraphs only concerning America to which 
I direct attention, translated as follows: 

** qual caution must be observed in regard to the <-> position made of the 
refuse of slaughtered animals, since the frequeney of trichina in America is 
principally due to the fact that hogs there are fed with the refuse of the great 
slaughtering houses, whereby, so to speak, trichina are propagated. * * 

“ Particularly must be noted the fact that bacon and hams have recently been 
imported from America which contain more trichina than ours. In Germany 
one hog in ten thousand has trichina, while of the hams and bacon brought 
from America from 2} to 5 per cent. contain trichina."’ 

In calling the attention of the Department to these several statements I beg 
to suggest that some proper means should be taken to contradict erroneous re- 
ports concerning our products, in order that responsible men may not indorse 
and give currency to them asunchallenged scientific facts. The attempttocre- 
ate a prejudice against exports from America by misrepresentation, and to cut 
off that source of food supply from consumers in Europe, is an injury to the 
poor, a crime against humanity; but there are those who are ready to use any 

rejudice or report, however unfounded, to prevent such eompetition in the mar- 
Fetes of Europe, and it is not only necessary to avoid furnishing material for 
evil reports, but to see that false reports are promptly and authoritatively con- 
tradicted. 

lam, ete 
PHILIP SIDNEY POST, 
United States Consul-General, 


D, C. 


Hion, F. W. SEWARD, 


Assistant Secretary of State, Washington, 


This was the first dispatch ever sent to the United States on this sub- 
ject, and shows conclusively that the action of the European Govern- 
ments was based upon the opinion of a distinguished medical professor 
indeed, but it also shows that this distinguished medical man had not 
investigated the subject. 

it was also indicated that this attack must be met in the proper way, 
and that it was useless to attempt to settle the question by diplomatic 
negotiations without satisfying the Governments on the point at issue. 
Every continental Giovernment exercises legitimate police control over 
the food products to be consumed by its citizens, and the diplomatic ne- 
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gotiations which have gone on for ten years were destined to failure be- 
eause Congress did not provide for the inspection of our meat exports. 

This has been remedied at this session of Congress, and there can be 
no reason why the question can not nuw be settled. If foreign Govern 
ments continue the discrimination against the United States they wil 
be compelled to search for another reason than the one alleged during 
the last decade. 

It has been alleged that the decrease in the export of American ho, 
and hog products has been due to our tariff. 

The official records show the exports of meat products from 1879 to 
1888 to have been as follows: 


| Pork Total hog 





Years, Bacon. lard production 5 

: ecaenanneme | ie 
a diel $51, 074,433 |$4, 907,568 |$22, 856,673 | $78,738,674 |$14, 154, 
1880... | 50, 957, 623 | 5,980,252 | 27,920,367 | 84,838,242 | 18, 012, | 
De adhinds: Schpastagiibidiall | G1, 161, 205 | 8,272, 285 | 35,226,575 | 104,660,065 | 19, 326: 67 
1882.. 46, 675, 774 | 7,201,270 | 28, 975, 902 82, 852, 946 | 14. 687.2 
NO iets cnaianbaeselil 98, 155, 952 | 6, 192,268 | 26,618,043 | 70,966,268 | 15,333, | 
1884.. «| 89,684, 845 | 4,762,715 | 25,305,953 | 69,753,513 | 23,224 5 
1885... «| 37,088, 948 | 5,208, 943 | 22,595, 219 | 64, 883, 110 | 22, 421° 783 
1886... ..| 81,640, 211 | 5, 123,411 | 20,361,796 | 57,125,408 | 18,505, 9 
1887 .| 83, 14, 670 | 5,641,327 | 22,703,921 | 61,659,918 | 15,517, S82 
Sih sini dicatihianed 82, 175, 633 | 4,373,114 | 22,751,105 | 59,299, 852 | 18, 440, 69: 


It will be observed that there was a large decrease in the exports o! 
hog products after 1881, but the beef exports have increased, and, wit! 
the exception of the year 1887, have been greater during the last ten 
years than ever before. If it were the tariff it would have affected on 
exports from 1861 to 1881 just as much as it did from 1581 to the pres 
ent time, and it would have affected the exports of beef as well as of 
hog products. The dispatch above quoted shows the true reason why 
the export of the American hog fell off, and that it was not due to th« 
tariff. 

It is to be hoped that the wise measure taken by this Congress for 
the inspection of meat exports will furnish the proper remedy and ben 
efit the farmers of the country. 

Mr. McKINLEY. I now yield for a few minutes to the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. PAyson]. 

Mr. PAYSON. Mr. Speaker, the work of the session as to the tari(i, 
the most important economic legislation of the country, long, tedious, 
and laborious, is brought before us for final approval or rejection in 
this conference report as a whole. 

All its voluminous details, embracing over four thousand items, 
many of them of special interest to localities in different parts of the 
Union, have been carefully examined in their relation to the interest 
of the people of the Union as a whole, and the result is in the report on 
your desk, upon which we are soon to vote. I intend to vote for it. 

It is not, as you know, sir, in all its details such a bill as I have 
favored. It is not, so faras my information goes, precisely what | 
would have submitted had I prepared it; but I do not assume that in 
the general result, as a whole, my bill would have been any better. 

All legislation involving many details, and they largely directly of 
local interest, necessarily requires some compromises, tariff legislation 
especially. 

No doubt, sir, some of the schedules here will not be perfectly satis- 
factory to all, but the day of contest and discussion over details and 
percentages as to this bill is past. 

I have done the best I could for what I believed to be the right on 
the different schedules, and am glad to say that in many important 
matters I and those who agreed with me have been largely successful. 

The lumber schedule, so far as the people of my own section of the 
Union are directly interested as consumers, has been reduced one-hal! 
below existing law. 

I have for many years contended here for free sugar up to No. 16 
Dutch standard. 

I have believed, and still believe, that the duty on sugar is practi 
cally a revenue duty and a tax paid by the consumer, as we produce 
so small a percentage of the sugar we consume, and as I have believed 
that 4 mills per pound was ample protection to the refiners on grades 
above No. 16, the House bill met my entire approval. 

I have had oceasion to refer very recently to the action of the Re 
publican members of the Illinois delegation here on that subject. We 
were the first to act unitedly and definitely on that line, and we suc 
ceeded, and our proposal, with the slight addition of 1 mill on grades 
above 16, was adopted. 

I have, as you all know, contended for binding-twine on the free 
list, in season, and perhaps out of season at times. Very many gen- 
tlemen here think I am wrong, and of course I may be; but I was {o: 
it for reasons I have given on the floor here and to the committee. 

The present duty is 2} cents; the House bill pro 1} cents; the 
Mills bill, of last Congress, 1} cents: this report es the rate 7 mills 
per pound, less than one-half the rate proposed b the Mills bill, and 
only a little over one-fourth the present duty, andl as I can not get and 
confess that I ought not to expeet to get every detail as I desire it, I 
shall be satisfied with this. 


1890. 





imported for individual use or sale, as Juxuries, should remain on the 
dutiable-list, and they are so retained, and so I support this bill. 

It is based on the idea of protection to American industry. The hope 
of its friends is that it will save the American market to the American 
producer, be he farmer or mechanic or miner. 


jt is based on the broad principle which has been approved by our | 


people during practically the whole of this generation, and a princi- 
ple—protection—which has prevailed in this country during every 
period of prosperity our country has enjoyed. 

It isa bill, sir, matured only by Republican votes, and upon which, 
as a whole, Republicans can safely stand. 

It has doubtless, in some of its details, errors in percentages, but that 
is a necessary incident to all tariff legislation, and they can be corrected 
by amendment hereafter as experience shall show thenecessity. But, 
sir, after carefully examining this bill, I am clear that it is not only 
an excellent bill asa whole, but vastly superiorto any tarift bill which 
has ever been presented to Congress for adoption, and I therefore give 
it my support. 

Mr. McKINLEY. 
[Mr. CuTcHEon }. j 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Mr. Speaker, I have not thus far taken any of 
the time of the House in the tariff debate during this session of Con- 
gress. This is the first time that I have opened my lips on the subject 
in this Congress. I had thought to condense my speech into a single 
monosyllable when. theroll was called on the final passage of the bil! 
the word *‘ay.”’ 

Any tariff bill that can be framed by human ingenuity must of ne- 
cessity be a compromise between the various conflicting interests in a 
country such as this; and this bill is, in the nature of things, such a 
compromise. 

A bill to regulate the duties on imports intoa country touchesevery 
human interest. It lays its hands on every industry and affects, to a 
greater or less extent, the labor and the capital of every human being 
within the scope of its operations. I believe that the committee in 
this case have framed as wise and judicious a protective-tariff biil as 


I yield now to the gentleman from Michigan 


could possibly have been framed in the months of consideration they | 


have given to it. 

If they have not done so it has not been from want of careful inves- 
tigation, patient study, and patriotic purpose. 
secure and guaranty better wages to the working men and women, 
alarger demand and better prices for the products of the farmer, the 
control of American markets for American producers, a fair field for 
the American manufacturer, and a well-balanced system of production 
and consumption that shall bring the producer and the consumer into 
closer relations and save unnecessary waste in secking a foreign and 
remote market. 

I think I might say, as the gentleman from Kansas [Mr, Peters] 
said a few moments since, that this is the best American bill that has 
ever been brought before an American Congress for its adoption. I 
wish particularly, Mr. Speaker, to express my gratification with the 
provisions incorporated in the bill for the better protection of our 
American farmers and the American laboring people generally. 


I wish, however, to put on record my regret at the departure the 


bill makes from the recognized protective-tariff principle in regard to 
sugar. I recognize the demand that exists for free sugar. I recognize 
the fact that every family in the land consumes it; thatevery poor man 
must have it and that he wants it as cheaply as possible, and also that 
the duty imposed upon it is a revenue duty, becauseas yet we have not 
succeeded in building up a sugar industry in this country that is even 
approximately commensurate with our own requirements. 

We have been necessarily forced to purchase so largely from abroad 
that the home production has exerted but little influence on the price. 
The present policy is a departure from our recognized policy, and is in 
the natare of an experiment. I have grave fears of the results of the 


bounty system, and would have preferred greatly to have adhered to | 


the old protective tariff which has worked so well as a system for de- 
veloping our industries. 


But there is another provision to which I desire to address myself | 


for a moment, and that is one in which my constituents are deeply in- 
terested—that in regard to the rebate on salt for export. 


since 1883 in regard tothe rebate of duty on salt for packing purposes, 
when exported. 
I 


States. The city in which 1 live produces more than a million bar- 
rels of salt a year, and this rebate takes away from Michigan at least 
four hundred thousand barrels of salt that our State has ample capac- 
ity for producing, and would produce if foreign salt were not ad- 


mitted free. This provision gives no additional Jabor to American | 
workmen or salt-producers and no additional price to American farm- 


ers, but it gives it to the foreigner. Against this provision | protest. 
I believe it to be a serious mistake; a violation of the protective policy. 


But there is so much that is desirable in the bill notwithstanding this | 
fact —and for this defect in the bill to which I call attention we are 


CONGRESSIONAL RBECORD—HOUSE. . 


[ have contended that works of art—paintings and statuary—when | 


| duee at home. 


They have sonyht to | 


This report ; 
of the conference committee, or rather the joint action of the House and | 
Senate, retains the present provision of law which has been in force | 


one of the five great salt-producing districts of the United | 





10615 


. . 
there is so 


largely indebted to our Democratic friends in the 
much good in it, that I shall vote for the bill as an entirety. 

Our Democratic friends in the last Congress voted solidly to put all 
salt-on the free-list, and in the present Congress every Demecratic Sen- 
ator voted to piace it on the free-list and every Republican Senator 
voted against putting it on the free-list.' I regret that even this little 
specimen of free-trade has crept into this bill. I would put nothing 
ou the free-list that we have ample material, labor, and capital to pro- 
But to vote against this bill wonld be to retain the pres- 
ent law, which has the same unjust provision. There is much to gain 


senate— 


? 
i 
i 


and nothing to lose by the passage of this biil, and it will have my cor- 
dial support and vote. 
Mr. FLOWER. Will the gentlemen from Ohio yield to me fora 


moment? 

Mr. McKINLEY. I want toy ield first to the ge 

chusetts [ Mr. CANDLER]. 

Mr. CANDLER, of Mr. § 
| particulars is not in accord with my wishes 
| tives of Massachusetts, or in accord with my judgment as to what would 
| be wisest in respect to its provisions.. But I believe that the desire has 
| been that every interest should havea fair hearing, it under ex 

isting circumstances and conditions it was not to have a tariff 
bill without making the concessions to different sections we have been 
obliged to make—some that not for the interest of Ne En 

land and will not prove advantageous to other parts of the country. 
But this long struggle in which we have so earnestly contended satis 


ntleman from Massa- 


Massachusetts peaker, this bill in som« 


as one of the Representa 


and ti 


} 
Noss Dik 


are Ww 


fies me that the suggestion made by the distinguished chairman of the 
Ways and Means Committee [Mr. McKINLry] in his opening address 
gives promise for the future. 

I hope that the United States of America has settled the principle of 


@rotection. I believe it was a necessity, under the assertions and the 
avowed principles of President Cleveland and the Democratic party, 
that the people should rouse themselves and declare in a national elec- 
tion their deliberate judgment that American labor and American in 
dustry should be protected in the United States. I believe that the 
suggestion of the distinguished chairman of the Ways and Means Com 
mittee, that we should in some other session or future 
a correction of the schedule embracing binding-twine, is 
which we shall follow out im other directions 

I hope that this is the last bill that will come before the Congress of 
| the United States with over three thousand and that, recog- 
nizing the prineiples of protection, we shall take up these schedules 
and when, after a fair and intelligent debate, this House and the Sen- 
ate decides that an article or a schedule shall be reduced or shall be 
raised, the action will be taken here without disturbing all the wide 
interests of commerce and manufactures in the United States. 

I have not the time and it is not necessary; it will serve no purpose 
now to repeat the changes in detail that we contended for and believed 
should have been agreed to and adopted. The battle has been fought 
so far as this session and this revision is concerned, and I believe the 
final result will prove to be, as a whole, good legislation for the ad- 
| vantage of the country, increasing its prosperity and developing its re- 
|; Sources, 

But, Mr. Speaker, in the brief time allowed me, I wish to elaborate 
a little discussion I had with the gentleman from Georgia [ Mr. TURNER]. 
| He made some statements here in regard to the article of sulphuric acid 
which our mannfacturers are interested in, statements for which |] 
challenge him to find the indorsement of a single manufacturer of phos 
phates or sulphuric acid. I wish to explain 
Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. What remark which | 
| gentleman ‘ challenge?’’ 

Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts. You made the remark that a 
quarter of a cent a pound on sulphuric acid was a quarter of a cent a 
| pound upon the phosphate products which your agriculturists have to 
| purchase, 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. The gentleman did not catch 
| my statement correctly. Let me repeat it. I said that it takes 1,000 

pounds of-sulphuric acid added to 1,200 pounds of phosphate rock to 
make a ton of fertilizer, and that a quarter of a cent a pound makes 
$2.50 aton. Now, before-the gentleman denies my statement ause 
I want to be fair to him) I hope he will pause and think. 

Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts. I should not deny it, becauso 
that is the statement that I now challenge you to prove by any manu 
facturer conversant with the facts. It is a matter of proof. 

Mr. TURNEK, of Georgia. I will prove it to the gentleman 

Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts. Must this time come outof my 
| time? 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. Will not the gentleman from Massachu 
setts allow me to prove the statement which he challenges? 

Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts. I yield for a moment. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. 1 will prove it by the statement made 
| to me by the chemist of the Agricultural Department when this mat- 
| ter was up before; and it was repeated yesterday in a telegram to a 

friend of mine. 
Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts. 
ness of theevidence; and I w 
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NO, Sir. 
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Mr. Speaker, I deny the correct- 


ant two minutes more (if the gentleman from 
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Ohio will allow me) to goon with my statement. The gentleman from Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts. I do. 
Georgia makes the statement that a quarter of a cent a pound under Mr. COVERT. Ihave in my possession letters from leading manu- 
this tariff bill, with the other regulations which I will not read, affects | facturers of fertilizers in this country showing that the proposition | 


the production of phosphates or agricultural manures $2.50 a ton. have stated is correct, [Cries of ‘‘Order!’’] 
Mr. MCKINLEY, 1 yield the gentlemana minuteand a half more. The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman trom New York [ Mr. 
Mr. TURNER, ofGeorgia, The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. | Covert] has not the floor. 
CANDLER]| does not intend to misrepresent me—— Mr. McKINLEY. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Iowa 


Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts. Let me make my statement. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. The gentleman must not misrepresent 
me. 

Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts. Now, this clause in this tariff 
bill which makes free all acids used for agricultural purposes gives to 
the manufacturer of phosphate the free material without any taxation, 
if he can bring it from Canada to the South, which I do not think he 
can do profitably; the transportation would cost too much. I believe 
they can manufacture it cheaper in the South, where the phosphate is 
found. The reason that we ask one-quarter of a cent a pound for the 
manufactured acids is that the process of manufacturing the acid upon 
which we put this quarter of a cent a pound is by boiling it in platinum 
vessels or glass retorts, an article used in the arts or by manufacturers, 
and the expense in labor is 70 per cent. of the cost of the article when 
made from pyrites. We have had itall free in Massachusetts and New 
England, and we could and did supply Canada and Nova Scotia. 

An adroit man, to whom the gentleman referred, went to Canada 
and said to the colonial government, ‘‘If you will give me one-half a 
cent a pound as a discriminating duty against the American acids in 
Canada, we can have this market to ourselves; we will sell the article 
manulactured irom this new product of Canada to your people, and we 
will ship the surplus to New England.’’ And the Canadian govern- 
ment enacted a law, levying a duty o! one-half cent per pound on the 
American production. Now, there being 70 per cent. of labor in this 
article, we in New England can not compete against this party who has 
shut his market from us with his cheapcoal and labor. We bring our | and in that event the people will begin to realize the good work in this 
coal from Pennsylvania and our food from the West, and the one- | regard that has been done in the first session of the Filty-first Con- 
quarter of a cent duty is to protect our workmen and manufacturers | gress. 


[Mr. Gear]. 

Mr. GEAR. Mr. Speaker, It has been said and always will be said 
in the framing of legislation of this character that it can not be perfe: 
in itself. But, sir, this bill has been framed under peculiar conditions, 
such as never pertained before to the framing of a tariff bill by t 
American Congress. For five and a half months the Committee on 
Ways and Means sat with open doors day and night, each and every 
moment of time occupied in hearing not only the men who manufact- 
ure, not only the men who employ labor, but the men who eat their 
bread in the sweat of their faces—the farmer and mechanic. 

It was the honest intention of the committee, interpreting their duty 
in the light of the election of 1888, to frame this bill in so far as they 
could so as to give protection to every industry of the American peo- 
ple, wherever it might be found and of whatsoever character it might 
be. We have endeavored, Mr. Speaker, honestly to do our duty, and 
you have the result in the report of the committee of conference before 
us for our immediate action. Sir, one result of this bill is worth the 
ten long weary months we have labored for it, and that is to relieve 
the American people for the first time in a century from a burden of 
taxation on an article of prime necessity that has amounted to fifteen 
hundred millions of money. For the first time in a generation, Mr. 
Speaker, the American people will be able to put on their tables that 
kind of sugar which has been denied them. And, sir, when they see, 
in their stores throughout the country, that they are able to buy 20 or 
25 pounds of good fair sugar, such as I hold in my hand, for $1, then 


irom being driven out of our own, and when our works are closed be- Much has been said by my friends on the other side on this sugar 
ing dependent on foreigners who will regulate prices as they please. question. I have a table here which I will publish in my remarks, 
Mr. COVERT. Will the gentleman yield for a question ? | Showing from what countries every pound of sugar used by the Ameri- 
TheSPEAKER protempore. The time of the gentleman from Mas- | can people comes, In looking it over I find that we bring from Brazil 
sachusetts (Mr. CANDLER] has expired. the large amount of 1.64 per cent.; that we bring from Germany 15.60 
Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. The gentleman misrepresented me, and | per cent, ; that we bring from Cuba 38.61 per cent., and from the Sand- 
then used all his time without allowing me to correct him. | wich Islands 1: per cent, ; that of all the sugar coming into this coun- 


Mr. COVERT. Does the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. CAND- | try from the countries south of us,including Mexico, we imported in the 
LER] deny the fact that acid at the strength specified in the Senate | last year only 77,000,000 poands or 1.76 per cent. of our consumption, 
amendment is not only too weak for use in fertilizers, but is also too | and that in addition from British, French, and Dutch Guiana we im- 
weak to be transported in tank cars? | ported enough to make the amount 6.14 per cent. of our importations. 


Statement showing the imports into the United States of sugar and molasses during the year ending June 30, 1890. 
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! Entered free of duty undee sastebelier treaty. 
All other countries, each less than .01 per cent. 


8S. G. BROCK, Chief of Bureau. 
Treasury DerartTMENT, BuREAU OF STATISTICS, August 7, 1890. 
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A WORD IN REGARD TO THE SUGAR TRUST. 
In 1876 there were in operation in the United States forty-two sugar 
refineries. In 1879 there were but twenty-one in operation. One gen- 
tleman who was examined in 1879 before the Ways and Means Com- 


mittee, a gentleman who is at the head of the most powerful house | 


in the country, and who declared that the refining business was grow- 
ing in importance and increasing its capital, was asked to explain this 
singular mortality among the sugar refineries in the last three years. 
His reply was that ‘‘ The big fish will swallow the little ones.”’ 

J quote, Mr. Speaker, from the very able speech of Mr. Robbins, of 
North Carolina, on the sugar question, which he delivered in the Forty- 
fiith Congress. Sir, as it was in the year prior to 1876, so it has been 
since then. The forty-two sugar refineries in existence in 1878 dwindled 
to twenty-one in 1879, and again, in 1890, they had diminished to six- 
teen. ° Truly have the ‘‘ big fish’’ swallowed up the ‘‘little ones,’’ and 
if the existing law is to be maintained on our statute-books the sixteen 
will be absorbed, until all the refining business of the United States, 
which to-day amounts to over $240,000,000, will probably be absorbed 
by a single firm, which would exact such profits from the American 
people as its avarice would dictate or which the people would submit to. 

The aim of the refining interest has been to keep the line down to 
No. 13, so that the people would be absolutely dependent on the re- 
finers for their supply of sugar. But this great wrong has been cor- 
rected in the bill before us. 

The House bill gave the refiners 40 cents per 100 pounds protection, 
and the Senate bill gave them 60 cents per 100 pounds. In the spirit 
of compromise which brings legislative differences to harmonious re- 
sults, the conference committee has reported 50 cents per 100 pounds 
as the proper measure of protection to the refining industry. 

Sir, I for one accept this compromise, believing it to be for the inter- 
estofallthe people. The great benefit to the people in the sugar sched- 
ule is the fact that it relieves them from the onerous exactions of the 
‘*trust’’ by virtue of the fact, that if the refiner shall advance sugar to 


abnormal rates the people can and will import good raw sugar up to | 


and includiug No. 16. 

I want to say, Mr. Speaker and gentlemen, not only for myself, but 
for all the people, that when the legislation of this Congress is laid be- 
fore them they will with one acclaim say to the majority on this side 
of the aisle, ‘‘ Well done, good and faithful servants.’’ 


In conclusion I want to recapitulate a portion of the legislation of | 


this Congress, legislation which has been enacted by the Republican 
majority on this side of the Chamber. 
we have tully and honestly, met the promises made by the Republican 
convention in Chicago in 1888, 

In a few minutes more we will adopt this tariff bill, which gives pro- 
tection to American labor. We have by the silver bill utilized the bull- 
ion which is the product of our mines, and which is the product of Ameri- 
can labor just as much as the wheat or corn that is raised in this coun- 
try. We have by the proper enactment into law put the seal of our 
condemnation on ‘‘ trusts’’ and ‘‘combines’’ ofevery kind. We have 


enacted the lard bill, which will add millions of dollars to the hog | 


product, not only of the West, butofthe wholecountry. We have passed 
the ‘‘ meat inspection bill,’’ which will help the American farmer in a 
large degree. We have passed laws for the benefit of the labor of the 
country, and in addition we have passsd a pension law which will re- 
lieve every honorably discharged soldier from want and which will 
carry comfort to the homes and hearths of untold thousands of soldiers’ 
widows and orphans. , 


In summing up the work of the majority I believe the legislation | 


enacted will be of great benefit to the American people. Sir, as the 
dew of heaven falls upon the grass, gently and generously refreshing 
it, so will the legislation of the Republican majority ot the Fifty-first 
Congress fall on the languishing agricultural and industrial interests 
of this country, gently and generously refreshing them. And, sir, so 
instantaneous will be the results thereof and so great will be their mag- 
nitude that we will hardly be able to appreciate them. [| Applause. ] 

Mr. MORSE. Mr. Speaker, I have on my desk seven telegrams from 
thecordage manufacturers of Massachusetts, asking me to voce against 
this bill on account of the great injustice which it doesthem. These 
manufacturers have millions invested in the business; they give em- 
ployment to thousands of workmen and support thousands of families, 
who consume the food products of the West and the products of other 
manufacturers, 

The platiorm of the Republican party at Chicago promised “ protec- 
tion to American industry.’’ The duty of seven-tenths of 1 cent per 
pound on binder-twine { denounce as a violation of that solemn promise. 
The cordage mavutfacturers of Hong-Kong have American machinery 
and employ laborers at 15 cents a day. 

Whether or no seventh-tenths of 1 cent leaves these great concerns 
in this country a fighting chance for themselves and those dependent 
upon them is an open question, but I here and now exonerate the 


Republican Representatives on this floor and the Republican members 


of the conference committee frum any blame in this matter. 
This thing was forced upon us by Democrats at the other end and 


the Republicans from the new States which have une Fepresentative on 
If Massachusetts were represented in the 


this floor and two Senators. 
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building, wé should have 

twenty-four Senatorsand New York would have sixty-eight to vote for 

| protection to cordage. To my mind this wrong to the cordage indus- 

try of this country is the one blot on the McKinley tariff bill. 

But we must pass a bill. The business interests of the country de- 

| mand it. The uncertainty hanging over tariff legislation must come 

toan end, and I shall vote for the bill and trust to a future Congress 

| to right this great wrong to my constituents tis the result of asense- 

| less ery against a ‘‘ trust’? which never had an existence, and born of 

| a desire to punish somebody for the high price of binder-twine last year, 
which, as Ishowed in my former speech, was entirely due to other causes, 

| namely, the unprecedented demand for binder-twine and a short sup- 

| ply of the materials from which it was made in consequence. 

| If this legislation shall result in the closing of our cordage factories 

the stupendous folly of it will then dawn upon the men who have pro- 

moted it, by eventually creating a higher price and destroying a great 

| home market just opening for hemp, flax, and sisal-grass. 

Aside from this one blot the McKinley tariff bill is a wise and bene- 
ficial measure and will surely bring great prosperity to the country, 
because it means American markets for American manufacturers and 
American wages for American workmen. 

Mr. O’DONNELL. Mr. Speaker, in December, 1885, when I first 
became a member of this body, I offered a bill placing sugar on the 
free-list and providing for a bounty to encourage its cultivation in this 
country. Fora hundred years we had levied sugar duties, and dur- 
ing that century our people had paid $1,400,000,000 in duties, without 

increasing the product in this country. I urged this bill during the 

sessions of the Forty-ninth and Fiftieth Congresses. I was gratified 
to see this body at this session practically adopt the bill I had offered, 
and with regret observed the Senate increase the duties. I would be 
glad to see every cent of tariff removed from sugar, and hope to see 
this Congress place this article of food on the free-list. Such step will 
be a wise act of statesmanship. 

Sugar was a luxury antil the eighteenth century. In the year 1319 

it sold atis.9}¢d.a pound. In nearly all countries it has supported gov- 
ernments by the taxes imposed on the same. Now it is a necessity, 
and it is our duty to afford it to our people at the lowest possible 
| prices. This branch of the Government should insist on free sugar; 
| the people are anxious for such legislation. The refiners should not 
ask protection; they can make a living. I know they employ seven 
| thousand workmen, but we can not protect those at the expense of the 
sixty-four million inhabitants of our country. I understand the re- 
finers’ organization have $40,000,000 capital invested in refineries. If 
their wishes are not met there is no danger of disaster to them finan- 
cially. They can weather the imaginary storm and see the rest of our 
people benefited. 

I believe we can, by the bounty provision, be as successful in cultivat- 
ing sugar as have been the people of Germany and France. California, 
| Oregon, Washington, Dakota, Nebraska, Minnesota, lowa, Wisconsin, 
Michigan, Ilinois, Indiana, Ohio, New York, New England, New Jer- 
sey, and Delaware present favorable conditions for sugar-beet culture. 
By encouragement this article can be grown by our own people. We 
| have the soils and climatic conditions; we possess the skill in manu- 
factures needed to create this industry in our country, Every pound 
of sugar made here prevents the importation of that article. If we 
build up this great industry we provide ‘‘a greater demand for farm 
labor, for workingmen, and for fuel, and machinery made by the union 
of American labor and American capital.’’ The time is coming when 
we shall see all sugar used here grown here. 

I repeat that I would be glad to have ail imposts taken off sugar. 
The agreement of the conferees of the House and Senate is a long 
step toward free sugar. It admits all sugars free of duty below 16 
Dutch standard and imposes a duty of five-tenths of a cent on all re- 
fined sugars, thereby admitting brown and yellow sugar free of duty. 
This is free sugar on a large portion imported, leaving a greatly re- 
| duced and small duty on the refined. This is a great move forward 
| in cheapening the price of sugar of all grades, and for these reasons I 
vote for the bill. 


= proportion in the other end of this 


RECIPROCITY. 


| The Senate amendment for reciprocal trade with our neighbors will 
eventuate in advantage to us, I trust. It means trade extension in a 
| section where we should supply nearly all the wants of the people thereof. 
Now we are large buyers and sell little in comparison. Last year we 
bought of the Latin-American countries goods to the amount of $178,- 
692,377, and sold to those countries our products to the value of $68, - 
104,983, paying a balance of $110,587,394. Itis hoped we can establish 
| markets for our farm products and manufactures in the countries where 
we buy so largely. 





REDUCTION OF TAXATION, 

It isa pleasure to note that this bill (H. R. 9416), known as the 
McKinley bill, adds to the free-list many articles that we can not grow 
or manufacture here. There are nearly five million farms in this 
country and the owners and tillers thereof will rejotve that this meas- 
ure advances their interest. Then the free-list is so enlarged that here- 
alter nearly half of our importations come in free of duty. Republican 


policy has been to reduce taxation. Since the war the Republicans 
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have had control of this branch o1 the Government for twelve years; 
during that period taxation has been reduced by Republican legisla- 
tion $428,504,563 (estimating that the tariff bill now abont to be put 
on its passage will contain the $66,000,000 reduction, as it passed the 
Housein May). The Democratic party have had control of this branch 
twelve yeurs since the war, and their record shows that their legisla- 
lation has reduced taxation $6,368,935. This is the record of the two 
parties in the reduction of taxation. 
BINDING-TWINE. 

I had hopes that the Senate amendment placing binding-twine on 
the free-list would be aceepted by the House. Early in the session I 
offered a bill removing the duty from jute, manila, sisal-grass, and 
binding-twine. The bill was passed by the House, and the above- 
mentioned materials from which binding-twine is made were put on 
the free-list, while binding-twine was made to pay a duty of 1} cents 
per pound, a reduction of one-half; this was quite a concession to the 
farming interests. This House made more reduction on this article 
than did the Mills bill, for that: distinguished and extinguished meas- 
ure placed a duty of 14 cents per pound on binding-twine, one fourth 
of a cent more than the rate fixed by the McKinley bill. After the 
bill passed this body the Senate, while agreeing to the House provision 
placing the raw material on the free-list, went astep further and strack 
off the duty on the manufactured article. I would be glad to see bind- 
ing-twine made free of duty. Probably that can not be done; at all 
events, the rate of duty hereafter will be greatly lessened. 

Binding-twine is manufactured from imported jute, manila, and sisal- 
grass; noneof these raw materials are grown in this country; they are 
free of duty by the provisions of the bill we are about toenact. There 
are forty-two mills in this country making binding-twine, with 9,800 
spindles, employing 11,015 operatives, and with a capital invested of 
$10,500,000, paying out $10,000,000 per year in wages, which sup- 
ports 50,000 persons; it is claimed the wage rates paid in these mills is 
double that paid in mills of this kind in other countries. These facts 
will no doubt deter many. gentlemen from voting to place binding- 
twine on the free-list. They hold, and I must admit there is much 
force in their reasoning, that if the protection is removed entirely the 
industry here will be destroyed, and as soon as our manufactories are 
closed and the competition of the forty-two American mills removed 
the market will be surrendered to the foreigners, who will combine 
and increase the price. It is believed that a trust has existed among 
the Canadian and American manufacturers. We are assured that this 
charge is without foundation; that simply an association was formed 
of the Canadian and American owners to buy the raw material, which 
was to their advantage. Ifa trust has existed, the far-reaching law ot 
this Congress will destroy it. 

Our farmers complain that this association of manufacturers have ex- 
torted money from them by frequently running up the price unreason- 
ably and unjustly. Our protective tariff has the effect of promoting 
competition and lowering prices. This beneficial eflect has not fol- 
lowed the binding-twine industry always; while we have had a falling 
market in this ceuntry for seme years, binding-twine has not decreased 
in price. Although there have been many mechanical improvements 
in the manufacture of binding-twine, and a lowering in the cost ot 
making, the farmers have not received the benefit of the reduction to 
which they were entitled. ‘To the farmers the cost of binding-twine 
has been a grievous burden, and the millions ot farmers who have 
been paying tribute to the manufacturers have asked relief, andwhich- 
ever proposition before us we may agree to affords a cheaper article. 
While I prefer that binding-twine be made free of duty, if the major- 
ity decide to retain the reduced tariff proposed it is clear we have cut 
the knot of this twine question. There are 10,000,000 pounds of this 
twine used in this country every year. 

Our wheat crop last year was 490,500,000 bushels. Add the yield of 
oats and barley and you will see a great market exists here for binding- 
twine; a market that the binding-twine makers will do well to culti- 
vate by every concession possibile in the way of only legitimate profits 
and fair dealing. ‘The wheat crop of Michigan this year is 24,000,000 
bushels. The farmers of the Peninsular State are much interested in 
oar action, as it concerns them vitally. They and all the farmers of 
this country demand that they be no longer subjected to the exaction 
of the syndicate of Canadian and American twine-binder manufacturers, 
I would be glad to concur in the Senate amendment and make this ar- 
ticle free of duty, raw materialand manufactured. Butif this can not 
be done, I am gratified to know that the duty will hereafter be less than 
ever before. Even that is a substantial concession to the interests of 
the farming community. 

The final agreement on this bill is in the interestof the farmer. The 
raw material in the manufacture of binding-twine is made free of duty, 
while existing duties on twine are reduced from 2} cents per pound to 
seven-tenths of acent. This is a large reduction in the interest of the 
farmers, and they can hereafter thank this Congress for a very enlarged 
reduction in the in post on binding-twine. As the conferees have made 
a compromise in the interest of the farming community, I will vote for 
the bill. 


FREE COINAGE OF SILVER. 


In Michigan and other States those citizens who believe in free 
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coinage of silver state that free and unlimited coinage ot silver is de 
manded by the people. If there is such demand we have had no 
knowledge of the same. I believe it is the duty of the Representatiy. 
to represent the wishes of his constituents, and I would gladly voice ¢} 
opinions of my people when they demand legislation. I have looke 
carefully over the petitions presented to this Congress on this subject 
and I find that there were 187 petitions, bearing 7,798 signatures, 
free coinage. In addition I find there were memorials from 119 orga; 
izations, making 306 petitions and memorials; of this number the 
were one petition from 119 citizens of St. Charles, Mich., and a : 
morial from the Farmers and Bee-Keepers’ Association, of Neway, 
Mich. If the people of Michigan desired free coinage of silver they 
did not manifest it through the right of petition, as the records clear) 
show. I am informed the Silver League, doing business in this cit 
for many months in the interestof free coinage, sent out 8,000 of th. 
petitions, but only 101 were sent to Congress with signatures. 

In Michigan the Industrial party and the Farmers’ Alliance deman i 
free coinage of silver, while the Patronsof Industry and theState Grang> 
declared for the wise measure passed by this Congress. Then alony 
came the Democracy of Michigan, marching to its customary defea‘ 
and it indorsed the Administration of Grover Cleveland as *‘ wise and 
statesmanlike,’’ and, ignoring the hostility of President Cleveland 
the coinage of silver, the Democracy of Michigan declared in favor o! 
the free coinage of silver. 

Mr. Speaker, it is certainly remarkable that the Presidents who a: 
revered by the Democratic party have inflicted almost irreparable i 
jury upon silver and the efforts to make it circulate as fally accredited 
money. This country had free coinage by the act of 1792, and sil, 
was a legal tender for all debts and the silver dollar was being coined 
at the mints. In 1805 President Jefferson found gold was leaving th: 
country, and to stop the outflow of the yellow metal he ordered the 
discontinuance of the coinage of the silver dollar. It was held tha 
this act of President Jefferson was without authority and in direct \ 
olation of law. Up to that time 1,439,517 silver dollars were coined 
but the effect of the Presidential interference resulted in the suspen 
sion of coinage of the dollar from 1806 to 1836. This was the firs‘ 
demonetization of the silver dollar, the act of the Jeffersonian Demo: 
racy. 

In 1834 all silver coins except the dollar were circulating quite freely 
and gold was growing scarcer. General Jackson and his advisers caused 
the ratio of 15 to1 to be changed to 16 to 1, and this step, intended to 
augment the supply of gold in this country, thoroughly banished all 
silver coin from the United States. This treatment of silver by the 
Jacksonian Democracy drove the white metal from the country, de 
monetized and destroyed the silver money of the nation. 

In 1853, under the Administration of President Pierce, free coinage 
was prohibited, gold was declared the unit of value, and silver was em- 
ployed only as subsidiary coin, being a legal tender for only $5. Th: 
silver dollar was unknown, Again was silver demonetized under th: 
Pieree Democracy. 

In 1885 the nation was piling up the remonetized silver dollars in the 
Treasury, and Prezident Cleveland was about to take office. He issued 
that famous letter to Congress depicting the evils that would befall the 
country if the coinage of silver dollars was continued, and vigorously 
demanding the suspension of the coinage of the silver dollar, desiring 
that the silver dollar go into ‘“‘innocuous desuetude.’’ His warnings 
were not heeded, but during President Cleveland’s term silver was not 
advanced in use as the money of the country; the Administration from 
1885 to 1889 was unfriendly tosilver. Cleveland Democracy was the foe 
to the silver dollar and grudgingly coined as iew of them as a discre 
tionary law permitted. 

I want to direct attention to the fact that we had free coinage of silver 
ia this country from 1792 to 1853, except for short intervals, and during 
those sixty-one years the coinage of silver only amounted to $79, 241,- 
904.50. Silver is the ancient metal from which the coinage of the world 
was made, and was in use for money long years before gold was used in 
thatcapacity. But free coinage did not popularize it in this country, as 
the trial of sixty-one years demonstrates, while in the thirty-seven 
years silver coin has been made from bullion bought by the Govern- 
ment the coinage has been about $530,000,000. Under free coinage 
gold was driven out; under the present system we had on the Ist of 
September, in geld coin and bullion, $689,273,307, which is used as 
money or has its paper representative in the channels of trade. 
tree coinage, with the reduced price for silver, the bullion and silver 
mine owners would be enriched at least $19,000,000 per year in the 
coinage profits at the expense of the people. We prefer that all proiit 
go to the people. 

THE DEMONETIZATION OF SILVER. 

For years the charge has been made that silver was secretly demonc 
tized in 1873. Many good citizens have heard this statens=t so o!t 
that it is accepted as true. While I believe the act demonetixi: -g sil- 
ver was not a wise measure, I further believe that the truth should be 
known. This charge was first made in this House August 3, 1876, and 
was ptly contradicted and proven by the record to be without 
noakaiien The charge has been on its travels every year since, while 
the facts have had no hearing. The records of Congress show that the 


Under 





1890. 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


10619 


pill providing for the demonetization of silver was sent to Congress in population increasing 14,000,000. We needed more money. We had 


1870 by the Secretary of the Treasury. This bill provided for the dis- 
continuance of the silverdollar of 412} grains. At that time there had 
been but 8,045,838 of the coin issued and they were held ata premium | 
of 3 per cent. over gold; in consequence, none were in circulation. 

The bill was printed, widely distributed, and canvassed by the com- | ' 
mercial world, with the report of the Secretary of the Treasury and 
officers of the mints and assay offices. These were laid before the Senate 
April 25, 1870, and before the House June 25 of the same year. The | 
subject was fully discussed in these reports from standard authorities. 
The bill was taken up in the Senate on the 9th of January, 1871, and 
after two days’ debate was passed. Strange as it may seem, this bill 
eliminating the silver dollar trom our coinage and providing that sub- 
sidiary silvegshould bea legal tender for only $5 was passed by a vote 
of 36 yeas and 14 nays, and every Senator from the Pacific coast voted | 
forit, while Joun SHERMAN, the great financier and able Senator, voted 
against it! ‘The Senate sent the bill to the House, where it was con- 
sidered by the Committee on Coinage and favorably reported. Nothing 
was done with it that session. 

At the assembling of Congress during the next session the bill was 
again introduced in the House, and Mr. Kelley amended it by provid 
ing for the issuance of asubsidiary coin of 384 grains of silver, the same 
as the French 5-frane piece, bat limiting its legal tender to the amount 
of $5. When the bill passed this dollar was omitted, and, at the re- | 
quest of the Senators and members from the Pacific coast, the trade- 
dollar of 420 grains was authorized in its place, for the Chinese trace, | 
toaccommodatethe merchayts of the Pacific coast, who desired the trade- | 
dollar in order to supplant the Mexican dollar. 
nine hundred and sixty-five thousand nine hundred and twenty-four of | 
these trade-dollars were coined. 

It appears from the official records that this bill demonetizing the 
silver dollar was considered for nearly three years before it became a 
law, on the 12th of February, 1873. The bill was printed thirteen 
different times and generally circulated. The debates in the House 
reveal the statement of several members that they had read ‘‘ every 
section and line of this bill.’’ The measure was carefully considered 
at five different sessions of Congress by committees of the House and 
Senate and in the session, of both bodies. I judge that speech was 
silver in those days, for this bill; which we have been so often and in- 
sistently assured secretly demonetized silver, was thoroughly and ex- 
haustively discussed, the debates in the Senate occupying sixty-six of 
the broad columns of the Congressional Globe, while in the House the 
speeches thereon fill seventy-eightcolumns. These speeches in the House 
and Senate, one hundred and thirty-fourcolumns in extent in the Con- 
gressional Globe, would fill many pages of the newspapers of to-day. 
It will be seen how baseless is the charge that silver was surreptitiously 
demonetized. Itis a misstatement from beginning to end. 

MONEY IN VARIOUS COUNTRIES, 


The charge has been made and is daily made that our money amounts 
to but $5 per capita. This statement is without a shadow of truth. 
I have here the stateménts of the United States Treasury of September 
1, which show that the coin and paper money of the country on that 
day amounted to $2,082,568,924; of this $646,505, 982 was in the Treas- 
ury, leaving $1,436,062,742 in circulation, almost $22.50 per capita. 
Since then forty millions more in money has gone into circulation by 
buying bonds. The other foremost nations of the earth have money 
per capita as follows: France, population 38,250,000, has $57.36; Eng- 
land, population 38,165,000, has $22.01; Germany, population 48,000, - 
000, has $20.63. France has more gold and silver than any other na- | 
tion; the nation does not have free coinage, but a law similar to ours. 

The three nations have combined $1,059,000,000 in paper money, 
while this country had on the first of this month $943,554,195 in gold 
and silver certificates, United States and national-bank notes. It will 
be seen that the volume of paper money nearly equals that of the three 
great nations whose combined population is nearly double that of this 
country, which is 64,000,000 souls. In the last twelve years we have in- 
creased Our money a little over $630,000,000, and yet I am in favor of 
adding thereto. 

It is difficult tostate how much money per capita is required to do 
the business of the country. Senator SHERMAN, in his exhaustive 
speech of June 6, gives a tableof the transactions of 1,966 banks in one 
day (June30,1881). Thereceipts of those bankson thatday were $284, - 
714,016, Ofthis great sum the 16 New York banks received 98.70 per 
cent. in checks and dratts, leaving but 2.30 per cent. receipts in gold, 
silver, and ; the other 187 banks of reserve cities received 94.38 
per cent. in checks and drafts, leaving but 5.62 per cent. in money, 
and the 1,731 banks in the country received 81.72 per cent. in checks 
and drafts, taking in but 18.28 in paper money and coin. Although 
our money has increased, the national banks have been drawing in their 
issues, In 1882 there was a little over $356,000,000 of these issues; 
on the first of this month the national-bank notes had fallen off one- 
half, there being only $178,217,240 in circulation. These banks have 
paid in Government taxes $138,000,000 since they were organized. 

The appear to wish them to retire, and the banks do not care 
to im existence; hence there is contraction in that class otf 
money. This country has grown wonderfully in the last decade, our 
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| been increasing our silver dollars each year, beginning in 1878, when 
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Happily a safe method of utilizing our silver was presented. <A law 


was devised to purchase silver bullion and issue certificates therefor. 
Accordingly the law provided 
white metal monthly, 
$4,500,000 is issued every calendar month. 
| $5 


fer the purchase of 4,500,000 ounces of the 
and its representative in paper to the amount of 
This enlarges the currency 


1,000,000 every year. The370,000,000 held in reserve for the redemp- 
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This is an increase of our money this year 
rhe new law worksadmirably. ‘‘Sixteen ounces of 
not be worth 1 ounce of gold, still one dollar’s 
one dollar’s worth of gold.”’ 
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require it. 

Chen the Patrons of Industry of Michigan, several months before the 
law was passed, asked for such an act by this resolution 

We indorse the principle of a bimetal irrency. and bel the National 
Government should acquire and hold the output of our gold and silver min 
and issue to the people gold and s« ficates, making them legal tender 
for all purposes. 

Mr. Speaker, you will see the wisdom of these two great bodies, com 
posed of the intelligent, observing farmersof Michigan. I obeyed their 
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vile 


desire 


wishes in this matter, and I believe that vote is acceptable to all 
people. The result of the law is pleasing to all citizens who 
prosperity based upon a sound currency. 

This act has proven most beneficial. It was a triumph in legislative 
financial wisdom. The value of the bullion in our silver has advanced 
nearly as much in two months asit declined in the tenand a half years 
following the passage of the Bland bill. This law has increased the 
intrinsic value of our silver money $90,238,000, which enriches the na 
tion that much, for the Government is the people. 

Since this law was passed wheat has advanced in price, and experts 
assure us the increased price of the farmers’ wheat aggregates $154,526, 
400; the corn crop is worth $427,860,630 more than it was prior to th 
passage of this law, while oats have had an aggregate advance of $108 
969, 675 since silver was utilized. This Administration has been friendly 
to silver. You see the result, It is computed that this law has in- 
creased the value of the crops of wheat, corn, and oats to the amount 
of $691,000,000, quite a comfortable advance for the farmer. This law 
received every Republican vote in the House and Senate, while every 
Democratic Senator and Representative voted against it. We wer 
right; they werewrong. Good authority estimates the advance in price 
of the products of the farm since the act was passed to amount to $1,000 
000,000. 

The effect of this bill enlarging the currency and utilizing silve: 
be far-reaching in its benefits for allour people. The advance in price 
of silver removes Indian competition. Already Indian exchange and 
the value of the rupee of India have advanced in harmony with the ad- 
vance of silver here. Hereafter the wheat of India can not compet 
at such low prices as heretofore; the silver in which payments have 
been made for Indian wheat has increased in value and the cereal crop 
of that country will cost nearly 30 percent. more than before this law 
was passed. The buyerof India wheat will no longer have this advan- 
tage to injure and torment our farmers. American wheat will once 
niore take the British market from India. All ourstaple exports will 
require more dollars than before from European consumers. It will 
be found the imports of wheat from India will diminish as silver ap- 
preciates in value. This expansion of the precious-metal currency of 
this country is restoring thevalue of our productions to their right 
level. We willhave more money each month, better prices, and busi- 
ness activity. These are the results of the silver bill. 


will 


THE MONEY OF THE PEOPLE IN »} 

In September, 1887, the surplus locked up in the Treasury made 
money close. President Cleveland and his advisers adopted the expe 
dient of depositing public moneys in national banks, without interest, 
to relieve the stringency of the money market. In a short time $60, - 
000,000 of the Government fnnds were among the deposits of national 
banks, and those moneyed institutions enjoyed the benefit of those 


vast sums fora year. If the money had been devoted to paying $60,- 
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000,000 of Government bonds the saving in interest that year would 
have amounted to $1,500,000. 

On the 4th of March, 1889, President Harrisofi’s Administration be- 
gan, and it found $43,008,587.20 held in national-bank depositories. 
The Treasury officials at once began checking the money out and in- 
vesting it in bonds, so that in eighteen months $17,134,781.96 was 
drawn out, put into bonds, the interest stopped, and the money put in 
active cireulation. This was a wise financial operation and in accord- 
ance with good judgment and the wishes of the people. The remain- 
der of this money on deposit will soon be called in and invested in 
bonds, thereby paying the debt of the country and stopping interest. 

The country will take notice that this Administration believes in 
paying the debts of the country, stopping interest, conducting affairs 
economically and efficiently, protecting agriculture and all industries, 
enlarging the money of the nation,and instead of hoarding it as a sur- 
plus to frighten the people over the accumulations, puts it where it 
can be utilized in the avenues of trade and commerce. 


THE ADMINISTRATION, 


Mr. Speaker, as the session is about drawing to a close we should 
look to the methods by which the present Administration is meeting 
the responsibilities of Government control. It is noticed that the col- 
lection of internal-revenue taxes last year increased $11,700,263.37. It 
seems that department was most efficient, especially when we realize 
that the cost of collection of all taxes in that division decreased $85, - 
000. It appears that the average cost of collection of internal revenue 
under Mr. Cleveland’s Administration was 3.36 per cent., while the cost 
of collecting the same excise, only the work is more thorough with an 
increased yield of $11,700, 263.37, under President Harrison has fallen 
to 2.9 percent. Efficiency and economy bave caused the above grati- 
fying result. 

FINANCIAL MANAGEMENT. 


From the days of Lincoln to Arthur the custom was to apply the 
surplus revenues of the Government to the purchase and redemption 
of United States bonds, leaving such balance in the Treasury as was 
needed for current expenses. When the Government passed into the 
hands of President Cleveland March 4, 1885, the balance in the Treas- 
ury was $21,631,381.67. Besides this there were small sums in trac- 
tional silver and miner coins. At that time there were $194,190,500 
of 3 per cent. bonds, redeemale at the pleasure of the Government. 
Instead of redeeming these bonds and stopping the interest, the Admin- 
istration began to accumulate the surplus, and the result was that up 
to September 1, 1886, the first eighteen months of the Cleveland Ad- 
ministration, the surplus in the ‘lreasury mounted to the enormous 
sum of $76,527,561.24. During that eighteen months but $62,138,400 
of those bonds were paid. 

I have shown what was done in bond buying during the first eight- 
een monthsof President Cleveland’s Administration. Itisan old saying 
that ‘comparisons are odious,’’ but let as ‘‘ open the books’’ and see 
how President Harrison’s Adrinistration has handled the finances dur- 
ing the first eighteen months of its existence. When the Harrison 
Administration took office, March 4, 1889, the surplus in the Treasury 
amounted to $48,096,158.50. This Administration did not believe in 
hoarding a surplus, but did believe in releasing the money, paying 
debts, stopping interest, and letting the cash go into business channels 
instead of being locked up in the Treasury vaults. But there were no 
bonds to purchase; the holders heldthem at premium. Notwithstand- 
ing this disadvantage, the Administration has marked its first eighteen 
months by the purchase of $171,000,000 of 4 and 4} per cent. bonds; 
this Administration paid bonds to the value of $171,000,000 in eighteen 
months. In the first eighteen months of President Cleveland’s Admin- 
istration only $62,000,000 in bonds were purchased. 

Under President Cleveland the money was kept in the Treasury, to 
be talked about as the menacing surplus. Under President Harrison 
the cash goes to pay bonds, interest is stopped, the money is released 
from the Treasury and is employed in the business of the country. 
During the first eighteen months of President Cleveland the bond pur- 
chases averaged Jess than $3,500,000 per month, while under the Ad- 
ministration of President Harrison the average investment per month 
in bonds has been over $11,000,000. Itis safe to say the people will 
prefer the methods of President Harrison’s Administration. It saves 
many millions in interest every year, while reducing the debt. 

I have given the financial transactions of the Government in the re- 
duction of the interest-bearing debt up tg September 1. On Tuesday 
[ visited the Treasury and found that in addition to the above admira- 
ble showing for twenty-two days of this month 4} and 4 per cent. bonds, 
with premiums thereon, to the amount of $41,654,657 had been paid; 
that is, over $2,000,000 per day expended for bonds, and the money 
leaves its hiding-place and goes out to move the crops, goes into the 
hands of the farmer and toiler. Under Repablican management we 
shall soon see the glad day when there is no national debt and the voca- 
tion of the coupon-clipper will be among the lost arts. 

Mr. McKINLEY. I yield tothe gentleman trom Iowa [ Mr. Kerr}. 

Mr. KERR, of lowa. Mr. Speaker, there is one feature of this bill 
to which I am seriously opposed, and that is the bounty system, as I 
have stated more at length beiore. I heartily approve of the most of 
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this bill. I believe in the policy of protection without any question 
but only sufficient to secure fair competition. 

In regard to the wool schedule, of which, perhaps, more criticis: 
will be made in my section of the country than any other, I wil! say 
that the apparent increase of the protection given to the manufacturer 
of woolen goods in this country has been made necessary by the de- 
mand which was made very generally by the farmers for the prot, 
tion of the wool-growers. The fact that the importation of woo}e) 
goods increased from $33,000,000 in 1883 to $58,000,000 in 1889 shows 
that the American market is being. invaded, and that a modification 
of the tariff in the interest of American manufacturers is necessary, 

The Legislature of my State, by unanimous vote of the Repub); 
members in 1884, with my own dissenting voice, ‘avored the resto 
tion of the duty of 1883 on wool. The increased protection has | 
made necessary by the increase in the duty on wool, unless we are \!! 
ing to make a still farther surrender of the American market. 

{ Here the nammer fell. } 

Mr. FLOWER. I now yield to the gentleman from Massachusetts 
(Mr. ANDREW]. 

Mr. ANDREW, Mr. Speaker, never beforein the history of ou, 
legislation has it been proposed to tax the people purely for the pur- 
poses of protection without any regard to the expenses of the (oy- 
ernment or the necessary revenue. Since this bil) has been under con 
sideration the people have begun to realize the great injury which 
must result to business by the unnecessary interference and unreason- 
able restrictions which it is proposed to place upon trade. Great un 
easiness is felt in the commercial centers, the farmers have become 
aroused, and open revolt is apparent in the ranks of the party in power. 

The United States has reached the point when one of its highest duties js 
to enlarge the area of its foreign trade. 

That isthe language of Mr. Blaine, the great leader of the Repu). 
lican party, whv, in his letter to Senator Frye, speaking of this tarifi 
bill, said: 

Thereis not a section or a line in the entire bill that will open the market 
for another bushel of wheat or another barrel of pork. 

The Merchants’ Association of Boston, an organization composed 
almost entirely of Republicans, has passed the following resolution 


That recognizing a tariff or duty laid upon foreign goods to bea tax w 
in its practical effect depreciates the price of value of goods in the foreign port 
as well as increases it in our own, we believe it to be justin principle and wise 
in policy, on the above basis, by negotiation to promote better commercia! re 
lations in such an adjustment of duties as sha!! stimulate and increase « 
trade with other people, enlarge our markets for the product of American 
skill and industry, oad eauhe more friendly our relations with those especia!! 
who dwell with us on the same continent. 


The Secretary of the Home Market Club, in a published commun 
cation, uses this language: 

What I said was that [ favor, and so do members of this clubso far as I know 
reciprocity limited to such articles as are not competitive between the contra! 
ing nations, and in the production of which each has a natural advantage ov: 
the other. I also favor Senator SHerman’s proposition for reciprocity on coa 
between the United States and Canada, as a portion of New England would 
like to bring coal from the maritime provinces, and Canada already imports 
American coal far in excess of her exports past, present, or prospective. If t!is 
is free trade, then I am guilty; but it looks to me like enlarged protectio: 
We desire all markets and products that do not impair our own. 

This evidence from high Republican authorities shows that the pro- 
visions of this bill are absolutely antagonistic to the needs of the peo- 

le. 

" In order to allay opposition and to seem to meet the popular wil), it 
is proposed to amend this bill by adding a section which pretends to 
grant reciprocity of trade with foreign countries. 

The amendment provides that whenever the President finds the Uov- 
ernment of any other country which produces sugars, molasses, colle 
tea, and hides, raw and uncured, imposing duties upon American prod- 
nts, which he considers reciprocally unequal and unjust, it shal! be 

| his daty to tax these articles coming from that country at the follow- 
ing rates: 

Sugar at the present rates of duty. 

Coffee 2. cents per pound. 

Teas 10 cents per pound. 

Hides, raw or uncared, whether dry, salted or pickled, etc., 14 cents 
per pound. 

He must also suspend by proclamation the provision which p!a‘ 
these articles upon the free-list. 

It is safe to say that such extraordinary power has never in rece! 
times been given by a free people to the Executive. We here permit 
the President, at his own discretion, to tax the property of individu: 

Section 8 of the Constitation provides that ‘‘ The Congress of the 
United States shall have power to lay and collect taxes, duties, im 
posts, and excises.’’ And nowhere is a provision to be found by whic! 
this power can be exercised by any one else. 

Neither has the President the power to make a treaty, which t!'s 
amendment would seem to imply that he had. The reason why t)'s 
power is vested in the Senate is shown by the following language ©! 
Alexander Hamilton: 

But a man raised from the station of a private citizen to the rank of ©! 
Ne. . of a moderate or slender fortune, and looking forward ‘o 
a pe 


ny 
ery remote when he may probably be obliged to return to (he 
station from which he was taken, might sometimes be under temptations ‘° 
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sacrifice his duty to his interest, which it would require superlative virtue to 
withstand. An avaricious man might be tempted to betray the interests of the 
state to the acquisition of wealth. An ambitious man might make his own ag- 

andizement, by the aid of a foreign power, the price of his treachery to his 
constituents, The history of human conduct does not warrant that exalted opin- 
jon of human virtue which would make it wise in a nation to commit interests of 
so delicate and momentous a kind as those which concern its intercourse with 
the rest of the world to the sole disposal of a Magistrate created and circum- 
stanced as would be a President of the United States. 


As a well informed Republicun has shown that in two years there 
will be an enormous deficit in the national Treasury unless some ad- 
ditional method of taxation is provided, such a power as is proposed in 
this reciprocity amendment might be a very convenient instrument to 
have in the hands of the President, but the possibility of its use would 
hardly tend to encourage business stability. 

The opportunities for speculation would be enormous; any one hav- 
ing the knowledge in advance that such duties were to be imposed 
would have information which would be worth fabulous sums. And 
no one will imagine that such information could be kept secret. It 
may be claimed that there are many similar opportunities under the 
Government, but those cases are where the power mustin the nature of 
the case be given to an administrative officer, and then we must run 
the risk of a breach of trust. In this case we are deliberately yielding 
up a legislative function to the Executive without any warrant in law. 

No one will believe that any man who can be placed in the high of- 
fice of Chief Executive of this Government would knowingly betray 
his trust, but designing men may employ subtle influences which one 
innocent of wrong would not be able to guard against. 

There is one detail in the provision which would work a peculiar 
hardship. This proposition is to authorize the President to levy a tax 
of a cent and a half a pound on “ hides, raw or uncured, whether dry, 
salted or pickled, Angora goat skins, raw, without the wool, unmanu- 
factured, asses’ skins, raw or unmanufactured, and skins, excepting 
sheepskins with the wool on.”’ 

It is estimated that from a hundred pounds of dry River Plate hides 
at least 170 pounds of leather is made, on the average; from 100 pounds 
of green salted hides not over 70 pounds of leather can be made on the 
average. The absurdity of putting an equal tax on dry and on green 
salted hides is apparent to any one. 

The passage of this bill must cause great uncertainty in business 
and great injury to any one engaged in dealing in hides or the manu- 
facture of leather or trading in coffee or sugar. When any other gov- 
ernment, no matter how insignificant it may be, imposes a duty upon 
any of those articles which the President ‘‘deems to be reciprocally 
unequal and unreasonable,’’ ‘‘it shall be hisduty ’’ to levy these taxes. 
What a condition in which to place trade, and how can any one en- 
gaged in it know what prices may be atany moment in any of these 
articles? Sugar coming from one country is free, while if imported 
from another must pay aduty. Hides imported to-day may be free, 
but coming in to-morrow are taxed one and one-half cents per pound, 
or free from one country and taxed iffromanother. Such government 
interference which no man at any time can guard against may destroy 
the most solvent merchant by the effect upon prices. 

Mr. FLOWER. I now yield to my colleague, Mr. TRACEY. 

Mr. TRACEY. Mr. Speaker, at the openiug of the discussion of 
this tariff bill, I offered a numberof amendments, some of them in 
relation to the chemical schedule, among others as to the rate of duty 
on coal-tar preparations, reducing it from 20 to 10 percent. I had 
hoped until this morning that when the bill was reported from the 
conference committee I would discover that something had been done 
towards relieving the burdens of the aniline-dye industry—a large 
manufacturing interest in the counties of Erie and Kensselaer and 
my own county of Albany, all in the State of New York. 

I am disappointed to find that not only this duty on the raw ma- 
terial is continued as fixed in 1883, but that in conference several 
alizarine dyes have been placed on the free-list. If other paragraphs 
and other provisions of this bill are to be judged by this action I 
must say the = of the Ways and Means Committee have 
= anything but good judgment in the preparation of their 
bill. 

I have received from time to time from different parts of New York 
State, including the city of Albany, protests against the great in- 
crease of the duty on barley. It was formerly 10 cents a bushel, and 

the Committee on Ways and Means have raised it to 30cents. Prob- 
ably this is to curry favor with the farmers. I, for one, having a 
large farming population in my district, would be glad that they re- 
ceive benefit whenever the tariff is revised, but in a letter sent to me 
by the Albany County Farmers’ League I am requested to use my 
vote and influence to further the interests of the farmers in my dis- 
trict when it can be so used withont detriment to the whole people. 

I take pride, Mr. Speaker, in pointing out the broad view taken by 
these farmers whom I have the honor to represent, and even if the 
maltsters of the city of Albany were not to suffer from this heavy tax 
I question that these gentlemen who addressed me would be willing 
to acqniesce in legislation inflicting incalculable injury on the cities 
of Oswego and Buffalo. Nor is it my opinion that the farmers in 
those districts will differ greatly from the people of the cities in 
wondering why members from the Sta'e of New York are willing to 
see business interests of that great Commonwealth crashed out of 
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existence. Radical changes in either direction should be carefully 
considered when revising the tariff. 

The bill before us does not give evidence of having been made in 
in a spirit of justice. Sugar has been made free, which will reduce 
the expenses of the household, but the people are to be taxed to pay 
a bounty to producers which will givs to some individuals an in- 
come each year amounting to a fortune. A new army of officials 
will be necessary to carry out this scheme. The platform of the Ad- 
ministration party called for free alcohol to be used in the arts; 
instead of that we find in this bill free brandy mixed with free wine, 
giving a cheap untaxed beverage as strong as drinking-whisky. 
This provision also requires an increase of the office-holding force. 

All through the bill we find evidences of the general welfare of 
the people having been sacrificed to the necessity of further enrich- 
ing a few manufacturers who have been made wealthy by legislat'on 
in the past, and to the appeals of some members representing close 
Congressional districts. It is, I fear, a politicians’ bill and un- 
worthy of the approval of statesmen. Those who framed it would 
have done better had they been free agents, but a vigilant lobby, 
made up of men who had been leaders in a political campaign, in- 
sisted that promises must be fulfilled. 

However, Mr. Speaker, I have on former occasions discussed this 
bill and my principal reason for taking the floor to-day was to print, 
with a few remarks, extractsitrom articles written by Mr. Edward 
Atkinson and published in the August and September numbers of 
The Popular Science Monthly. I commend them to my colleagues as 
interesting and instructive. 


[From The Popular Science Monthly.] 
COMMON SENSE APPLIED TO THE TARIFF QUESTION 
[By Edward Atkinson. ]} 
I 


rhe time has come when it is the duty of every man who may be assumed to 
have some exact knowledge upon the subject of taxation, to present his views 
when called upon in a simple, plain way, without regard to his own private inter 
esta, whatever they may be. 

Before coming to the main subject, I beg to say that I should myself find it some- 
what diffic lt to characterize my essay by any distinctive title which would be 
theoretically correct. 1 observe that my work, my figures, and my views are 
quoted by one party as « {ten as by the other ; and Lalso find that exceptionsare taken 
to my presentation of this subject in about even measure by the doctrin :ires on 
the free trade and the intolerants on the protective side alike. I may perhaps 
characterize this esaay as one *‘upou the protection of domestic in iustry and the 
development of the home market by exemption from unnecessary taxation ;” or, 
for short, I will call it ‘‘ Common sense applied to the tariff question." 

The motive of this address may be given in the form of a simple account cur 
rent, which might be entitled ‘‘ Uncle Sam in Account Current with his People. 
We, his people, may rightly charge Uncle Sam with the contributions which we 
are called upon to make in order to meet the obligations of Government 

We may credit Uncle Sam with the expenditures that are required to meet the 
obligations of the war, and also for the conduct of the Goverument, equitably ad 
ministered with the least interference with the freely chosen pursuits of the peo 

le. 
; This account is adjusted to the prospective revenue, predicated on receipts to 
date in the y ar 1890. 
I will therefore make Uncle Sam debtor to the amount of the war 
taxes which are coliected under the internal-revenue system on 


WEED wecncccescccccctescsecs sénvetseus nese nuneds -e-«+ $78, 000, 000 
To the amount of the war taxes which are collected under the internal 
revenue system on fermented liquors. ... - 27, 000, 000 


To the amount of the war taxes which are collected under the internal 


revenue system on tobacco - eta ceonhass e 33, 000, 000 
‘To the amount of the war taxes which are collected under the tariff 
ee Ce He MIO diced n ransccbeewed cwsecs coscvctee ececeee 60, 000, 000 
198, 000. 000 
Add for elasticity in 1890 and 1891.............-----.+++- ; 2, 000, 000 
000, 00 


REVENUE FROM WAR TAXES. 
We will credit Uncle Sum with the anoual obligation for the payment 
of pensions already granted, now rated at $65,000,000, adding for 
OETORTD GES, GEG. «oc cescceccaccesccccccccccs ccoce ee > ), 009 
We may now hope that the current annual pensions, aside from 
arrears, may not get beyond the sum named above, $65,000,000. It 
will be observed that the payment of arrears is the liquidation of a 
debt now in precessof belug audited, and that on payment the liqui 
dation of arrears of pensions is final. 
We will credit Uncle Sam the amount of interest which must be paid 
om the WGP GOD6. ........2.c.00- 


31, 500, 000 


131, 500, 000 
We will credit Uncle Sam with the amount which should bo applied to 
the sinking fund for the extinction of the war debt cocesces 48,500, 000 


180, 000, 000 


When we balance these war taxes against the war expensos, we find a surplus 
which may be carried forward to meet the ordinary expenses of the Government, 
$20,000,000, and this surplus will be subject to rapid increase with the growth of 
population and the presently diminishing burden of debt and pensions." 


* Between the date of the preparation of this treatise in May, 1890, when it was 
written for submission to a private club, and the correction of the proof for pub- 
lication, a pension act has been passed which may for a time take up this excess 
of war taxes above the previous war expenses, and even a little more. It is be 
lieved, however, from the best information that can be obtained, that even under 
this act the current annual pensions will not exceed $100,000,000 a year. 

On the other hand, the elasticity of the revenue which is due to the growth of 
the population and progress of the country, will be likely to render the avails of 
the taxes on fiquor, tobacco, and sugar quite sufficient to meet even tho cxtrava- 
gant pension-list under this and previous acts, and the diminishing amount of 
interest on the public debt. oven without stopping the contribution to the sink- 
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{nu the analysis which I shall present in this essay, I shall endeavor to prove 
how readily the remainder of the necessary contribations of the people to the 
support of the civil government may be cellected wholly from taxes on articles 
of luxury er of voluntary ase, or on the finer textiles which are dependent on 
style and fancy for their sale, without putting any tax of any kind upon any com- 
modity, either partly mafanuctured, crude, or raw material, which is necessary 
in the processes of cur domestic industry. I shall endeavor to show how the 
removal of $40,000,000 to $50,000,000 of obnoxious taxes now im upon this 


class of materials may open the way te products, sales, wages, and profits amount- 
ing to at least $500,000,000 a year, which such a policy would add to the resources 
of this nation, to be divided equitably among the people in the form of additional 


wages and profita, thas promoting domestic industry, enlarging the home market, 
raising both the rate = the purchasing power of wages, and increasing profits. 

In the renewed discussion of the tariff question it has become unpleasantly 
manifest that men are taking positions which may soon lead to a very bitter con- 
flict, in which contest mutual recrimination will canse distrast and may prevent 
any suitable reform of the tariff being carried into effect, as it ought to by the 
common consent and governed by the common sense of all men who are directly 


interested in the matter, and by the application of that sound business judgment 
which should be applied to this business question. 

It is very true that there are moral as well as political considerations underly- 
ing the whole problem of the tariff. Such being the case, itis a matter of duty for 
the citizen, who will not be directly affected either in property or in person in any 
considerable measure by any changes in our tariff legislation, yet to watch it and 


to give it a true direction. The effect of tariff measures, considered from the 
money point of view in their barden or their benefit, has, I believe, been very 
much overrated ; but the evil of dependence upon legislation in the conduct of in- 


dustry can not be exaggerated 

Ia the way in which this subject of tariff reform is now being treated, what- 
ever is done will be badly done; therefore, great harm will ensue before any true 
adjustment of duties can be made to present conditions, although both political 
parties now agree that great ee are absolutely necessary. How can we 
separate this question from party politics ! 

t has always seemed to me very absurd, even grotesquely so, that men who 
are accustomed to put confidence in each other in the conduct of all their private 
affairs as well as in their town and city work, who trast each other in every walk 
of life, who serve together on boards of directors in savings-banks, insurance 
companies, trust companies, and the like, and who adjast all differences of judg 
ment in a reasonable manner, yet when this subject of tariff legislation comes up 
impute to each other, or else sustain the —— that impute to each other, 
every form of insincerity, untruth, fraud, and malignant selfishness. 

There is nothing so foolish as the imputations which are put upon the advo- 
cates of free trade by their opponents, except the corresponding imputations put 
by their opponents upon the mass of the advocates of protection, of lack of care or 
consideration for a welfare. The masses are sincere on either side, how- 
ever time-serving and incapable their political representativeamay be. 

Conceive what the conditions of this country would beif the ideas which the 
Cebden Club represents had net prevailed, and if our wheat and dairy products 
were boycotted as our pork is in Germany, or if our cotton were taxed as it was 
before the markets of Great Britain were made free. In 1880 there were nearly 
eight million men occupied in agriculture ; now there are ten million, more or less. 
In 1880, 17 per cent of the product of agriculture found a home market only by 
sale for export; now about 12 per cent. Lf we did not exchange this product for 
other products, we could not sell it. If we could not sell it for export. over a 
million men would be driven from the ficld to the factory and to the workshop. 

W hen I listen to the foolish talk of partisans on either side and witness the ill- 
judged contention on the tariff question I am sometimes inclined to exclaim, ‘‘A 
plague on both your houses!" is it not time that this method of imputing wholly 
selfish or bad metives should cease and that any one or every one who indalges in 
it should be held in contempt as an example of intellectual stupefaction’ 

It was well said by PovshleneCloveland whan he so bravely brought the subject 
to an isene, ‘‘ What we have to deal with is a condition, and not s theory." 

Let us consider this condition, find out exactly what it is, and then see what we 
have to do in the matter, each man on his own account. 

I have never known any intelligent advocate of a tariff for protection who did 
not consider free trade as the ultimate objective point in all tariff legwlation. I 
do not know of any man of any intellectual standing, in public or in private life, 
who does not now look upon free trade as the true objective point of aul tariff leg- 
islation. All sensible men hold that there are existing conditions which make it 
inconsistent with the public welfare to adopt revolutionary free-trade measures at 
the possens time; but they all accept the fandamental principle, provided certain 
conditions-precedent can be established in a safe and proper way. 

The difference among intelligent men at the present time is only as to the time 
when it may be suitable to begin tariff reform in this direction, and upon the 
method of such reform. Soithas always been. It is on!y the first step that costs. 
Gladstone once said, doubtless recalling his own experience and changes of views, 
** The road to free trade is like the way to virtue; the first step the most painful, 
the last the most profitable.” 

The conditions which now obtain in this country correspond very closely to 
those which existed in Great Britain in 1842, at the time when Sir Robert Peel was 
compelled to modify and ultimately to change all his previous conceptions upon 
this subject, and to become the. leader in the great reform of the British tariff 
which ended in the present system, sometimes called that of British free trade. 
This system is not free trade in an abstract or in an absolute sense, because Great 
Britain raises a large revenue from duties upon foreign importa, and will proba- 
bly bo compelled to do so for very many generations in order to sustain the burden 
of her great debt. We shall also be compelled to raise a large part of our reve- 
nue from duties upon imports for one generation ; but I will presently prove that 
our advantage in conditions is so great thatit may enable us within even less than 
one generation to adopt absolute free trade if it shall become expedient to do so, 
except so far as it may continue to be necessary to tax the import of spirits in 
order to maintain the revenue derived from an excise measure. Whether or not 
absolute free trade may be desirable or expedient it will be time enough to de- 
termine when the opportunity is offered. What we have to deal with now is our 
present condition, and not this theory, as President Cleveland so well put it. 

In ono of Sir Robert Peel's great speeches which he made long after he had 
entered upon this course, he spoke as follows in explanation of his course at the 
beginning of the reform of the tariff: 


ing-fund or providing for it in any other way. In English practice, which we 
might well adept, such an extravagant pension act as that which has now been 
added to our previous ample provision would have been accompanied by a proposed 
tax intended to meet it specifically, like an income tax or a renewal of the duty 
on tea and coffee. Such is not our t of legislation, although it well might be. 
Iu this connection, however, it may well be remembered that the interest on oar 


public debt at its highest point amounted to more than $150,000,000. Itis not prob-. 


able that pensions and interest will exceed, if they equal, this sum. This pom 
obligation for interest did not prove to be inconsistent with a large excess of rev- 
enue which has been so wisely applied to the reduction of our debt. The at- 


tempt to spend the public money in order to —- the reduction of the tariff 


has probably culminated ; but the increase of 


obligation for renders 
a scientific or common-sense treatment of the tariff question yer more necessary 
than it was before. 
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“I stated, and I am ready to repeat that statement, that if we had to deal » 

a new society in which those intricate and complicated interests which grow , 
under institutions like those in the midst of which we live had found no exis 
ence, the true abstract principle would be to buy in the cheapest market and t, 
sell in the dearest. And yet it is quite clear that it would be utterly impos 

to apply that principle in a state of society such as that in which we live, « 
out a due consideration of the interests which have crown up under the p 
tion of former laws. While contending for the justice of the abstract prin: 
we may at the same time admit the necessity of applying it partially ; and I th 
the proper object is first of all to lay the foundation of good laws, to provid 
way for gradual improvements, which may thus be introduced without giv 
shock to existing interests. If you do give a shock to these interests you c1 
rejudices against the principles themselves and only aggravate the dist 
wove the principle on which we attempted to proceed in the preparation of 
tariff.” 

Our present conditions correspond almost exactly to this statement; and t 
logic of events is bringing almost all economic students, many Legislatures 
also nearly all the intelligent leaders in the manufacturing and mechanic arts 
the same conclusion to which Sir Robert Peel was brought by the logic of 1 
when he took office in 1840; especially by the very disastrous condition to w! 
Great Britain had been brought under an obstructive tariff policy the effect 
which culminated at that date. 

One may also refer to one of the greatest speeches that Daniel Webster « 
made—a speech which he delivered at Faneuil Hall in October, 1820, at a meet 
which had been called to resist an increase of duties above the very mode: 
revenue tariff of 1816, which was then in force—a meeting such as ought to be | 
now to protest against a worse measure. This meeting was called by men w! 
names are familiar toevery Boston man—by William Gray, James Perkins, Nat 
Apoleten, Abbott Lawrence, Joseph Sewell, George Bond, Thomas Wiggleewor 
William Sturgis, and by many others whose names have been household wo: 
among the merchants and manufacturers of Massachusetts for generations. | 
dealing with the high-tariff measure which was then being forced upoA Mass 
chusetts against her will, Wel ster said: 

“ Lo individuals this policy is as injurious as it is to Government. A system 
artificial Government protection leads the people to too much reliance upon G 
ernment. If left to their own choice of pursuits, they depend on their own sk 
and their own industry; but if Government essentially affects their occupat 
by its systems of bounties and preferences, it is natural that when in distr: 
they should callon the Government for relief. Hence, a perpetual contest f. 
lows, carried on between the different interests of society. Agriculturists taxe:| 
to-day to sustain mannafactures, commerce taxed to-morrow to sustain agricul' 
ure, and then impositions perhaps on both manufactures and agriculture to su; 
port commerce. And when Government has exhausted its invention in these 
modes of legislation, it finds the resuit less favorable than theoriginal and natur: 
state and course of things. I can hardly conceive of anything worse than a polic 
which should place the great interests of this country in hostility to one anothe: 
a policy which should keep them in constant conflict, and bring them every yea 
to fight their battles in the committee-rooms of the House of Kepresentatives « 
Washington. 

‘‘ An appeal has been made to the patriotic feelings of the nation. It has bee: 


said we are not independent so long as we receive these commodities from oth« 


nations. He could not see the force of this appeal. He did not perceive ho 


the exchange of commodities between nations, when mutually and equally ad 


vantageous, rendered one dependent on the other, in any manner derogatory t 
its interest or dignity. A dependence of this sort exists everywhere, among in 


dividuals as well as nations. Indeed, the whole fabric of civilization, all the im 
provements which distinguish cultivated society from savage life, rest on a de 
pendence of thiskind. He thought the argument drawn from the necessity of pro 


viding means of defense in war had been pressed quite too far. It was enough that 
we had a capacity to produce such means when occasionshould call. The reason 
ing assumes that in war no means of defense or annoyance can be probably obtained 


or not without great difficulty, except from our own materials or manufactures 


He doubted whether there was much ground for that assumption. Nations ba‘ 
hitherto obtained mili means in the midst of war from commerce, But, at any 
rate, as it was acknowledged on all hands that the country possessed the capacity 


of supplying itself whenever it saw fit to make the sacrifice and he did not seo 


why the necessity of making it should be anticipated, why should we now chango 
our daily habits and occupations, with great loss and inconvenience, merely be 
cause it t possible that some change may hereafter become necessary? We 
should act equally wisely, he thought, if we were to decide that although we aro 
now quite weli, and with very good appetites, yet, as it was possible we might ono 
day be sick, we would there! now sell all our food and lay up ph sic.” 

4 another part of this great s h Webster, with prophetic neight, foretol: 
how the whole face of New Eng industry and society would be changed fo: 
the worse if this high-tariff = were forced into effect by sectional votes. Two 

enerations have passed since Webster's prophetic words in Faneuil Hall in 1820. 

his speech was given just seventy years ago. Do we not now witness the rep- 
resentatives of different industries fighting their battles in the committee-rooms 
of the House of Representatives at Washington! Do we not to-day witness ag- 
riculture taxed in order te sustain manufactures, commerce taxed to sustain ag 
riculture, and impositions proposed upon both agricultare and manufactures to 
sustain commerce by subsidies and bounties ! 

Again quoting President Cleveland, ‘‘ It is a condition, and nota theory, which 
we are called upon to meet,’ what is that condition! Here are two parties in 
Congress each attempting to deal with this great problem, each claiming to be 
oqualy in earnest to promote domestic industry, to develop the home market, and 
to protect the workmen of this country. The representatives of each of these 
two ties are elected by great bodies of voters who are equally honest and sin 
cere in their efforts or who have persuaded themselves that they are and that 
the future prosperity of the country will fapens upon their baving their way 
In this position we merely find conditions of the same kind that hsve been me 
before. In every great emergency each party claims to be the savior of the coun 
try, but the country saves itself in spite of parties, as it did in thecivil war. Its 
material progress continues on itsstapendous way in spite of the little, petty obstri: 
tions which are interposed by those who believe they can manage all the affairs 
of the peopis better than they can manage them for themselves. 

Between these two parties, if this is to be a party question, each one of us mus! 
make a choice when we vote or when we select the party with which we must act 
Both of these parties claim to protect domestic industry in the measares which 
they propose; but their proposed measures differ fundamentally. On the Repu!) 
liean side the policy is to tax every a pecan crude, partly manufactured 
or finished, of which a similar product been or can be established in this 
country, without regard to the effect of such a tax on other branches of indastrs 
Their avowed purpose is to impose taxes “for protection with incidental reve 
nue,” in order to render this country, as they term it, ‘independent of all others 
It does not matter to them whethe: a branch of industry which might be set up 
exists at the present time or not. For instance, the Republican tariff bill wil! 
double the tax on tin-plates without regard to the use to which these tin-plates 
are to be put. No regard is paid to the nature of the work which must be done in 
order to ascertain whether it is desirable or not. The promoters of this measure 
simply say, ‘‘ Here is something which may be made in this country for which we 
now ge our surplus products. The work ought to be done here, even if 
its establishment costs twice or thrice what it is worth.” 

Now, ifthe most superficial examination had been given to the kind of work 
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which is to be done in dipping sheets of iron or steel into melted tin by hand, no b. In framing auch t 


ine having been invented for displacing this preceas, it would have been 
found that it is an art for which the people of Wales not only possess an inherited 
aptitude, bat also that itis one which could not be established in this country with- 
out importing the Welshmen to do it, because we have so many opportunities for 
om h work, no matter what the inducement may be. 
“In other words, the policy advocated by the Republican party is one of priva 
tion, and not of protection, and itis avowedly sustained by many prominent Re 
ubiicans against their avowed conviction of what would be beneticial, and mere!) 
- ause an assumed party necessity compels them to surrender their own « 
ons of right. 
"Or the other side, the policy advocated by the Democratic party for protecting 
American industry is to exempt from taxation all articles of foreign origin which, 
either in a erude or in a partly manufactured state, are necessary or usefal in the 
processes of domestic industry. They hold that our capacity to produce food 
which the world must have or suffer from hunger; cotton, without which the 
commerce of nations would be crippled; oil which we can not burn ourselves 
goods, wares, teols, and implements of many varieties, the beet of their kind 
our great crops made and all our goods being produced or manufactured at the 
highest rates of wages and yet at the lowest cost as compared with any othe: 
country in the world, 
manufactured materials, the raw wvol, the tin-plates, and for whatever we need 
which foreign laborers or workmen desire to sell inexchange. They hold that if 
wecah get for one day's work at high wages in our own country the product of 
ten days’ work even of foreign paupers, we can not afford to do that kind of work 
for ourselves; they hold that by such exchange we may gain yet higher wages 
and larger —_ the wider we can extend our commerce on such terms. 

They hold that what we receive trom other countries in exchange for the excess 
of our produets which we can not consume becomes as much a part of our own 
product as if these necessary commodities had been produced on our own soil ox 
from oar own mines and forests. 

They hold that the home market is most fully established when all possible ob- 
structions to the mutaal service of nations are removed and the utmost facility 
given to the people of every land to send to our home market what we need and 
to buy in our home market what we do not want for our own use. 

That is free trade, qualified by the necessity of obtaining a revenue from duties 
on selected importa. When we haveattained it we may wonder why any one ever 
dreaded it; and if I may once more repeat my favorite quotation from Mr. Glad- 
stone, “ Then will the ships that pass between this land and that be like the 
shuttle of the loom, weaving the web of concord among the nations.” 

Between these two lines of policy every voter will soon be compelled to choose, 
and by making this choice a great change in the relative influence and impor- 
tance of one party or the other will he brought about unless we can separate this 
question from party politics. 

In order that this choice in each man’s method of action may be rightly made, 
it now becomes expedient to treat the method of tariff reform simply as a business 
question, and not asa party question. Parties which are thrown out of all true 
relation te the future by the issues of the past ought to be reorganized so as to 
carry into effect the conclusions to which voters have been brought by their con- 
victions of right on the issnes of the future. When they are renovated in this 
manner one may expect a great many men who are now holding prominent posi- 
tions to be relegated to private life. Their places will be taken by men who are 
competent to apply reason, judgment, and common sense in their methods of fiscal 
legislation, a faculty or capacity which has been denied to many of those whom 
the circumstances of the past have thrown up into positions of considerable 
prominence which they have continued to hold up to the present time, but for 
which they are incapable. 

When dealing with the tariff question in this way it is probable that every in 
telligent man who is conversant with offairs and who has given afy attention to 
the reform of the tariff will agree wholly or very‘nearly with the following state- 
ment: 

1. The present tariff is confused and inconsistent with itself in many vf its pro- 
Visions. 

2. Some of its provisions which were especially intended to promote specific do- 
mestic manufactares have been either so erroneously framed or se construed in 
the Treasury Department as to discriminate against the very brauches of indus- 
try which they were intended to promote 

%. These badly framed or badly administered provisions of the tariff acts pro- 
mote undervaluation, evasions of duty, and fraud; but their worst effect is to 

discourage honest manufacturers and merchants alike by the uncertainty which 
cause as to the future course of trade, as well as by the opportunities which 
they give both to dishonest employers, importers, and unscrupulous mannfact- 
urers to evade the laws. 

I may ventare to relate a little story of how tariffs are made and unmade. 
is ono of many incidents which made me a free-trader in prinsiple. 

I found an apparent inequality in the tariff act many years since, adversely 
affecting a branch of industry in which I had invested a few thousand dollars. I 
framed an amendment and sent it to a prominent Congressman from Massachu- 
setts, who was on the Committee of Ways and Means, explaining the reasons why 
it should be adopted. No hearings were given, and it seemed to be so fair, as [ 
also thought it was, that it was adopted and went into the tariff with some other 
amendments. In it | used the technical word ‘‘hank."’ That Congress dissolved 

resently, on the 4th of March. A few days later, the principal appraiser of the 

ton custom-house called upon me and put to me the question, ‘‘ What is a 
hank?” Ltold him it was a skein of cotton yarn eight hundred forty yards long; 
adding, ‘Why do you ask?" ‘ Because,” said he, ‘‘some damned fool has put a 
daty in the tariff by the hank, and, if we can’t get around it, an established and 
important branch of domesticindustry will be rained.” Lasked for an explanation; 
and w the development of the facts, I said “ Well, you used the right term. and 
Iam the man.” Then said the appraiser, ‘‘ You must see if there is no way to get 
around your amendment.” I studied ‘he matter carefally, and invented a way for 
avoiding or evading my own act. The threatened industry was saved, but | lost 
ria investment, aa I deserved to, for putting my money into a business which 

d not understand. 
But this was not the end. Matters went on smoothly for two or three years, 
poy! my was @ change of appraisers. The new man contested my construc- 
tion of my own amendment, aud undertook to enforce the law in accordance with 
the real intention. An appeal was taken to the Secretary of the Treasury. By 
good luck at that time | happened to call upon the collector; he, knowing my 

iliarity with the art, but knowing nothing of my previous connection with the 
act, nominated me as merchant appraiser to decide the case on its merits. 
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industry was saved; by sustainiug my own evasion of my 
own 


was done. 


example of man 


wrongs which have been done that have never been righted. 
I have peli me 


itions which render important changes in our tariff acts 
It is probable that all intelligent manufacturers and met 
except those who are bound by mere party ties in con 
these changes, would agree upon the following propositions : 
a. In the preparation of measures for collecting duties upon imports, such dis- 
crimination ought to be used as will most fully promote domestic i 
Protect American labor from injary. 


all | 


enables us toexchange these products fur the crude or partly | 


y justice 
This is but one of many incidents which many men could relate; it is but an | 
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conception in regard to the source of wae icl 
time of Mill, and by him until a late period in his 
conception that wagesare derived from a fnnd previously accum 
fore from a “‘ wage fund” which might be to some extent und coutrol 
capitalists, by whom it should be administered, cithe ! ction or in anu 
other, at theirown choice. ‘this mistaken conception of the source of wages heads 
to the farther misconception that we must make provide work for a 
multitude, arbitrarily or willfally d g the force way an- 
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other. What we really desire to do, what we really seek to attain, is that which 
is the purpose of all science and invention: not to make work, buat to save work 

to diminish the effort which is necessary to procure subsistence, shelier, and 
clothing, therebyincreasing abundance. When we do that, it becomes necessary 


that there should be the widest possible and the 


freest poss ble exchange of set 


ices, or an exchange of product for product, of service for service, of produet for 
service, or of service for product, in order that those who are displaced from one 
kind of work by the application of science and invention may be most ready, able 






and competent to take up some other kind of wor! 
and more conducive to haman weifare. 

What is the object of exchange! How few themselves that 
question! If each one of us did not save himself by exchange from some part of 
the necessary work required to sustain life, there would be no exchange: each 
one of ua, and every other man, would live and work for himself alone. All this 
is elementary. It becomes perfectly clear when considered as between man and 
man. Does not the same ral yvern the commerce of nations! What is the 
commerce of nations except the sum of the exchanges between man and man? 
Unless each nation gains by the exchange, does not the trade stop! If beth gain 
by the exchange, does it not hurt both to stop it by legis! n! By obstracting 
exchange we may make work where we might save it; but that nation loses most 
from such obstructions in which the greatest abundance of produet is attained at 
the least cost of labor and at the highest rates of wages. If there were such a 
thing in the world as pauper labor, that nation which exchanged the greatest 
amount of the product of skilled labor for the greatest amount of the product of 
pauper labor would save itself the most work. Daniel Webster once said, when 
in his prime, ‘‘ The people of this country can not afford to do for themselves what 
they can hire foreign paupers to do as well for them This is true not only in 
respect to the price of labor, but to the kind and quality of the work which is to 
be done. 

There are many branches of industry from which science has not yet removed 
the noxious or bad conditions of the work. Dipping sheets of iron or steel which 
have been treated with acid into melted tin for conversion into tin plates is one 
of the arts which it would be most undesirable to introduce into this country until, 
by way of science and invention, its noxious conditions have been removed ; then 
it. will come here itself ; the conditions will then be equalized ; we can then afford 
to take up what it would now be injudicious for us to undertake. 

When we consider the obstructive and injurious effect of many of our taxes 
light although they may be in morey, we find that they area heavier burden than 
those of almost any other nation except Russia, Turkey, and Spain 

They have not increased the profits in the arts which were intended 
moted by their imposition, except for short or variable periods; they have reduced 
wages in the protected branches of industry below those which are attained in o« 
cupations which can not be subjected to foreign competition, while they have 
kept the prices of most important materials, which are necessary in the processes 
of domestic industry, far above those of our competitors, promoting their prospet 
ity and retarding our own progress. 

Yet our enormous advantages in most of the conditions which are conducive to 
human welfare are such that we thrive. Our bed methods of taxation are like a 
pebble in the shoe of a rnnner, keeping him painfully in the second pla when if 
relieved he could lead the field without an effort. 

It is due to these favorable conditions that the paradoxical form of statement 
represents an absolute truth, namely, that our high rates 
very low cost of general production. 

This leads us « irectly to the consideration of the conditions of production, espe 
cially in the manufacturing arts, from which our ample profits or high wages are 
or may be derived, if our moderate taxes are rightly adjusted to our conditions. 
We possess so great an advantage in our position and i r control of the pro- 
duction of metals, of fibers, and of food products, that there can, of course, be no 
equalization of wages in this country with those of others suse we could only 
equalize by reducing our own. The tendency of all the forces in action, when not 
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artificially obstructed, is to raise the rate of wages, to diminish the margin of 
_— and to equalize the conditions of working people to their great advantage 
f we must wait for the equalization of wages to those of other countries, as is 80 
often urged, before undertaking tariff reform, we may wait forever. It is our 
very advantage in high rates of wages and low cost of production which might 
enable us to proceed earnestly, safely, and surely to absolute free trade within 


leas than a generation, and to adopt that policy for the very purpose, not of equal 
izing, but of maintaining our huge advantage over every other nation 

One may sometimes feel humiliated when one sees nen of skill, capital, and 
ability trembling before the competition of what they call pauper labor. Every 
man of affairs, every mapufacturer, every employer of labor, avoids low-priced 
or pauper labor in his own work as much as possible; he knows that it is costly; 


| he knows that, when he can command skilled labor at the highest price which is 


warranted by the market for the product, he will do his work with that kind of 
labor at the least cost. When it becomes necessary to run works on short time 
and to diseharge a part of the workmen, who are the ones discharged! Not the 
high-priced men; they can not be spared ; it is the high-priced men whose work 
is not affected by hard times. Every man makes his own rate of wages by his 


ndustry and | skill, aptitude, and industry; and those who do the work in the best manner get 


constant employment. The incapable are sometimes subject to compulsory idle- 
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ness. In the factories I have know cases where all the looms were watched, and 
every weaver who did not reach a certain standard in ber earnings was dis- 
charged because the mill cou!d not afford to have poor weavers employed in it. 

Yet, although we possess so many advantages within the limits of our own 
domain, there are some parts of the world which hold an advantage over us, espe- 
eially in the production of some of the crude materials which are necessary in 
the processes of domestic industry. There are also many arts from which science 
has not yet removed the noxious conditions or the excessive labor. These arts 
we had better not undertake so long as we can buy their product with the excess 
of our crops of grain and cotton 

Again, there are some sections of this country which could be more adequately 
supplied with crude materials from Canada than they can be from Peanayivasia; 
New England, for instance, in respect to iron and coal. Onur members of Con- 
gress sustain the policy which deprives us of the vast deposits of iron, coal, and 
even of other materials, which are lying unused in the maritime provinces. 
They tax the wool of Australia and South America; they propose to double the 
tax on tin plates; and they endeavor to promote the manufacture of burlaps and 
other coarse fabrics made of jute within our own limits. 

The question of crude materials I have treated. The noxious conditions under 
which tin plates are made, I have referred to. The making of burlaps as it is now 
conducted in Dundee is one of the least desirable occupations that human beings 
can be called upon to follow; until it has been improved, we had better buy our 
burlaps with cotton than try to make them ourselves. 

Even the finest fabrics which are suitable for taxation for revenue, such as 
Brussels laces and the like, are made by hand at the lowest wages and under the 
most abject conditions of life. The finest silks must be woven by hand, because 
the silk-worm does pot spin his thread so evenly at to make it possible to weave 
it on the positive power-loom. In fact, in respect to many of these finer articles, 
which are perfectly suitable subjects for a tariff for revenue rather than for pro- 
tection, there are elements to which no attention has been given; they specialize 
themselves even according to heredity or to peculiar conditions. The finest cot- 
ton yarns are spun in England, sent to France to be woven, sometimes transferred 
to Germany to be dyed, and brought back te Englaud to be sold. Some of the 
finest linens are made by growing the flax in one place, spinning it in another, and 
weaving it in another, wil far apart. We can not force the manufacture of flax in 
this country until we have a great surplus of population which shall be compelled 
to do the work which the Irish, the Belgians, and the French are now forced to 
do for us even at the lowest wages. The preparation of the fine flax by rotting is 
noxious, and can only be worked at the lowest possible rates of wages paid for 
mere manual labor. We can better afford to raise flax for the seed and burn the 
stalks rather than to force American labor into un-American lines of work, in the 
preparation of the fiber by the existing noxious methods. 

All these matters must be considered, and when cousidered they prove how 
futile, how impossible it is for a Congress composed of men who have little or no 
knowledge of the practical affairs of life, te attempt to regulate prices and wages, 
directly or indirectly, by the enactment of revenue acts. " 

I have named several articles which are necessary in the processes of our do- 
mestic industry inwhich some other countries possess an advantage over us, such 
as tin-plates, burlaps, and the treatment of flax. These advantages exist espe- 
cially in respect to crude materials to which machinery has not yet been applied 
to any great extent; and of manufacturing processesin which the greater part of 
the work is done by hand. In hand-w.rk the rate of wages may be, and often is, 
a fair standard of the cost of production. Hand-work here and elsewhere is that 
which earns least and can not be protected by any system of taxation of any kind. 

We annually import, free of duty, $120,000,000 worth of articles of food, and 
$140,000,000 worth of crude or partly mannfactured articles which are made use 
of in our domestic manufactures, because we can not yet aff rd to do the work 
which would be r quired in the production of these articles, since our own work- 
men can do so much better than to undertake the kind of work required. 

But we also annually import, aside from sugar and molasses, $40,000,000 worth 
of the most necessary articles of food, and $130,000,000 worth of articies in a crade 
or partly manufactured condition which are absolutely necessary in the processes 
of our domestic industry, on which we impose duties or taxes amounting to abvut 
$50,008,000 a year. To that extent our workmen are placed at a disadvantage as 
compared with the workmen of other manufacturing countries in which most of 
these articles are admitted free. 


The saving of this tax of about $50,000,000 a year would be but a very small 


matter were it not for the effect of this tax on foreign im ports on the prices of 
many domestic products, Out of the $50,000 000 a year which has been collected 
on crude materials, aboat $4,060,000 has been gained to the Government from duties 
on iron ore and pig-iren. An addition of 25 cents on each barrel of beer now pro- 
duced would yield the same amount of revenue. If it were assessed upon the 
beer, the entire tax that the people pay would be secured by the Government, and 
the exact cost would be $4,000,000 revenue, with 3 percent. for the cost of collec- 
tion by means of stamps. 

Now, what has been the effect of the tax of $4,000,009 on the price of iron and 
steel in this country! Various computations have been made, the latest by Mr. 
A. B. Farquhar, of York, Pa., the largest exporter of agricultural machinery in 
this country, and perhaps one of the largest manufacturers of agricultural ma- 
chinery in the world. Ho computes the actual difference in cost of iron and steel 
to the consumers in this country during the last ten years at about $700,000,000, or 
$70,000,000 a year. David A. Wells, making very large corrections for contingen- 
cies, estimates the difference in the cost of these metals to the consumers of this 
country, as compared to the consumers of Great Eritain, at $560,000,000 for ten 
years, giving a little different period of time. My own computations, which have 
been made with the utmost care and which are based wholly upon the figures 
riven by the Lron aud Steel Association of this country and of the [ron and Steel 

nstitate of Great Britain, make the excess of price paid for iron and steel in this 
country as compared to others, in the years 1880 to 1889, inclusive, not less than 
$500, 000,000, — probably $800,000,000. 

I may add that the effect of the tariff upon iron and steel has been much greater 
than in respect to other articles. This country now consumes 35 to 40 per cent. 
of the entire product of iron made in the civilized world. Our consumption at 
the present time is greater than the largest product of Great Britain in any year. 
No other country could possibly supply us. No other country could have sap- 
plied us for many years. But by the partial obstruction to our demand upon 
Great Britain and Germany, due to our own tariff, the price of iron and steel in 
Europe has been very greatly depressed, The tendency throughout the world 
has been to a rapid reduction both in cost and in the price of these metals, due to 
the application of revolutionary inventions. But the reduction in price in gold 
has been much greater in Great Britain than it has been in this country; conse- 

uently, by oar own act we have protected the ship-builders, the machinists, and 
the tool-makers of other countries, while preventing the exvension of these arts 
in our own country, even failing to retain our home market. 

We import a considerable proportion of the products of iron and steel that we 
consume, sometimes in the form of railway bars, yet morein the form of hard- 
ware, tools, and machinery. A first-class textile factory can not be equipped in 
this country without resort to the machine-shops of Great Britain for a very con- 
siderable part of the most necessary machinery. 

Again, the burden of a tax upon crade materials is to be gauged, not by its ratio 
to the value of the product into which it might enter and does enter as a compo- 
nent material, but in ratio both to wages and pr. fits in the arts ia which it is 
needed. If we artificially raise the cost of materials and are unable to control the 
price of the product into which these materials enter, then it often happens that 
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we must keep the wages down in corresponding measure, or else give up the 
dertaking; and again, a yet more subtle difficulty: if we can not make a » 
over and above the cost of materials, the wages, and the general expenses, {),.,, 
no capital will be invested in that branch of industry, and no wages can be paid 
for lack of profit. . 

Now, observe how subtle this matter is. Any conspicuous or important br; 
of industry which will pay nope cent. profit will attract capital and will be ... 
tablished; but if the tax on the crude material is even 10 per cent. upon the ; 
ished possess, and this tax can not be paid without doing away with the pt 
then that art stops, and the other 90 per cent. which would be distributed 4; 
the workmen is lost to them, merely because there is a disadvantage of | 
cent. in the cost of the material as compared to some other places. 

Now, then, any one who is conversant with the complexity of all modern ; 
ufactures can not fail to be aware that the revenue which the Government dey)... 
of $50,000,000 on the crude or partly manufactured materials which we do impor; 
and which we do use in the processes of our domestic industry may sv much) re 
strict that industry by increasing our own cost of production as to limit our biome 
market both for domestic and foreign traffic, and may prevent the establishment 
of arts in which ten times as much, or #500,000,000, might be distributed awong 
those who would do the work if these articles were free from taxation. . 

This is the consequence of the higher price of domestic products in this county 
or the lower price which prevails abroad for lack of competition. 

The very worst effect of a duty on crude materials ensues when, according to its 
advocates, it ig most successfal. They hold that if, by our tax, the price is put 
down in a foreign country, then the foreigner pays the tax. There are no words 
suitable to apply to auch folly. By that very depression in the price of pig jroy 
and wool we have built up the manufactures and machine-shops of Europe, and 
have failed more and more to hold our home market even for the specific produc: 
of the loom and the forge. 

Moreover, the price of some of the most necessary articles of our domest 
products which enter into our domestic industry, no ably iron and steel, are | 
tained far above what the price would be except for this system of taxatio; 
although not perhaps to the fall measures of the rate of duty which is assessed 
Hence it follows that, owing to this higher — on the most necessary articles o; 
consumption in the manufacturing and mechanic arts, we have been unable even 
to retain our home market for domestic manufactures, and have been cut off from 
any considerable share in the supply of other countries. 

narough and ready way it may be said that the cost of materials in al! the 
staple products of machinery or in manufactured goods ranges from one-ba'f to 
three-quarters the entire cost of the finished product. If the price of these ma 
terials is kept even 10 per cent. higher in this country than it is in others, then of 
course all profit may be cut off by that disparity, and in spite of vain attempts to 
put on compensating duties that art languishes and we protect the foreigne: 
rather than the American. 

It will be remembered that no heavy stocks of food, fiber, or fabrics are now 
carried anywhere in the world beyond the probable consumption of a single yea 
or less. Hence it follows that, in respect to the import of materials which enter 
into the processes of our own work, whatever the price may be in any given yea: 
whether high or low, if through our high tariff the consumers are subjected to a 
higher price than our competitors abroad, our industry languishes and foreig: 
dustry is protected. 

I — said that there are two parties*each earnestly claiming to promote do 
tic industry. On the one side we find the Republican party advocating priva' 
of foreign imports, without regard to the uses for which such articles are req. 
in or-ler to protect the few specific branches of industry in which we do not 
excel other nations. On the other side we find the Democratic party advoca 
the protection of the domestic industry of all alike, by exempting from taxa‘ 
every article which is necessary in the processes of domestic industry that we 
can procure in any other country in exchange for the excess of our cotton, cor 
wheat, and other commodities, which, even at the highest wages obtained : 
where in the world, are yet produced at the lowest cost. 

Such is the position of the question on which every voter will be called t 
cide in exerting his influence and in choosing whom he will support. 

Sach were the exact conditions in Great Britain in 18, only worse, becaus 
natural resources of Great Britain, both in respect to agriculture and mining, «! 
so much less than our own. 

The first measures of relief from taxation in Great Britain were practically 
stituged by Huskisson in 1824, when wool and some other crude materials 
in part or wholly relieved from duties. The effect of this change, especially \| 
the »roduct of domestic wool in Great Britain, was very beneficial; relief {1 
duty gave the manufacturers of Great Britain the opportunity to buy all the w 
which they would require for any kind of work, and the consequence was | 
the demand for British wool increased, and did not diminish, as the farmers 
feared. These measures of Huskisson, however, were purely tentative; and 
subsequent to 1824, there was a great financial struggle in the process of res 
ing specie payment in the Bank of England, and in the bringing about conditions 
consistent with peace. The g:eat Napoleonic wars in the early part of the cent. 
ury had thrown every art onl industry out of its true relation. But the method 
of reform was not forced upon the attention of the people of Great Britain | 
the disastrous results of the attempt to regulate prices and wages by way « 
high tariff, and the failare of this method of promoting domestic industry an 
developing a home market had culminated in 1810. ; 

In every history of this time, the picture of the condition of Great Britain is 
of the most painful suffering on the part of most of the working-people. ‘The Jan’ 
was held in the hands of a very few great landholders who were protected by | 
corn laws, and who were thus enabled to charge high prices for necessary [00 
Great wealth had been accumulating daring the period of war in the develo) 
ment of mines, works, and factories. [Individual wealth existed in a measure 1: 
before witnessed; and this condition misled many legislators in this country 
deceived the very elect. and doubtless led Henry Clay and other champion» 0! 4 
high tariff to advocate the very policy which Great Britain was then being force 
to give up by the disastrous results which had ensued. Underneath this outsi 
show of prosperity poverty, destitution, and want existed on every side ; p: 
ism existed as never before or since among any English-speaking people. 

At the time when Sir Robert l’eel took office in 1840 it was clearly proved t!ia! 
the very measures which had been enacted for the purpose of establishing 4 hwo: 
market and building up domestic manufactures ‘‘ had destroyed that market 
reducing the great mass of the population te beggary, destitution, and want 
quote the exact words of a contempurary observer. : 

Those who choose to discriminate between the leaders of the two parties «' | 
preseut time may read the perversion of ——— history by James G. Blaine 
the North American Review; and the true pictare which is given by Gene: 
M. | -umball. 

It would be well worth while for _ one who may have been misled by the 
common errors about the influences which brought Great Britain to rever-« |! 
policy in 1842 to read up the economic history of that period. It can be dno 2 
a very few days. All the sacts are given by the radical Miss Martineau in )«t 
History of Fitty Years’ Peace; by the Tory Sir Stafford Northcote, in his T wen'y 

Years’ Financial Policy, explaining the changes which Peel brought about: | 
the economiat John Novle's Fiscal Legislation in Great Britain, or in Carly‘ 5 
Past and Present The best summary is to be found in the little book publis! . 
in Chicago in 1884 by General M. M. Trumbull, entitled ‘Ihe American Lesson 0! 
the Free-Trade Straggle in England. In this book will be found the whole recor! 
of the condition of England from 1838 to 1846, after the pamic of 1836, which org 
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inated in this country and spread to Great Britain, had spent its force, down to the 
culmination in 1846 of the measures which Peel instituted, but which were sub- 
stantially completed by Gladstone in 1853. This history ought to be read by 
every man who desires to make up his mind how to act in this country at the 
present time. The logic of évents is the same. We are repeating history. We 
are suffering, so far as it is in the power of legislators to stop the progress of this 
country, from injudicious metheds of obstruction ; and we may make prog 
agriculture and in manufactures by “ great lc aps and bounds,” as Gladstone pat 
t, whenever we choose to adopt the policy which will soon be brought into action 
whether we will or no, by the logic of necessity. : 

The basis of Peel's tariff reform in England was established by Joseph Hume, 
who, being appointed chairman of the committee in the House of Parliament, 
made a report on the tariff of Great Britain, which then covered about 1,25v spe- 


ressin | 


cific articles at an average rate of about 23 per cent. on dutiable imports. In this | 
report he first sorted imports, according to their use, under tour heads i 
Crade materials. 
Paruly manufactared materials. 
Manufactured goods. 
Articles of the natare of a luxury, like wines and tobacvo. 
It was a case of condition and not of theory which Sir Robert Peel was called 


upon to meet when he took office. He met that condition by discriminating in 
choosing the subjects of taxation in the tariff which he presented, placing in the 
free-list all the littie petty taxes or duties, on which an agreement was readily 
maae, and then either making free partly manufactured goods or greatly abating 
duties upon them, at the same time reducing the duties on finished products ex. 


cept those of the fourth class, namely, those of the nature of a luxury or voluntary | 


use. 

I had become s0 much impressed and influenced by the success of this method 
that during the last few months of the administration of Secretary Hugh McCul- 
loch I suggested to him to clasa the imports of this country ina way correspond- 
ing to Hume's method. " 


I gave him my reasons somewhat in this way, that in | 


whatever manner, by whatever party, under whatever name, the reform of our | 
tariff should ata future day be taken up it would of necessity be governed by | 


the logie of the lines or classes on which these imports might then be sorted. 


The suggestion was adopted. I made five classes, and since that date the fiseal 
statement of each year has been tabulated in that way. 
I venture to incorporate at this point the statement of tho imports under each 


of the heads named, with the duties thereon. I take these figures from the last 
report of the Bureau of Statistics of the Treasurer of the United States for the fis 
cal year ending June 30, 1889. a 
“IMPORTS ENTERED FOR CONSUMPTION, 
* Imports of merchandise subdivided into groups or classes according to 
manufacture and uses. 

In the following tables the extended classification for imports entered for con- 
sumption, embracing over a thousand articles and classes of articles, which is 
mainly an alphabetical arrangement with two grand subdivisions of free and duti- 
able articles, has been subdivided into the five following general groups or classes, 


degree of 


Imports entered for consumplion during the year ending June 30, 1889, with accompanying diagram, showing the relative values of the 
classes of free and dutiable imports, and the relation of the duty collected on cach class to its 
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It is 


according to the degree of manufacture and uses of the articles imported 








hoped that the condensation of imports into these groups will in some measure aid 
and simplify the labors of those engaged in investigating the operations of ou 
tarnff laws. = 

“ For more extended explanation of this classification ee report of this oflice on 
Imported Merchandise entered for Consumption, 1887, page xxiv, etc. 


*Ciass A.—Articles of food, and a1 

‘Ciass B.—Articles in a cr 
domestic industry. 

* CLass C.—Articles wholly or partia anuft red, for use as materials in 
the manufactures and mechauic arts 

“Crass D.—Manutfactured articles, ready f 

** Ciass E.- 


ule condition, whic! iter into various processes ol 


} 
ries, et 














\rticles of voluntary use, luxt 
‘The value of imported merchandise entered f ynsumption in the United 
States, with the amount of duty collected thereon added r the year ending June 
30, 1889, has been as follows 
P« Per 
Classes Values “— Daty , oe Fotal — 
total oe total and daty 
alue duty 
(A) Articles of food, and ani- 
mals a fak a gina piace abana $240, 666, ¢ 2.45 $06, 568, 992) 30. 44. $207, 235, 625 
(B) Articles in a crude condi- 
tion which enter into the va 
rious processes of domestic 
BEE <Pesdeesccce: scecuees 172, 134, 71 5, 363, 62 02 498, 341 
(C) Articles wholly or partially 
manufactured, for use as ma 
terials in the manufactures 
and mechanic arts... ..... . 84, 354, 509, 11.5 22,19 } 6, 5149, G04 
+ (D) Articles manufactured 
ready for comsumption ... 147, 596, 641) 19.91, 68, 68 5} 31.40; 216, 280, 406 
(E) Articles of voluntary use, 
laxuries, etc....... 3 96, 678,839) 13.04 45 20.99 142, 569, 196 
ED bedtind ocemsa 741, 431, 398 100. 00; 218, 701, 774,100.00 960, 133,172 


This table does not show the cost of the imports landed in our ports. Thet 
are not included in the values of articles the cost of coverings, Commissions, etc 
excluded trom the dutiable value by the act of March 3, 1883; nor freight charges 


| from the country of importation, and undervaluations, the aggregate amount of 


| which can not be estimated with any approximation to acc 


Iracy 


respechive 


alue, 


Per 
. , “ent. 
Classes. > Value. a Diagram Scale: 1 inch = $100,000, 000 
total 
| 
FREE OF DUTY. 
(A) Articles of food, and animals ...... $119,403.49) 46. 54 


(B) Articles in acrude condition which | 
enter into the various processes 
of domestic industry 

(C) Articles wholly or partially manu- 
factured, for use as materials in 
the manufactures and mechanic 

















110,706,883! 43. 15 —— 
' 





SE cap ushvhedee o4ne4p0bennevOucer 12,494,105, 4.87 — 
(D) Articles manufactured, ready for 
consumption ......--..--+--««+++- ' 9,820,801) 3, 83) —— 
(E) Articles of voluntary use, luxuries, | } 
UR tied ae list and waned éinees 4,149,350) 1. Gli= 
ie Ok 2, dedi bie aed | 256,574, 630/100. 00) 
DUTIABLE. : 
| 
(A) Articles of food, and animals...... 121,263,202) 25. 0) 
(B) Articles in acrude condition which | i 
enter into the various processes | 
of domestic industry ..-..........- 61,427,833) 12. 67} 
(©) Articles wholly or partially manu- | | 
factured, for use as materials in | | 
the manufactures and mechanic | 
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| | 
| Year Valine of— i 12e v0 | Per ] 
Groups pees ‘ ‘ Total. | Duty. | rate on on of | oe 
os F j | dutia- = 
30— Free of duty. Dutiable. | i ble. | duty. 
- : 
P I 
! er ct. "er ct. | I 
(| 1880 | $90, 687, 062 | $108, 526,901 | $199, 165,963 | $52,305,551 | 48.19 | 28. 67 
1881 90, 372, 067 125, $84,270 | 216,856,337 | 58,748,703 | 46.63) 80.35 
1882 | 82, 244,581 | 147,876,926 | 230, 121, 507 | $25,109 | 42.82] 29.37 
1883 | 78,565,246 | 135,834,124 | 214,309,370] 58,556,183 | 43.11 | 27.93 
(A) A . j 1884 92, 589, 286 132, 136, 969 | 224, 726, 255 | 59, 135, 172 44.75 | 3L15 
p= a, 0 coe 4 1885 5 107, 706, 369 | 194,266,360 | 61,695,247 | 57.28 | 34. 75 
1886 112, 453,925 | 196,206,228 | 61, 064,714 | 54.37] 32.42 
1887 3 | 112,273,076 | 211,456,849 67,998,334) 60.57 | 32.07 
1} 1888 | 104,201,336 | 115,114, 040 | 219, 395,376 | 64,393,790 | 56.00} 30.16 
|| 1889 | 139,403,491 | 121,263,202 | 240,606,693 | 66,568,932 | 54.90 | 20.44 45 
(| 1880; 96,980,615 | 63,075,261 | 160,055,876 | 20,650,123 | 32.74 | 11.32 
1881 | 92,570,081 | 56,929,006 | 149,490,047 | 17,130,700} 30.09) 8.85 ) 
1882 | 103,045,047 61, 010, : 164,055,776 | 18,788,424 | 30.80 s 71 ) 
1883 | 102,844,603 | 46,321,172 | 149,165,775 | 12,936,129 | 27.93 17 
(B) Articles crude condition which enter into the various processes ; | i8s4 94, 039, 567 44, 457, 174 138, 496, 741 11, 922, 748 26. 82 6, 28 
of don ndnatry \| 1885] 82,507,747 87. 101,596 | 119, 609, 342 9,454,989 | 25.48] 5.33 ‘ 
| 1886 | 102,438,264 41, 613, om | 144, 052,022 | 12,863,115 | 30.91| 6.83 ‘ 
1887 | 106,389,032 | 59,542,660 | 165,931,692} 19,567,903 | 32.86 | 9.23 3 
1888 | 111,808,141 | 56,221,508 | 168, 029, 649 | 15, 830,839 | 28.16] 7.42 
{| 1889 | 110,706,883 | 61, 427. 833 | 172, 134,716} 15, 363,625 | 26.01 7,02 
({ 1880} 10,629,186 62,657,777] 73,186,963; 18,864,408; 30.11} 10.34 
{/ 1881 ¥, 860,939 | 58,711,565| 68,072,504} 17,475,342 | 29.76 | 9.03 | { 
|| 1882) 13,488,950 65,736,906 | 70,225,856} 19,943,553 | 30.35, 9.25) 
1883 | 13,032,614 75,580,521} 88,613,135 | 23,055,271 | 30.50}. 11.00 | 
(C) Artic’es wholly or partially manufactured, for use as materials in | 1884 12, 186, 427 69, 963, $29 82,150,366 | 18,536,278) 2649) 870, 12 
the manufactures and mechanic arts. y}} 1885 11, 185, 487 61, 271, 465 72, 456, 952 | 17, 088,148 | 27.89) 9.64) 
|} 1886 | 10,689,156 67,855,317 | 78,544,473 20,115,152 | 29.68, 10.68| | 
{| 1887 | 12,149,883 | 67,505,441 | 79, 655, 824 20, 393, 493 30.21} 9.62 | 
1888 11,692,617 | 73,013,645 | 84,706,262 | 21, 824,738 | 20.89| 10.22/ 1) 
|} 1889 | 12,494,105 | 71,860,404 | 84,354,509} 22,195,095 | 30.89 {| 10.15| 1 
(| 1880 | 9, 131, 858 | 120, 872, 785 | 130, 004, 643 | 56,271,500} 46.55 | 80.85) 2 
1881 | 9,134,263 | 135,005,610 | 144,220,903} 63,665,234 | 47.13 | 32.89| 2 
|| 1882 | 10,621,238 | 147,545,470 | 158,166,708 | 70,541,612 | 47.81) 3372) 22 
1883 | 11,116,812 | 161,292,076 | 162,408,888 | 71,116,388 | 47.01 | 33.92 | : 
(D) Articles manufactured, ready for consumpt 2 1884 | 11, 085, 112 123, 015, 766 134, 050, 878 58,518,730 | 47.57 | 30. 82 ay. VO 
- oe _ SEGUE - 00 oven ++ + -seoprewanens . 1885 | 10,617,405 | 108,410,164 | 119, 027, 569 52, 387,336 | 48.28 | 29.54 20. 54 
| 1886 | 12,446,211 | 113,824,644) 126,270,855} 55,653,853 | 48.90 29.54) 1 
1887 | 11,565,665 | 124,473,106 | 186,038,771} 61,898,366 | 49.73 | 29.19| 19 
1888 | 11, 438,012 | 133,352,873 | 144,700,885 | 67,426,549 | 50.56 31.58) 2 
{| 1889 | 9,820,801 | 137,775,840 | 147,596,641 | 86,683,765 | 49.85 31.40| 19.9) 
(| 1880 | 770,450 | G4, 971,367 | GC, 141,826 | 34,923,490 | 53.92) 38.82) 10 ss 
1881 1,120,102 | 71,341,106} 72,461,208) 36,541,032 51.22) 18.88)| 11.14 
| 1882 1,322,164 | 83,321,935 | 84,644,099} 43,018.973| 51.63 19.95! 11.42 
1883 1,354,014 | 84,888,491 | 86,242,505 | 43,995,728  51.83/ 20.98, 12 
ms tition ab cgniiasiantn cai icieaiailincae }| 1884 1,429,873 | 86,721,276 | 88,151,149 | 41, 732,067 | 48.12) 21.98 
(E) Articles of voluntary use, luxuries, etc ...-.-....-.-s200e -eereeeeenes | 1885 2,041,604 | 72,178,227 | 74,219,831 | 36, 693,830 | 50.84 | 20.69 12. § 
| 1886 2,204,725 | 78,030,611 | 80,235,236 38,682,533 49.58 | 20.53 l 
| 1887 3, 805,306 | 86,631,039 |  90,336,345| 42,174,328, 48.74/| 19.89, 1 
1888 4, 874, 7 90,451,708 | 95,326,454 | 44,033,886 | 48.70) 20.63 1 
{| 1889 4,149,350 | 92,520,489 | 96,678,839 45,890,357 49.60), 20,99 
(| 1880 | 208,049,180 | 419,506,091 | 627,555,271 | 182,415,162) 43.48 |........). ; 
|, 1881 | 202,557,412 | 448 061,587 | 650,618,999 | 193,561,011 | 43.20 |......../... 
| 1882 | 210,721,980 | 505,491,966 | 716,213,946 | 215,617,671 | 42.66 |......../... 
|| 1883 | 206,913,289 | 493,916,384 700,829,673 | 209,659,699 | 42.45 /........ ; 
Total '| 1884} 211,280,265 | 456,205,124 | 667,575,389 | 189,844,995 | 41.61 }........|... 
TE occene<voyeussngnn seceestncstoushi ie sh ingnws Fo RORSEnS SaResin 1885 | 102,912, 234 | 386, 667,820 | 579, 580,054 | 177,319,550 | 45.86 |........|... 
1886 | 211,530,759 | 413,778,055 | 625,308,814 | 188,379,307 | 45.55 }........)...... 
|| 1887 | 283,003, 659 | 450, 825,22 | 683,418,981 | 212,032,424 | 47.10 |........ a 
1888 | 244,104,252 | 468,143,774 | 712,248,626 | 213,509,802 | 45.68 |........!.. 
|| 1889 | 256, 574, 630 | , 484, 856, 768 | 


Early in the Administration of President Cleveland I ventured to suggest to 
Assistant Secretary Fairchild to carry back this classification from the year 1884, | 
in which it was first established, to the year 1880, so that we now have the result 
of ten consecutive years, 1880 to 1889, inclusive, which I now submit for considera 
tion. I think all will agree with me that no committee of any party or under any 
name can fail to be governed by the logic of these lines in preparing measures of 
tariff reform 

IL. 


“We are at the parting of the ways."’ Any one who takes the ground ihat the 
main object which should be kept in view in placing taxes upon foreign imports 
may rightly be an attempt to establish any and every branch of industry, great 
and small, without regarding the use to which imports are to be put, and without 
any consideration of the temporary obstruction to other branches of industry 
which must follow any interference with the natural course of trade, may take 
his own way; he will have no farther interest in this essay. Such men may sep- 
arate themselves under the guidance of their chosen leaders, for such influence 
upon the question of taxation as they may be capable of exerting. Their position 
is a very Pisin one, and it has been rightly named by its chief exponent, the chair- 
man of the Committee on Ways and Means, the method of “ protection with inci- 
dental revenue May it not be held that this method is inconsistent with the 
public welfare and that it is contrary to the very principle of law which has been 
established by the Supreme Court of the United States in the case of the Loan 
Association vs. Topeka! 

In this case Justice Miller, on behalf of the court, stated this fundamental prin- 
ciple of law as follows: ‘ To lay with one hand the power of the Government on 
the property of the citizen, and with the other bestow it on favored individuals 
to aid private undertakings and to build up private enterprises, is none the less 
robbery because it is done under the forms of law and is called taxation. This 
is not legislation ; it is a decree under legislative forms. * * * Beyond a cavil 
there can be no lawful tax which is not laid for a public paepeee, ” 

I think it must be clear to every unprejadiced mind that the theory of Mr. Mc- 
Kixey, of ‘' protection with incidental revenue,” is in fact forbidden by this dic- 
tum of the Supreme Court. It can only be justified by a legal subterfuge, to wit, 
thata public purpose cr necessity exists which justifies doing away with the reve- 
nue duty on sugar, thereby depriving the Government of all revenue from that 
source, and continuing to tax the people in order to pay a pod to the sugar- 
planters. The bounty to sugar-planters must be justified, if j ed at all, upon 
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the ground that public necessity requires the production of sugar within tho 
its of our own country, although sugar can be procured at less cost in.exchan: 
for wheat, cotton, and oil. If not se justified, the tax from which the bounty) 


| to be *‘ bestowed upon private individuals to aid private enterprises becomes n 


the leas robbery because it is done under the forms of law and is called taxati 

This proposition brings the effect of this theory of protection directly into vi 
one may well ask why the same method should not S adopted to promote oti 
branches of industry. It ie admittedly more important that this country gho 
make its own iron than that it should make its own sugar, and the heavy dutic 
ironand steel have been justified upon the ground that it is for the public intere=t | 
make this country independent of all others in the production of iron. It is : 
independent, whether we will or no; we are consuming 35 to 40 per cent. of | 
iron of the world and no other country could ibly supply us. On the plea‘ 
this branch of industry should be sustained, the consumers of iron and steel i: | 
country have ey a sum in excess of the price paid by the consumers who | 
been supplied by Great Britain and Germany, ranging from $50,000,000 to $30,000 | ' 
a year for the last ten years. The excess of price Tes not been paid over to | 
workmen by the owners of the mines and works; ithas been bestowed upon 
vate individuals to aid private enterprises. One has only to examine the av: 
wages of the workmen in the iron mines and works of this country to be convi: 
that they are much less than the wages of those who are engaged in the conve! 
of crude iron and steel inte machinery, too!s, beams, bara, and other forms for 

If it were proposed to remit all duties upon iron and steel, and to pay a b 
to the producers of these crude metals, equal to the excess of price which we ! 
paid for the last ten years, would not that bring the case directly under the 
as laid down by Justice Miller? If under such circumstances it would co: 
rectly under the law, why does not the case come indirectly under the law. | 
vided a case could be maile up to test the question in court? It might be di!! 
cult, as a matter of practice, to bring the case into court, but I am incline: ' 
think that if this policy of protection with incidental revenue were to be force! 
to effect by the votes of a temporary majority of the Congress of the United Stat: 
a way “ be found to bring this subject before the Sapreme Court and to aba’ 
this evil by a decision of the court. Thatis the way by which many of the abuse: 
of the taxing power have been prevented, but the remedy can be more easily >| 
plied through legislation. 

The present tax upon the import of tin-plates is ee @ revenue measure, | 
canse no one such in this country. The object of raising this tax ‘» 
twice the rate now levied is that ‘“‘a bounty may be bestowed upon private in‘i- 
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viduals in order to aid them in the private enterprise’ of makingtin-plates. The 
income of the tax has been asked for this purpose; it has been granted by the 
majority of the Committee on Ways and Means for this purpose ; it is consistent 
with the so-called principle of protection with incidental revenue, and not a man 
who has voted for this measure in the House of pegeremntatives can deny that. 
under the ruling of the Supreme Court, this method ‘‘is not legislation ; it is a 
decree under legislative forms, and is none the less robbery because it is called 
ation. 
“On the other hand, almost all the advocates of the theory of protection accord 
ing to the principles of its founders, viz, temporary support during the period of 
the infancy of any art, may now be ready to jain with the reasonable advocat 
of freer trade in coming to an agreement upon a measure which would be consist 
ent with existing conditions and also consistent with con:mmon sense. Al] ad mit, 
as Sir Robert Peel did, that we can not apply the absolute theory of free trade at 
the present time. But we can lay aside our prejudices; we can treat the whol 
subject in a judicial way; we can adopt a measure of tariff reform which shall lead 
in due season to such free trade as may be consistent with the necessity of deriv- 
ing a revenue from duties upon imports, the subjects of taxation being selected 
with a view to the least burden upon consumers, 
We may now take up the right method of bringing an agreement on method 
into practice and thereby giving the necessary direction to our legislators, who 
are all seeking for guidance among their constituents. How cau we expect legis 
lators to make good laws if their constituents do not themselves know what kind 
of laws they want! 
When this subject is thus approached in a judicial way there are two lines of 
preliminary research and two sets of facts of which full cognizance must be 
ken: 
*T he home market of this country rests for its developmen :; its stability, and its 
profit npon the Eee of the great mass of the consumers of this country who 
are working-people busily occupied for gain in all the arts of life; of whom a vast 
majority are ““working-people” even in the narrow sense in w@ich that term is 
commonly used. The census of occupations of those who are engaged in gainful 

ursuits is doubtless about as accurate as the enumeration of the population itself 

hose who are thus occupied for gain and who do all the work of production and 
distribution, and who enjoy greater or less abundance in their consumption ac- 
cording to their larger or lesser share of the joint annual product, number one ip 
three of the whele population, disregarding fractious. 

They are listed under different heads, namely, four general classes, and a great 
many subclasses under each of the general heads. The proportions under th« 
four general classes have not varied much for several decades. According to the 
census of 1880, the total number of all who were occupied for gain was 17,400,000 
out of 50,000,000. (I will omit fractions in dealing wi:h these figures.) A little 
over 23 cent., numbering about 4,000,000, were occupied in professional and 

rsonal service. There can, of course, be no direct foreign competition with 
this class through the import of products. Ten and four-tenths per cent., num- 
bering a little over 1,800,000, were occupied in trade and transportation; there can 
be no import of foreign products to compete with this class; it matters not to them 
what they move or what they oy deal in. Forty-four per cent., numbering a 
little over 7,600,000, were occupied in agriculture as farmers and farm laborers, 
fruit cultivators, shepherds, and the like; and, lastly, 22 per cent., numbering a 
little over 3,800,000, were occupied in the manufacturing and mechanic arts and 
in mining. All who could or can be subjected to Ge change in the direction of 
their industry by alterations in the taritf policy of this country are substantially 
included in the two latter classes ; that is, in agriculture and manufactures. 

According to the valuation of the products of agriculture, which was carefully 
revised by the Department of Agriculture after the census had been taken, the 
total value of the product of this great body of farmers and farm laborers, num- 
bering 7,600,000, was a little under $4,000,000,000; that part of the product, which 
consisted of sugar, tobacco, hemp, flax, wool, fruits, and the like, or of any other 
articles which could be in any part imported from abroad, came to less than 
$200,000,000—or less than 5 per cent. of the tetal. It follows that not exceeding 
350,000 to 400,000 of all who were occupied in agriculture could be subjected to 
any adverse influence by changes in the tariff, even if a larger proportion of 
these necessary articles were imported free of duty than had been imported while 
subject to duty ; this estimate by persons being made in ratio to the relative value 
of different products. 

In this consideration we of course leave out the Dominion of Canada. Owing 
to the difference in climate and to our advantage of position, there is a consider- 
able exchange of products of agriculture between us and our neighbors in Canada ; 
the amountsabout balance. On the whole, we supply Canada with a rather larger 
part of the acts of agriculture than they can supply to us. But the total 
traflic is relatively a very small part of our commerce and may be wholly set 
aside, especially since the advocates both of protection and of freer trade are com- 
ing together in sustaining reciprocity among the nations on the American conti- 
nents, especially with Canada. 

On the other hand, in 1880, 17 per cent. of the valuc of the product of agricnlt 
ure found its home market only by sale for expert to foreign countries; since then 
the proportion of exports has diminished; exports now rango from 10 to 15 per 
cent. in value of the total product of agriculture, varying with the relative supply 
and demand. It therefore follows that there is a vastly greater proportion of 
farmers and farm laborers whose home market depends upon the export trade than 
there are of those who might possibly be tes goed if, through imports of for 
eign articles of like kind, the demand for their own product were reduced. 

Vhen we take up the fourth class, manufacturing and mechanic arts and min- 
ing, one’s judgment may vary ag to the proportion whose home market depends 
upon export and the proportion whose product could be in part imported from a 
foreign country. In a rough and ready way it may be said that about one-half the 
total number under this head of 3,800,000 were mechanics engaged in building 
trades or in other arts which can not be conducted on the factory principle, and 
which can not be interfered with or affected to their detriment by any import 
from any foreign country, but may be greatly benefited by the removal of taxes 
from the materials on which they work. 

It is not worth while at this time te enter into the details of the classification of 
the other half of this number. Let it be admitted that there are about 1,900,000 
to 2,000,000 le, more or less, each of whom supports two others who are occu 

ae the manufacturingand mechanic arts, a part of whose work may 
promoted by a tariff and a part of whose work might perhaps be adver-ely 
affected by injudicious or revolutionary changes in the tariff policy of the coun- 
try. The oF ae of thia analysis is to call attention to the fact that at least 
80 per cent., and probably more, of all who are occupied for gain in this country 
have no direct interest in the tariff question except as consumers; while the re- 
mainder, about evenly divided between producers and consumers, may be affected 
more or less by changes in the tariff system to their benefit, or to their injary by 
niotioton or revolutionary changes. 
are probably twelve to fifteen hundred thousand persons occupied mainly 
in agriculture, bat partly in the mining, mechanic, and manufacturing arts, whose 
home market depends absolutely ou sales for export, and about ten to twelve bun- 
dred thonsand occupied mainly in manufacturing and mining, but in lesser pro- 
im agriculture, whose jaet would be in part imported if all duties on 
would unseen ys abated. ee or abatement of seen on superte 
promote t how much imports would be increased or 
diminished can sel be datecmined smell the effect of ia somevel of daties on crude 
or partly manufactured materials shall bave given our domestic manufacturers an 
even chance to compete with others. 
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If it be admitted th 























t number of persons who are occupied in branches of 
agriculture, in manufactures, and in ning, whose home market depenés wholly 
upon sales for export to other countries, exceeds the number of those who ave 
oceupied in any branch of domestic production of which a part might be im 
ported under other conditions, then it follows of necessity that the only effect of 
duties upon imports has been or is to give a different direction to domestic indus 
try from that which it would otherwis ave taken. By euch acourse we do not 
add anything to or take away anything from the work that to be done, but we 
do or may diminish the of t product from w h all wages and 
profita are alike derived, by rest g its ma t, thus diminis : ‘th gene 
wages and profits in tl : I 3 spe ections. If the 
import of foreig yg ‘ u“ red ted, then itf 
lows of necessity tha € x lucts of thet lof the n 5 is to 
that extent obstr d, because w a fi gn g xchar ir food 
that we can not consume, for cott that we can not 3] or oil that we can 
not burn. 

“ But,”’ some one says if these foreign g 3 were I actured at home 
there would then be the sar market for the la arm, the mine, and 
the forest, within the limit of our country, that now exists abroad That view 
of the matter opens a very complex question. One can neither admit nor den 
that position, because we have no experience to guide us If, however, we did 


to this country, the work in the fa 
re employment to a very m 
number of laborers than are engaged in th odnet of wheat and cotton which 

now exchange forthem. The home market which would be established in this 


) 
artificial way would pot take up anything like the quantity of products of the 
: : 


make the finished goods which w 
tories in which they would 
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impor 


be made would g nch | 









arm, the mine, and the forest that is now exported. 

ro show the absurdity of this conception lem not do better than to quote from 
Mr. BUTTERWORTU's late speech. Having laid down his base-line principle w 
reference to the revision of the tariff, viz, that of reduction, he says Other 
wise we should have five gentlemen, honorable and learned gentlemen, arbitrar 
shuffling and disarranging, according to their own partially enlightened ju 
ment, the more than fifty thousand industries of sixty millions of people, s 


tered over a vast continent, affecting directly and indirectly every home in th 
land, and having to do with all the nations of the earth.’ 

Is it not a simple absurdity to expect the men whom we elect to Congress 
whose capacity or whose want of capacity we all know, many of whom we would 
never choose to manage a single large corporation, bank, or other commercial en 
terprise, to be able to choose and direct the occupations of this people? Are su 
men as our members of Congress to be empowered to say to us, this branch of 
work you shall do, and that branch of work you shall not do? What an absurd 
ity! Asif the people were not more competent than any Congress that ever ex 
isted, and mere capable of managing their own affairs than the average member. 

Again, what could be more absurd than the bugbear which is held up to us, of 
a community which would be exclusively devoted to agriculture, as the penalty 
for doing away with protection to domestic industry? Sach acommunity neve 
existed upon this continent except in the slave Statics. ‘There, owing to slavery 
we had a community almost wholly devoted to agriculture, and this was due to 
the coercion of law and the attempt to direct and control the labor of a great 
community by statute 

The first pamphlet ever printed by the writer, on cheap cotton by free labor 
was devoted to an economic review of the slave system of labor. In that and in 
other articles I treated the system purely from the economte standpoint; I vent 
ured to predict the changes which would come whenever the attempt to direct 
the labor of the community by the force of slavery should be removed. When 
the economic history of the present generation shall be written, it will give a 
picture of the most wonderfal industrial revolution that has ever been witnessed 
and it will do away forever with the conception that infant industries require 
even temporary support frem the Government. 

* * * ‘ 

No one can yet measure the progress which has been made in all the arts and 
industries which are necessary to civilized life in that great Southland. I have 
lately been on a hasty trip as far as New Orleans; I have witnessed the progr: 
of white and black alike; progress upon the farm, in the field, in the great fax 
tory, in the workshop; progress in better conditions of life, in higher wages anc 
in lower cost, in every town and city and wherever the railway has penetrated. It 
is a complete proof that diversity of employment establishes itself in spite of legis 
lation and in spite of every bad form of taxation. 

If you will aime over the analysis of the occupations of the people of the sev 
eral States in the censns of 1880, limiting your observation to those which had not 
been subject to the indignity of slavery, you will find that in a very short time 
after a State or Territory is open to settlementa certain balance of occupations es 
tablishes itself. Where the land is poor, as in New England, the larger numbe: 
will be occupied in the manufacturing and mechanic arts; where the land is 
good, and the connection with the markets established, there may be for atime an 
excess in agriculture as compared with other occupations; but after the norm 
conditions have become established by long settlement, as in Ohio, for instance 
a State midway between the great prairies of the West and the factories of th 
East—we find that aJthongh there is almost nothing produced in Ohio which could 
be imported from any foreign country, except a little wool and a little pig-iron 
the two together constituting a small proportion of the product of the State and 
giving employment in 1880 to only 32,000 out of 1,000,000 persons then occupied fo: 
gain, rating persons in ratio to the relative value of products, the balance of o 


a8 


cupations is about the same as that which has established itself on the averag: 
throughout the country. That average is 40 to 45 per cent. in agriculture; 10 to 


il per cent. in trade and transportation ; 20 to 24 per cent.in professional and 
personal service; 20 to 24 per cent. in manufacturing and mechanic arts and in 
mining. 

The error which Mr. Gladstone has made in his artic 
Review, to which Mr. Blaine replied, is of this natur If [ read his article cor 
rectly from his standpoint, I think he holds to th aken idea that the con 
tions of this country are more especially adapted to agriculture than to the mana 


} 


le in the North American 


facturing arts. A greater mistake could not be made. We possess greater ad 
vantages in our natural conditions and resources for the establishment of the 






mining industry, the mechanic arts and mannfacturing 


than we do in agricul 





ure; and it is only due to our own blunders that we do not take the param t 
position in the world in all these arts 

On the other hand, the reply of Mr. Blaine is full of yet more gross errors; not 
errors of opinion, but errors in the statement of facts. A more mistaken or @ 


ry, not on 


piled than is 
thes 


t Britain 
found in Mr 
wo articles remains 


roneous statement of the course of economic bist 
but also in this country, could hardly been 

Biaine’s reply to Mr. Gladstone. A complete revi 

to be written. 


y in Gre 
have com 


yo 


So much for the analysis by persons. Now, if we adopt the theory so well laid 
down by Sir Robert Peel, after he had become convinced of the necessity of tariff 


reform, that if our condition had not been changed by our leng persistence in a 
high tariff policy we might choose the subjects from which to derive our revenue 
80 aa to interfere in the least degree either with commerce, agricu'ture, or manu 
factures, then the collection of our necessary revenue either from customs 
from excise, or both, would become avery simple matter. 

Let us for a moment take up this subject as a matter of theory and not of con 
dition. Let us investigate our resources, and lay out an ideal method for col- 
lecting the national revenue wholly from articles of voluntary rather than of 
necessary use, exempting everything that enters into the process of domestie¢ 
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industry, and taxing only those articles of which consumers may even be deprived 
of some part on account of the cost, and yet not be in any degree harmed or pre- 
vented from doing the most effective work of which they are capable; our — 
being to leave them free, a0 as to be able to obtain the largest annual product 
either by the application of the labor of the people of the country to its own re- 
sources or indirectly by devoting their labor and capital to exchanging their 
own prodacts for articles of necessity which may be of foreign origin, thus secur- 
ing every article of necessity at the lowest cost, whether of foreign or of domestic 
origin. We could then raise all the necessary revenue from spirits, wines, beer, 
sugar, tea, coffee, silks, the finer textile fabrics of wool and cotton, laces, em- 
broideries, furs, and fancy goods. : 

In order to apply this theury to our present condition, we may take as our basis 
the estimates of the Seoretary of the Treasury for the ensuing fiscal year; but 
in so doing we must bear in mind that there has scarcely been a single estimate 
of prospective revenue sabmitted by any Secretary for the last twenty-five yeara 
which bas not been exceeded in resalt; we must also bear in mind, in consider- 
ing estimates of expenditure, that the recommendations of the Secretary of the 
Treasury have beon more apt to be cut down by Congress than to be increased. 
At the present time, however, when our legislators are so anxious to dispose of 
a surplus in order that they may not be called upon to reduce taxation, we may 
lind an exception to this latter rule; bat for the purposes of study the ordinary 
conditions may be applied to the present case, 

I might have attempted to lay down the basis for an act for the collection of our 
national revenue consistently with theory; of course, our condition will not per- 
mit the immediate application of this theory in its full force on account of our 
present conditions. A beginning, however, may be made, and as the effects of 
the changes upon the progress of the country are developed the work can pro- 
ceed more and more rapidly. 

No one can yet venwure to forecast the prosperity of this country which would 
ensue the moment all crude and partly manufactured materials which are neces- 
sary in the main processes of our domestic inuustry were made free from duties, 
and were therefore supplied to our domestic manufacturers on even terms with 
our competitors in other countries. As one can not forecast the beneficial effect 
of the removal of these taxes, 60 no one can measure the injury which has been 
inflicted in consequence of the higher price of iron, steel, copper, lead, and other 
metals, of wool, chemicals, and dyo-staffs through this long term of high-tariif 
obstruction. 

The tine change may now be readily brought about, because the masters of the 
art of converting ore into iron have become aware that, owing to the scarcity of 
the fine ores suitable for the Bessemer metal, and of coal suitable for coking in 
Great Britain, the paramount control of the metal industry is passing to this coun- 
try; it needs only the maintenance of the prices on the other side without a re- 
duction of our own to put us in a position of advantage for converting the crude 
metals into the higher forms in which ten or twenty men may be called for as 
compared to one in the prodaction of pig-iron, copper, lead, and zino. The pros- 
perity which would ensae, as it did in Great Britain after similar changes in the 
turiff were made, would tend to increase the consuming power of our own people 
in respect to the datiable goods from which we should still derive a constantly 
increasing revenue. In this way we might gain a true protection to our domestic 
industry and the development of our home market; we might then take the para- 
mount position in manufacturing arts 9s well as in agriculture, to which we are 
entithd, and yet enjoy the fall benefit of low price and high wages. 

I have endeavored to bring out this point very comneeeerey. because man 
persons have looked upon those who are stigmatized as free-traders as if they ad- 
vocated radical and injadicious changes in our revenue system, such as would 
launch us upon free trade without warning and without preparation. It is time 
to lay aside such prejudice with regard to those who advocate tariff reform in the 
direction of freer trade. I can not name aman among my associates in the study 
of these economic questions whose views are not substantially like my own and 
who is of any considerable influence or importance either as a student, economist, 
or legislator—not one who would not deprecate radical and revolutionary changes 
and who would not be guided by the most conservative ideas in the measures by 
which an ultimate but very profound change in our fiscal system would be 
brought about. 

So far as one may judge by the course which has been taken in the House of 
Representatives and in the Senate, and by the position taken by Ex-President 
Cleveland, the advocates of tariff reform and reduction first declared their adhe- 
sion to this proposed method by putting wool, hemp, flax, and many other articles 
which are most important acts in the specific States from which they have 
been elected at once into the: free-list. May pot men like the Representatives 
from Texas, Kentucky, Tennessee, and Arkansas, who led off in the Committee 
on Ways and Means in taking off the taxes from wool, hemp, and flax, well be 
sustained in the brave stand which they have taken and on the lines on which 
they have carried their constituents with them! These men havo also been 
willing, even eager, to grant rates of duty on finished fabrica, such as might allay 
the fears of those who have been so long sustained by high duties that they dread 
any change. This is a reasonable method. The matter of importanco is that we 
should be headed in the —_ direction. The time covered in the process of 
change may well correspond sabstantially with the life of the existing machinery 
which has been put at work at the high cost due to past and present conditions. 

All the machinery in our textile factories has cost at least 50 per cent., if not 75 
per cent., more than that of our competitors in England, France, and eye 
on account of the tax upon materials ef which that machinery is made. The life 
of machinery which is used in modern eer —— from ten to twenty 
vears, averaging perhaps fifteen years. If the relief could at once be given by a 
removal of the duties upon crudeand partly finished materials, with very moderate 
reduction on the finished goods, we should probably repeat the experience of 
Great Britain, and we should find, as Gladstone put it, that “‘the read to free 
trade is like the road to virtue; the first step the most painful, the last step the 
most profitable.” 

The mannafacturers of England were formerly so afraid of pauper labor, so 
cal'ed, that when the posgeumen for the union of Ireland with Holand was nd. 
ing, the purport of which was of course to bring Ireland under the same tariff sys- 
tem as that of England, they sent momorials to Parliament in copeueen to the 
union, on the ground that they would be ruined by the cheap labor of Ireland. 
Of course they were disappointed; they were not obliged to disturb or stop the 
factories of Lancashire and of Yorkshire or to move them across the Channel. 
The manufacturers of England soon found out that the low-priced labor of people 
verging on pauperism is the dearest and not the cheapest labor that can be offered. 

I will now close this overlong treatise upon the method of tariff reform by sub- 
mitting what may be called a practical budget. The figures are based upon the 
actual accounts of the Treasury of the United States, and apon what is hoped may 
be the maximum expenditure that will be warranted even by the present Con- 

rress. 

: First let me call attention to a few facts. Let us suppose that the civil war 
were ended—I mean the financial war, which will not be ended until the last dol- 
lar of debt shall have been paid and the last pension shall have fallen in, There 
are certain necessary annual appropriations which must be met year by year. 
How could we meet them with the least interference with the y chosen pur- 
suits of the people, and yet with due regard to the conditions in which we are? 
The ordinary expenses consist of, first, the cost of the civil service, legislative, 
jadicial, consular, and the like, andthe cost of the collection of revenue ; second, 
the support of the Army and the constraction of fortifications; third, the sup- 
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port of the Navy, withont expensive appropriations for construction; fourth, ; 
deficiency in the posta) ser “ice; fifth, the interest on the public debt; sixth. ; 
support of the Indians, and seventh, the miscellaneous expenses. The sun 
these regular or norma: ex enditures, aside from war obligations, ac: or ling ; 
the estimates submitted by cue Secretary of the Treasury for the next fiscal y, 
which estimates until pow have been more apt to be cut down than increase 
Congress, amount to less than $200,000,000. We may set off a tax against . 
branch of expenditure, and the conclusion which we reach is rather singula 

Omitting fractions, the internal revenue from whisky more than pays the 
of the civil government. The excess added to the tobacco tax more than suit 
to pay the army expenses and fortifications. The Navy floats on beer, with a 
of the beer tax to spare and carry forward. The income from the Indian 
funds meets the cost of the Indian Department. ‘The miscelianeous perma 
receipts of various kinds more than cover the miscellaneous permanent expens+« 
while the sugar tax and the revenue derived from imported liquors and toba 
cover the postal deficiency and the interest on the public debt, with $10,000, 0 
spare. 

Were it not for pensions and sinking funds, our pleasant vices, with the tax 
sugar added, would support the Government on a very adequate scale, not ver 
economically administered, and with a margin for contingencies of more 1 
$10,000,000 to spend on rivers and harbors. 

This is only one way of putting the case. It shows how easily we could co. 
all the normal or peace expenditures of the Government by taxing nothing 
spirits, beer, tobacco, and sugar. But we are subject to war expenses and w: 
must continue some war taxes for a term of years. We may therefore make np 
two accounts: 














No. 1. 
War expenses: 
Current annual pensions, $65,000,000; arrears, 
$35,000,000 ...... 2 coc bdeenecoencusescovesedcecésccs $100, G00, 000 
EN een eee ---- 31,500,000 
UD OUIND cocw ces cectsovcscebecsccccceceescccsccns 6 GRR GSD 
I Wr CIE os 6 cade c. o5s Sees en oi icdvocscdacetut eee $180, 00 
War taxes: 
SEE GN G0 WE na ncepeccnccecenss-veunsancce 78, 000, 000 
EE OI IIE in on en wen nnseneenineeseee 27, 000, 000 
ND SOU OEE IEEE. « casaconnsasuess> eoeseedste 33, 000, 000 
Daties on sugar and molasses.................+.s++- 60, 00"), 000 
Elasticity in next fiscal year..........--.-.--seseese 2, 000, 000 
SE SE Dncncad nanese sqnnsniencec ecincs tavgnsvandantas 200, 000, 0 
Excess of war revenue carried forward..................---..-.--+- 20, 000 
No. 2. 
Peace expenditures: 
INE dé dy os ode ode bust bh OGhibe «cbvedausvatvessebaassad $66, 000, 0 
Army and fortifications............... pte» S cbeNbedeébgoneswuestve 87, 000, 000 
DE chckbodnen onbéenddenedudesscusvwdpepeesscnsdshabetedeesebts 25, 000, 000 
tii ctenehbedispesan hubwae ib saddnt vehetevghodeusdpneb 6, 000, 00K 
SE CER os nc tncceccscdsseedsccndébssdusvecvovsossobuenen 7, 000, 0vu0 
Miscellaneons..... ge cuaibsacedetedndbuttacé seblendsbeuecncrdsecwe 21, 000, 0¢ 
Rivers and harbors...... SovedcbaugeescuSsughhes » thd cbensedbivecde 10, 000, 000 
Total ..... Spiele skvblapad 64spetdccescsgbeddusseve Sidbsns pes 173, 000, 00 
Peace revenue on present basis: 
Brought fi from the war taxes................ butane Limblsaes 20, 000, 0 
Miscellaneous permanent receipts, omitting so-called protit on silver 
CONRAD 000 c cccccccccccs coccencces svcwes cocccccscccesccccececccces 30, 000, 0 
Customs revenue on basis of calendar year ending 
December 31, 1889 ..... opepsnseass Stinsdeodautcbéunsd $230, 000, 000 
Less sugar assigned to war exponses.............---.- 60, 000, 0v0 
—————————— 170, 000, dv 
isso ciscdac Bbnd us dda chét dc aehiesagbustesiecdediesVxavide 220, 000, 000 
Surplus available for reduction of taxation ............-.-+++++0+- ° 47, 000, 0 0 


On reference to the table of the revenue derived from aqerts, sorted accordii 
to their kind, given in the first part of this treatise, it will be found that— 


Aside from sugar, necessary articles of food have been taxed annu- 





ally between $10, 000,000 and .......... Cotvovvbsce ¢ cacdbvevecsceee = $12, 000, 000 
Articles in a crade condition necessary in the processes of domestic 

industry, $13, 000, 000 to......--.--..e-0-0+---+0 Meplinvesvedlrteenss 14, 000, 
Articles partly manufactured which are necessary in 

the processes of domestic industry..............-.-- «+ $23, 000, 000 
Less some duties which are imposed in order to adjust 

other duties to the internal taxes, etc................. 3, 000, 000 

————— 20, 000, 00 
Date . odeseeemntetouts heb 06s ebb 00s cco sb eewevse covceevecscecece 46, 000, 00° 
All this revenue can be s All these taxes are a useless burden upo: 


domestic industry. This can be given within the surplus ved to exist 
if this oes not waste the substance of the people in order to prevent « 
redaction of taxation.* 

Of course, one can not enter into details in a magazine article. Judgme: 
would be required in abating the duties upon crude and ae saeearet 
materials. Under these ings there may be a very few articles which it may 
be necessary to move into another class, or on which duties would have to be 
maintained of their close relation to finished products of a very simila: 
kind. Sol as we maintain aduty upon spool cotton, for instance, it would 10: 
be safe or Jeliclons to remove all duties upon fine cotton thread which could be 
im in the skein and reeled here. But these are all smali matters of detail 
Saflice that the revenue which is now derived from spirits, tobacco, beer, and su 
gar, from silks, and fancy goods, and from laces, embroideries, and the fin« 
textile fabrics, which are arti of luxury rather than of utility, is so large tho 
. — suffice i meet all the ordinary and all the extraordinary expenditures « 

© Governmen a 

But there is another element to be considered. When a reform of the Eng|is 
tariff was laid down on these lines under the direction of Sir Robert Peel, even ) 
could not anticipate the prosperity which would ensue from the removal of tb: 
little petty obstructions to the commerce of the globe, which had yielded only « 

* Since this treatise was first prepared for submission to a private club, the «: 
pendent pension bill has been passed, which may increase the current anna 
obligation to $100,000,000 a year. If common sense ruled in fiscal legislation, * 
duty on tea and coffee would have been imposed to meet this increased obligation 
But even this new. burden will not prevent the of this badget within 
two or three years by the nextCongress—such is the elasticity of our revenue —‘u 
spite of all the stupidities of partisan legislation. 








1890. 





small part of the customs revenue. He expected a deficiency in the revenue from 
the duties on imports in consequence of the abatement of the duties on the arti- 
cles made free; and to meet this expected deficiency he carried a temporary in- 


eome tax for three years, beginning in 1842 to end in 1845. But such was the | 


stimulus given to industry, trade, and commerce with ail the world, that the rev- 
enue on dutiable imports soon rose to the same amount that had been yielded be 
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You on that side say that the proposed changes are meant to im 
prove the condition of and to protect American workingmen. 
You made the war tariff, and since, in times of peace, you have gone 


| on increasing the rates of that tariff. 


fore the reform. By 1845 the previous deficiency in the revenue had been sur- | 
mounted and the treasury of Great Britain had a surplus to dispose of for the first | 


time in many years. 


But the lesson had been learned. Opposition to tariff reform almost ceased; in | 


1845 another list of articies of more importance was added to the tree-list. Still 
it could not be conceived that the revenue would not be diminished, and the in- 
come tax was again imposed for the term of three years. But again the revenue 
from dutiable imports increased rapidly ; again the consuming power of the peo 
yle bad increased with their prosperity. ‘Then came the [rish famine. ‘Lhe corn 
Lows went by the board by orders in council, afterward justified by act of Parlia- 
ment. The prosperity of England went forward by leaps and bounds. And in 
1853 Gladstone completed the work that Peel had begun. 

We have yet to icarn how to increase the public revenue by the abatement of 
obnoxious and obstructive taxation; even the simple system which is herein pre- 
sented, under which even an excessive expenditure can be met by a very simple 
system of taxation, under which every necessary article in our domestic manufact- 
ures will be free could it be putin force, woulda be immensely disappointing, and in 
the same way in which Peel afd his coadjutors were disappointed. ‘The mass of 
the people who are the great consumers both of domestic aad of foreign products 
would gain so much in their consuming power as to cause the revenne from dn- 






tiable imports to become greater than it had ever been before, even if we take off | 





$50,000,000 of taxes now derived from such foreign imports as have been vamed | 


above. 

Again, while the ordinary expenditures of the Government may increase with 
the population, the burden of interest and of pensions will soon rapidly diminish ; 
therefore I am justified in predicting that if this policy should be adopted and 
continue for fifteen years or during the lite of existing machinery, in which in- 
terval all our processes of manufacturing would be readily adapted to the new 
conditions at a diminishing cost, we might then, if we chose, relieve every article 
of import from foreign countries from taxation, except spirits, beer, tobacco, and 
sugar, and perhaps relieve sugar by substituting some other less onerous tax, as 
the people of Great Britain have done within a very few years. 

We might come to these conditions sooner if it were expedient, provided the 
mass of the people could be persuaded to put a moderate duty on tea and cotfoe as 
a substitute for duties on some other commodities. This, however, can hardly be 
expected ; the great objection to the present removal of the duty on suyar is that, 
once off, it would be ditlicult to put i¢ on again even if the public should become 
convinced that they had better pat a tax on sugar than on wool, hides, lumber, 
leather, tin-plates, salt tish, potatows, and other articles of like kind. 

Strange as it may seem, a small part of the members of the Senate and House 
of Representatives seem to believe that the dogma of “ protection with incidental 
reveuus” has some foundation in right and justice—notably the author of this 
catch-word or phrase, who has been pushed into temporary prominence as chair- 
man of the Committee of Ways and Means by the very sincerity of bis convic- 
tions. 

The greater part of the support of this measure is, however, given by the mis 
representatives of their respective States, who can only be designated as political 
lackeys or time-servers, many of whom are known to vote against their own con- 
victions. . 

It happens that most of the Representatives on the Democratic side who have 
not heretofore agreed with the majority of their own number apon this question 
have either been removed by death or by failure to be re-elected. Hence comes 
the necessity for a choice of parties, if this question is to be the paramount one in 
politics. Itisa pity, even a shame, thata plain, practical business question can 
not be taken out from party politics to be settled on its merits, What is thero 
that we can do to bring this about? This 1s a meeting v®Brepresentative business 
men who have heretofore voted, some with one party, some with another. Some 
are called protectionists, some are classed as free-traders, yet all thay come toa 
practicable agreement on practical methods of tariff reform. If that agreement 
could be brought into effect both here and elsewhere, to the end that every candi 
date for election to Congress or to the Senate of the United States, whether 

named Republican or Democratic, would be given to understand that his election 
would depend upon bis giving his support to methods of tariff reform which are 
consistent with common sense, such as I have attempted to bring before you, we 
might feel perfectly sure that the average candidate on either side would hasten 
to get the benefit of the first conversion to these views. 

In the great struggle by which personal liberty was established the men at arms 


knew no difference between Republican and Democrat. Loyalty to the principle | 


of liberty was the sole test by which men were jastified or condemned. May wo 
not establish the same test in the struggle for relief from the burden of obstrac- 
tion and destructive taxation ? 

When in the tu!lness of time, with due preparation, with careful consideration, 
and with consistent regard to all existing conditions, the object may be attained 
which is aimed at by every intelligent protectionist. tariff reformer, and free- 
trader alike; when all the conditions-precedent have been safely established on 
the lines upon which we may now enter, we may begin the next century free 
from slavery, free from debt, free from destructive taxation, free from the cruel 
burden of at standing armies and navies. Then may the people of Massacliu- 
setts and her sister States conduct their work and serve all nations as they 
serve themselves, sustamed and governed by the principle which is engraved 
upon her own great seal: 


Ense petit placidam sub libertate quietem. 


Mr. DUNPHY. Mr. Speaker, the people of the city ot New York | 


are opposed to the passage of the McKinley bill now under considera- 
tion. They are opposed to that kind of a revision of the tariff which 


Where has the workingman been benefited Who are the persons 
who have been growing richer and richer under these increasing tariff 
rates? Who are the persons who have been getting all the benefits? 
The American workingman? No! He is about as poorly off as ever. 


Before you began to revise the tariff by increasing the rate of taxation 


| labor was as well paid as now, but with this advantage to the laborer, 
| he was able to purchase more with his money 


You can not and you do not benefit the workingman by lessening the 
purchasing power of his earnings. You can notand you do not benefit 
him by compelling him to pay from his earnings an increased cost on 
every article of clothing he and his family wear, on almost every article 
of food he and his family consume, and on every article of household 
furniture he and his family must have. This bill is not meant to ben- 
efit him, and he and yon know it. In 1888 you may have frightened 
him with your loud cries of ‘‘ Protection to American workingmen,”’ 

‘Protection means larger wages,’’ and such things, but he knows you 
now and he remembers your deceit 

lor whose benefit are all these changes to be made, then? 

The bill in its every line is intended for the further benefit of those 
whom your party has already made rich; it is intended in its every 
line for the further benefit of the high and great in the land; it is in 
tended in its every line for the further benefit of those whose contribu- 
tions enabled you to purchase the Presidency and to whom you prom 
ised more *’ protection;’’ it is intended in its every line for the farther 
benefit of those to whom you are looking for ‘‘fat’’ to help keep your 
party in power. These are the persons who will be benefited, and you 
know it, and so intended it. 

The people of the metropolis of this country, with all their tremen- 
dous business interests which you and your party have many times dur- 
ing this Congress shown you have no concern about, they with the 
people (not protected barons) of the whole country want a revision of 
the tariff that means a reduction that will take trom them no greater 
share of their earnings than is fair and necessary, that will lessen the 
cost to them of those things that they must have and must get, that 
will increase or at least not decrease the purchasing power of their 
hard-earned money, and will prevent the accumulation here in our 
vaults of millions of dollars unfairly, unjustly, unnecessarily taken 
from them bytaxation. That is what they want and that is what you 
refuse to give them. We, of New York City, are well aware of the 
little attention you give to our demands; we know we are the last per 
sons, our city the last place, and ourcomforts the last things you think 
of. But November is approaching, and then you will hear from the 
metropolis in no uncertain tone. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
forty-six minutes remaining. 

Mr. McKINLEY. I yield now to my colleague from Ohio [ Mr. 
Morey]. 


The gentleman from Tennessee has 


[Mr. MOREY addressed the House. [See Appendix. | 


Mr. McKINLEY. 
{Mr. WHEELER]. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, it issomewhat amusing 
to me to note with what earnestness and apparent sincerity gentlemen 
on the other side attempt to argue their side of this great and absorbing 
question of the day. The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. TURNER] this 
morning in discussing the subject referred to the shipping industry, 
and made the statement that if American ship-builders were allowed 
to purchase their material abroad instead, of buying protected material 
at home, we would be able to have ships of our own upon the high seas. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, common sense ought to be at the base of al! dis- 
cussion, and the gentleman must concede at once that ships ean not be 


I now yield to the gentleman from Michigan 


| built at home under our present circumstances, even if the material 


increases the rate of taxation right along the line at a time when tie | 
Government is collecting millions more than are needed to economically 


maintain it, when the whole country is at peace, and when there is not 
the remotest chance of, or the smallest reason for, expecting any trouble 
within or without the land. 

What is the real object of such changes as the bill proposes? Yon 
on the other side of the House say that the changes are meant to ben- 
efit, among others, the farmers. How are the farmers going to be 
benefited by this bill ? 

Do you benefit them by putting a tax on fresh milk imported here 
from a foreign country? Do you benefit them’ by putting a tax on 
hay brought here from.a foreign country? Do you benefit them by 
taxing cabbages ? 

You are fooling the farmers; you are insulting their intelligence: 
you do not mean the bil! for their benefit. 


were given, incompetition with foreign ship-builders, because the labor 
question is the large item that enters into the construction of a ship, 
and our labor here is about 62 per cent. higher than labor of the same 
kind in the great ship-yards on the Clyde. Besides, there is the ques- 
tion of business for ships. If our iron were not protected the business 
of our ships on the lakes would be very materially cut into, because 
the iron trade furnishes a large proportion of the trade upon the inland 
seas. Itis safe to say that one-half of the business upon the lakes is 
in the iron-ore trade, which, if cut off, would lessen the business of 
the lakes just that much and take employment from thie sailors who 
man the ships and the carpenters and iron-workers who build them. 

Another very interesting suggestion came from the gentleman from 
Georgia. Hesaid that under our protective-tariff policy the ship-build- 
ing of this country had gonedown, and reterring to the gentleman from 
Maine, Governor DINGLEY, he asked if it was not true that the ship 
building in Maine had fallen off in the last few years owing to the pro 
tective tariff. I presume that Governor DINGLEY has become tired o! 
answering anch silly questions 2 this, for if the gentleman from Geor- 
gia were honest with himself he would see at once that the reason 


ship-building has fallen off in Maine is because the type of ships has 
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changed, steel being substituted for wood, and the ship-yards have 
naturally drified nearer the iron and coal regions of Pennsy! vania. 

It is trne that our shipping has been driven from the high seas, but 
this is because of the large subsidies that have been given by foreign 
Governments to our competitors since the war. But let us call the 
gentleman's attention for a moment toour shipping that has been pro- 
tected. Nocountry upon the face of God’s green earth has a better 
coastwise trade than has the United States. And that is a trade that 
is absolutely protected, for no foreign ship can enter our coasting trade 
under existing law. 

Naturally Americans are first-class ship-builders and sailors, proud 
in the art, and holding themselves second to none in mechanics. 

It was my good fortune to take a hurried trip abroad during the 

just past, and I was humiliated in visiting the great 


summer that is 
seaports of Europe not to see one single American flag floating trom 
the mast-head of the crowded shipping. What American in traveling 
abroad would not hail with delight the glorious flag of our country, 
over which we have fought and striven to maintain, and which has been 
made dear to us because of the many who have laid down their lives 
fer it, floating from the mast-heads of ships when in foreign countries? 
At least, Mr. Speaker, it would give one a feeling that he was among 
friends 

But there is something more than sentiment back ofall this. Ifsuch 
laws were passed as would enable us to go ou the high seas and increase 
our shipping, the benefits to American industries would be greater than 
the most sanguine could imagine. There is not a single article that 
~nters into the construction of a ship that is not manufactured in the 
United States; and I want to call the gentleman’s attention to the vast 
amount of iron, steel, brass, copper, lead, rigging, all kinds of furni- 
ture, machinery, boilers, engines, etc., that enters into the constraction 
of these ships, and remind him of the great degree of prosperity that 
would come to our already prosperous country which the other side is 
attempting to give over to Kuropean manufacturers. 

No industry carries with it so great a diversity of manufactured ar- 
ticles as that of ship-building. And now, Mr. Speaker, the people are 
waiting impatiently for the Republican House, for it is to them that 
they must look for relief, to pass the bills already passed by the Senate, 
which will enable us to spread out and go out upon the high seas in 
competition with the world. 

I wonder with what degree of satisfaction the gentlemen on the other 
side can hope to go belore the people of the country, before the people 
of the coast States and of the States bordering on the Great Lakes, ad- 
vocating the doctrine of free ships with the flourishing industries that 
have sprung up in those States on account of the protective tariff which 
has developed our industries and brought into requisition the large 
coastwise trade which we are now enjoying. 

I happen to be connected incidentally with the shipping business 
and somewhat extensively in the ship-building business, and I want 
to know when they come into the Tenth district of Michigan, where 
something like two thousand men are employed in building ships, 
whether these men can be induced to vote for free ships and have tree 
materials, wrought by foreign labor, laid down at their doors and they 
stand idly looking into their empty hands. I imagine they would 
look upon it as they did upon the picture that was drawn to them 
two years ago when free trade was illustrated by a cow being milked 
by John Bull, with thousands of American workmen carrying cabbages 
to her. 

But, Mr. Speaker, this is only a fair sample of what we might ex- 
pect, and all that we have had in all the debates upon the other side 
upon all the questions that are involved in this great question, and if 
nothing had been said but this alone, it were enough to give me con- 
fidence to go before the people of the Tenth district of Michigan to 
carry that district for the Republican candidate who is to succeed me. 
For [know whereof I speak when I say that the people of that district 
do not want a change from the prosperity which they now enjoy, and 
' which they themselves know they have, because they are building for 
themselves homes out of the earnings that are brought to them under 
the protective tariff. [Applause. ] 

Mr. McKINLEY. I now yield two minutes to the gentleman from 
Minnesota [Mr. Linp]. 

Mr. LIND. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Massachusetts who 
spoke a few moments ago took occasion to slur the Senators from the 
new Western States, and I presume that his remarks applied as much 
to the Senator from our State as to the Senators from any Western State. 
He needs no defense at mv hands here or elsewhere, but I want to say 
right here that it is unbecoming and unjust on the part of a gentleman 
from the East, and particularly from Massachusetts, to assail the mo- 
tives of any Senator or any member of the House from those States. 

Mr. MORSE. I never did anything of the sort, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. LIND. And I want to say here, Mr. Speaker, that I voted for 
this bill, not because I think it is just to my people, not because it was 
what they demanded and needed, but simply and solely to discharge 
a constitutional duty that rested upon the House to originate tariff 
legislation. I wanted to send it to that body where the glorious West 
can be heard, where selfishness does not rule supreme as it does in 
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certain quarters here. [Loud applause by Democratic members. | 
went there and it came back a better bill. 

Mr. MORSE and others. Oh, no. 

Mr. LIND. It is a better bill than when you sent it to the Se: 

Mr. ANDREW. It could not have been worse. 

Mr. LIND. I feel tempted to vote to send it there again, and w 
do so if my vote could have that effect. [Applause. | 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. McKINLEY. I now yield to the gentleman from Maine 
DINGLEY. ] 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mc. Speaker, the gentleman from New York 
CUMMINGS] and other gentlemen have characterized the pending 
as a measure calculated and even designed to destroy our foreign « 
merce. 

These gentlemen make this unfounded charge solely because . 
object of the measure is to restrict importations of articles whi 
can and ought to produce or make in thiscountry, They seem to for, 
that the proper subjects of importations into any well ordered : 
prosperous country are not articles which cah and ought to be produ 
at home, but articles which can not be produced. They also fo: 
that a country which is made prosperous by producing and making | 
itself whatever can be made or produced without climatic disadva: 
tages is able to buy more of articles which it needs and can not ma 
or produce than would otherwise be possible, and thus to make the av 
gregate of its foreign trade much larger than would be possible und: 
contrary policy. 

This is the protective method of building up a foreign trade. In th 
line of this policy the tariff under consideration admits free of duty 1 
articles, except luxuries, which we can not ultimately produce in thi 
country substantially totheextentof our wants withoutclimatic disad- 
vantage, and imposes on all articles which we can thus produce a dut; 
sufficient to cover the difference in cost of production or manufactur 
in this country and abroad, mainly arising from the higher wages he: 
paid to labor. 

The effect of this policy is to so increase our prosperity as to make it 
possible for our people to purchase more largely articles which we can 
not produce, and therefore must import. The net resultis to increase 
our foreign trade in such a way that our prosperity is doubly promoted. 

That this has heen the result of the protective policy is shown by th: 
fact that while under the Walker tariff of 1846 our foreign commerce 
in the decade from 1851 to 1861 averaged $20.67 annually per inhab 
itant, it increased in the decade from 1871 to 1851, under the policy 
of protection to $28.47 per inhabitant. In other words, our foreign 
commerce was nearly 50 per cent. more under the policy of protection 
than under the revenue-only tariff system. 

NOT AN INCREASE OF TAXATION. 

Gentlemen have fggely charged that the McKinley tariff is a meas 
ure which will increase the burdens of the people. On the contrary 
I affirm that it is a measure to diminish the burdens of the people ani 
increase the prosperity of the country. 

Phe protective policy proceeds on the assumption that a duty imposed 
upon an article which we can not produce isa tax which increases the 
cost of such article to the consumer to the extent of theduty; but that 
a protective duty imposed upon an article which we can produce here 
substantially to the extent of our wants is not a tax which increase 
the burden of the consumer. 

This is due to the fact that the duty in the lattercase simply secures 
the production or manufacture of the article here instead of abroad at 
the lowest cost possible with the payment of wages of labor 77 per cent. 
higher on the average in this country than in Europe; and this en 
couragement of home industries not only makes everything cost the 
consumer less labor or service than in any other country in the world, 
but also exerts a potent influence in reducing the cost of production by 
giving a stimulus to skill and inventive genius. 

Carrying out this protective policy, the proposed tariff transfers to tle 
free-list imports which in the last fiscal year were valued at $109,232, 
080, and which paid a duty, in this case a tax on consumers, amount- 
ing to $60,936,536. The Mills bill, so called, transferred less than $23 
000,000 to the free-list. 

The effect of this large addition to the free-list is to make nearly 50 
per cent. of the imports into the United States absolutely free of duty 
inasmuch as on the basis of last year’s imports the value of those whic!) 
are to be admitted free of duty under the proposed tariff would be 
$366,806,710, against $375,624,687 dutiable. 

This will give us the largest measure of ‘‘ freedom of trade ’’ eve: 
accorded by any tariff act in this country. Indeed, prior to 1820 al- 
most no imports were admitted free of duty. Even under the so-calle:! 
‘low tariff’’ of 1846 the imports free of duty were only 12 per cent. ; 
under the tariff of 1883 it has been 33 per cent.; under the Mills bill. 
so called, the free goods would have been only 40 per cent., while un 
derthe proposed McKinley tariff nearly 50 per cent. of all our imports 
will be absolutely free of duty. 

When it is borne in mind that the articles transferred to the free-lis' 
by the proposed tariff include such materials used by our manufactur- 
ing industries agjute, jute butts, manilla, sisal grass, nickel, and nickel 








matte, and such articles of food as sugar, molasses, and dried currants, 
the importance of this legislation will be appreciated. 
REDUCES TARIFF BURDENS. 

Again, the proposed tariff not only largely reduces the revenue (es- 
timated between $40,000,000 and $60,000,000), but also reduces the 
average rate of duty on all imports (which of course is the true meas- 
ure of a tariff) from 30 per cent. ad valorem under the present law to 
27 per cent. ad valorem, against 23} per cent. proposed by the Mills bill. 

In 1830 the average duty on all imports was 43} per cent.; in 186%, 
under our so-called war tariff, it was 464 per cent. The proposed re- 


duction of the average duty on all imports to 27 per cent. shows how | 
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large has been the tariff reduction which has been made by the Re- | 


publican party since the war, and is a suflicient answer to the un- 
founded charge that we are maintaining the war tariff. 

I need not say, Mr. Speaker, that the effort of our Democratic friends 
to compare tariffs, ignoring entirely transfers from the dutiable to the 
free list, is so palpably unjust and misleading that nobody will be de- 
ceived by it. Bysuch a method of comparison, a tariff which proposed 
to place everything but liquors on the free-list—leaving them alone on 


the dutiable-list at 80 per cent.—would be represented as having in- | 


creased duties from 47 per cent. to 80 per cent. 
The deceptive character 6f this method will be clearly seen when it 
is borne in mind that if the proposed tariff had left sugar on the du- 


tiable-list at 5 per cent. instead of making it free, the average duty of 


the dutiable-list alone would have been only 34 per cent., against the 
43 per cent. of the Mills bill. 

Mr. Speaker, having considered the proposed tariff as a whole, I now 

desire to call attention to its details. 
FREE SUGAR. 

It places raw and brown sugar, No. 16 and under, and molasses on 
the free-list after April 1 next, and in order to retain the refining in- 
dustry in this country imposes e duty of only half a cent per pound 
on white refined sugar, with an additional tenth of a cent on such 
sugar imported from a country which pays an export bounty. Inas- 
much as it is desirable to make a thorough trial of the practicability 
of producing sugar in this country, especially from the beet, it is pro- 
posed to adopt the more inexpeusive method of paying a bounty of 
1} cents on sugar polarizing less than 90 degrees, and 2 cents per 
pound on sugar polarizing 90 degrees and over, made from cane, 
sorghum, beets, or maple-sap grown in this country, which is sub- 
stantially the duty imposed by the old tariff on similar sugar. 

When it is borne in mind that sugar is produced in this country to 
only a small extent (one-eleventh of our consumption), and therefore 
that the present duty of 2} cents per pound on sugar between Nos. 13 
and 16, 3 cents between Nos. 16 and 20, and 3} cents above No, 20, adds 
nearly the amount of the duty to the cost of so necessary an article of 
food, it will be seen how great a boon free sugar will be to our people. 
The duty coilected on sugar in the last fiscal year was $55,975,610. 
Adding to this the increased cost of the 275,000,000 pounds of sugar pro- 
duced in this country, and the duty on sugar remitted to Hawaii, and 
the people of this country practically paid a tax of $65,000,000, or $5 
for each family, on the sugar which they consumed. 

The McKinley tariff will unquestionably reduce the cost of sugar 2 
cents per pound below the cost under the present law and the Mills bill. 

Let me repeat the comparison of the Mills bill and the McKinley 
tariff on sugar. 

No. 16 and all brown and yellow sugar: McKinley tariff, free; Mills 
bill, duty of 2} cents; old law, duty of 2} cents. 

Between 16 and 20, white sugar: McKinley tariff, one-half cent; 
Mills bill, 2? cents; old tariff, 3 cents. 

Above 20, loaf sugar: McKinley tariff, one-half cent; Mills bill, 2} 
cents; present law, 3} cents. 

It will be observed, also, that the sugar schedule of the McKinley 
tariff issoarranged that the consumer, and not the sugar-refiner, will dic- 
tate the price, for the reason that the former can use brown or yellow 
sugars, on which there is to be no duty, or can use imported refined 
sugar on which there will be only half of 1 cent duty, in case the re- 


finer charges in excess of half a cent more for granulated sugar than | 


free brown sugar can be bought for. Inasmuch as the actual cost of 
refining is at least half a cent, the consumer is assured sugar at the 
minimum price. 

In this connection it should be observed that the old tariff imposed 
a duty of fifty-five-hundredths of a cent and the Mills bill forty-one- 
hundredths of a cent more on brown and yellow sugars not higher than 
No. 16 than each imposed on the raw sugar polarizing 95 degrees, used 
by the refiner, while the McKinley tariff makes both free, thereby giv- 
ing the refiner no protection on such refined sugars. 

And also that-the old tariff imposed a duty of eighty-hundredths of 
one cent and the Mills bill sixty-one-hundredths of one cent more on 
granulated sugar between 16 and 20 to protect the refiner of sugar, 
while the McKinley tariff imposes only one-half a cent more. Andon 
loaf or crushed sugar the difference in favor of the consumer is still 
more. 

In other words, while the old tariff imposed a duty of 2} cents and 
the Mills bill 1.79 cents on unrefined sugar polarizing 95 degrees, and 
the former eighty-hundredths of a cent, and the latter sixty-one hun- 
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dredths of a cent additional on refined granulated sugars, the Mc- 
Kinley tariff abolishes the entire duty on unrefined sugars, and al 
on refined sugars up to and including No, 16, and leaves only one-ha 
of one cent on refined gr 


ulated sugar. 









Thas, as I have already stated, the McKinley tariff will after next 
April secure to the people of this country) uction of about 2 cents 
per pound in the cost of either refined brown and yellow or granulated 
sugar from the price that is paid under the old tariff, or that would 
have been paid under the Mills bill if it had } a law. 

Inasmuch as much prominence has been given to binding-twine, 


desire to call attention to the fact that the old tariff imposed a duty of 
25 cents per pound on this article and about 1 cent per pound on the 
manila and sisal-grass of which it is made, leaving 14 cents per pound 
net protection to the manufacturer. The Mills bill proposed to ab 

the duty on manila and sisal-grass, and make the duty on bindin 
twine 14 cents, which would have given the manufacturer the same 
protection as the old tariff. The McKinley tariff bill, as it passed the 
House, also made manila and sisal-grass free and reduced the dut 
on binding-twine to 1} cents. 

The Senate amended the bill so as to put binding-twine on the free 
list, which would have clearly destroyed every binding-twine manu 
factory in this country and have given foreigners the monopoly of our 
Unquestionably the ult 
mate result of the destruction of American competition would ha 
been that our farmers would have been compelled to pay more than 
ever for binding-twine, and the opening sure to come to our farmers to 
supply flax as the raw material for its manufacture would have beca 
lost forever. 

The McKinley tariff, as agreed upon by the conferees, imposes a dut 
of only seven-tenths of a cent per pound on binding-twine—less than 
half that imposed by the Mills bill—and my only fear is that the duty 
is placed so low, under the stress of the situation, as to seriously cripple 
the binding-twine industry in this country and prevent its develop 
ment. If it should do so, I can not doubt that proper relief will be 
given hereafter. 

CHANGI IN VARIOUS SCHEDULES. 

There is so little change in the McKinley tariff from the old tariff in 
the chemical, earthenware, and silk schedules that I need not refer to 
them. Earthenware is left with the same duties as under the presen 
law, although the effect of the administrative bill will be to slightly 
increase the protection by including the packages in the dutiable value. 

In the glass schedule the only material change is a reclassificatio 
which corrects errors and inequalities in the old tariff, a reduction ina 
few articles, and a slight advance in certain kinds of window-glass an«! 
a few articles where a large increase of importations has demonsfrated 
the inadequacy of the old duties. 

Rough granite and other building stone is practically unchanged, 
but the duty on dressed or polished granite and other stone whose value 
consists of 90 per cent. of skilled labor, is increased from the old and 
inadequate rate of 20 per cent. to 40 per cent. 

The duty on lime is increased from the old rate of 10 percent. to 6 
cents per hundred pounds, in order to meet the Canadian competition 
established within a few years, which would speedily destroy the lime- 
manufacturing industry in this country without the increase of duty 
proposed. 

THE METAL SCHEDUL! 

The metal schedule has been carefully revised, reductions made 
wherever practicable without injuring our own industries, and where 
at any point, especially in the more advanced forms of metal manu- 
factures, the absolute necessity of increased protection in order to pro 
tect our own industries has been demonstrated, an advance has been 
made. 

Following out this policy, the duty on copper ore has been reduced 


| from 24 cents per pound to one-half cent; steel rails, from $17.92 pe: 


ton to $13.44; structural iron, from 1} cents per pound to nine-tent! 
of a cent; forgings of iron or steel, from 2} cents to 2.3 cents; cast-iron 
pipe, from 1 cent per pound to nine-tenths of a cent; and nickel ore and 
nickel matte, which bore a high duty under the old tariff, are placed 
on the free-list, while the duty on nickel is reduced from 15 cents to 
10 cents per pound. 

No change is made in the duty on iron ore and pig-iron, or on lead 
ore. In the Senate a motion was suggested in debate bya Democratic 
Senator to placeironore on the free-list, but Senator GorMAN, of Mary 
land, who acted as the Democratic leader, promptly declared that the 
Democratic party opposed such a proposition, as wel! as any proposi- 
tion to place bituminous coal on the free-list. Anthracite coal has for 
many years been on the free-list, and continues thus in the McKinley 
tariff. 

The duties on steel ingots and plates and other forms of such iron 
and steel are rearranged, without any material change of duty, all such 
valued at 1 cent a pound or less being made dutiable at four-tenths o! 
a cent per. pound. 

Tin-plate continues dutiable at 1 cent per pound till July 1 next, 
after which it will bear duty at 2.2 cents per pound in order to estab- 
lish in this country the manufacture of tin-plates, which are only steel 
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plates coated with tin, and thus, as it is believed, ultimately cheapen 
tin-plates. 

Inasmuch as extensive deposits of tin ore have been discovered in 
Dakota, which it is believed can be successfally mined with proper en- 
couragement, a duty of 4 cents per pound is to be imposed upon bar- 
tin alter July 1, 1893, but not to be continued after July 1, 1895, un- 
less at least 5,000 tons of bar-tin have been produced in this country 
in the year prior to that date. In the mean time bar and block tin con- 
tinue on the free-list. 

The daty on chains, saws, files, and all other manufactures of iron or 
other metals, except cutlery and guns, is prectically unchanged from 
the present rate of about 45 per cent. 

The duties on certain kinds of cutlery and guns are increased, in 
order to encourage their manufacture in this country. 

LUMBER . 

The only change of duties in the wood schedule is a reduction of from 
$2 to $1 per thousand on white-pine boards and a corresponding reduc- 
tion on white-pine clapboards and shingles, and the imposition of a 20 
per cent, duty on telegraph and telephone poles and railroad ties of 
cedar, on the free-list in the old tariff. There is also a provision which 
secures @ just measurement of imported tongued-and-grooved boards, 
and which imposes the old duties on lumber imported from any coun- 
try which charges an export duty on logs, the object being to compel 
Canada to remove her $2 export duty on logs exported to the United 
States, 


AGRICULTURAL PRODUCTS 

The duties on such agricultural products as are shipped from Can- 
ada and disastrously compete with the products of our farmers, have 
been largely increased. Animals will be subject to a duty of $30 per 
head, and 30 per cent. when valued over $150, instead of the 20 per 
cent, provided by the old tariff; cattle toa duty of $10 per head; sheep, 
$1.50; barley, 5u cents per bushel instead of 10 cents; oats, 15 cents in- 
stead of 10 cents; butter and cheese, 6 cents instead of 4 cents; beans, 
40 cents instead of 12 cents; hops, 15 cents per pound instead of 8 cents; 
hay, $4 per ton instead of $2; flaxseed, 25 cents per bushel instead of 
20 cents; potatoes, 25 cents per bushel instead of 15 cents; and vege- 
tables, 45 per cent. instead of 10 per cent. 

Fresh-water fish, except salmon, are practically free, although they 
must be caught with nets, traps, and other devices owned by Amer- 
icans; but fresh fish caught in salt water, which have been coming in 
free for some time under a ruling of the Treasury Department, will be 
subject to a duty of three-fourths of a cent per pound. Smoked and 
dried fish are increased from one-half to three-fourths of a cent duty. 
These changes will materially assist our fishermen, 

The duty on imported leaf and other tobacco used in the manufact- 
ure of cigars has been largely increased, partly to protect our own grow- 
ers of tobacco, and partly toincrease the revenue on an article of luxury. 

The duties on most articles in the schedule of spirituous and mait 
liquors have been increased because they are articles of luxury. 

COTTON MANUFACTURES. 

An attempt has been made to create the impression that the duties 
of the cotton schedule have been largely increased, because an increase 
has been made in the duties of the finer grades of goods, including ho- 
siery and underwear, of which we imported $27,105,509 in value last 
year, a large proportion of which can and should be made here. On 
all the common grades of cotton goods, whose manufacture has been 
successfully established under protection, the duties have been reduced 
to 30. and 35percent. The net resalt is that the average duties of the 
cotton schedule of the McKinley tariff are slightly lower than the 40 
per cent. given by the Mills bill. They are so distributed, however, 
that the fine goods, which we will hereafter make, receive more and 
the coarse goods less. 

WOOL AND WOOLEN GOuDs, 

Mr, Speaker, no schedule of the new tariff has received more criti- 
cism than the woolen-goods schedule, because of the fact that the aver- 
age ad valorem appears to be large. This arises from the fact that the 
duty on woolen goods covers both the specific pound duty on wool tor 
the benefit of the farmer and the ad valorem duty on the manufactured 
goods to protect the manufacturer and the employés in woolen mills. 
The Mills bill abolished the 40 per cent. duty on, wool, thus depriving 
the wool-grower of the benefits of protection, but left the 40 per cent. 
ad valorem duty on the cloth for the protection of the manufacturer. 
This enabled its Democratic supporters to say that they had reduced the 
duty on woolen cloth from 80 per cent, to 40 per cent., when the fact 
was that they simply deprived the farmer of his half of the protection. 

The McKinley bill increases the duty on clothing wool from 10 cents 
to 11 cents per pound, for the benefit of the wool-grower; and as 4 pounds 
of greasy wool are required to make a pound of finished cloth, it pro- 
vides that the duty on the imported cloth which comes into competi- 
tion with similar cloth made here, shall be four times the duty ona 
pound of wool, which goes to the farmer in the price received for his 
wool, and from 35 to 50 per cent. ad valorem for the protection of the 
manufacturer. In unfinished goods, which require less wool, the pound 
duty is smaller. 


The increase of duty on woolen goods made by the new tariff is re- | 


quired by the increase of duty on wool and the further fact that both 
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the compensatory and ad valorem duties on these goods were made too 
small in the tariff of 18x3 to properly protect this industry. Unques- 
tionably under the new tariff our woolen mills, which have suffered 
severely during the past few years, will rapidly revive and this im- 
portant industry will be extended into portions of the country where 
i¢ has had but a limited and precarious existence. The necessity of 
the adequate protection given the woolen industry by the new tarisf 
will be appreciated when it is remembered that in the last fiscal year 
foreign woolen goods to the value of $52,681,482, requiring over 160 
000,000 pounds of wool, were imported into the United States. 

Unquestionably a large proportion of these goods will hereafter be 
made in this country, and thus the woolen industry greatly enlarged 
the demand for and price of wool improved, the home market for the 
products of American farms increased, and the cost of woolen goo! 
reduced, 

FLAX AND JUTE GOODS, 

Heretofore the duties on most manufactures of flax have been only 
35 per cent., which was insufficient to establish the industry in this 
country. We imported last year flax and jute goods valued at $25, 
955,222, a large proportion of which can and should be made here. 

The McKinley tariff for the first time adopts the policy of giving the 
same measure of protection to the flax industry as is given to the cot- 

| ton. But inasmuch as at present we have only mills adapted to the 
| making of coarse goods, a duty of 45 per cent. is at once given yarn 
and threads (which we already largely make) and a duty of 50 per cent 
on all manufactures of flax containing one hundred threads or less 
counting warp and filling, while all finer goods continue at 35 per cent 
until January t, 1894, when they also become dutiable at 50 per cent. 

At the same time an increase of duty is given to flax in its various 
forms, in the expectation that this will lead our farmers to grow more 
flax and give attention to the preparation of the fiber for manufacture. 

CONCLUSION, 

Mr. Speaker, time will not admit of farther reference to the details 
of the new tariff. It is sufficient to say in conclusion that the vocil- 
erous condemnation which it has received in Europe, in view of the 
fact thatit will encourage the production and manufacture in this coun 
try of more than a hundred millions of goods and products now mad: 
and produced abroad and sent here to take the place of home prod 
ucts, affords sufficient evidence that the measure is one in the interest 
of American industries, American farmers, and American labor. [ Pro- 
longed applause on the Republican side. } 

Mr. McMILLIN. I now yield to the gentleman from Indiana [ Mr. 
BROOKSHIRE]. 

Mr. BROOKSHIRE. Mr. Speaker, in a recent address (which was 

| published) to the peop'e whom I have the honor to represent I said, 

| among other things, in substance, in referring to Mr. Blaine’s recipro- 
city scheme: Mr. Blaine sees that the agricultural people are losing 
their markets in all parts of the world, due to our prohibitory tariff, 
and he farther had the sagacity to see that unless there was a change 
ot front—a change of stage scenery—by the protectionists, the people 
would speedily and utterly overthrow this so-called protective policy, 
and so he has set about to hedge against that which seems to be the 
inevitable consequences of the times, and he declares that there ought 
to be reciprocity between this and the Latin nations south of us. 

The Democrats believe in a broader policy. We believe in encouray 
ing trade with all the nations of the earth, and finding markets for th: 
products of our farms and shops wherever we can find them. We do 

| not believe ina prohibitory tariff. Would reciprocity with those coun 
tries south of the United States help to any considerable extent the 
agricultural people of our country, who bave been the greatest sufferers 
| by this policy? I affirm that it would not. 
| In support of this statement I submit some facts in detail, for noth 
| ing counts with an intelligent people like facts that pertain to a matter 
| I hold in my hand Document No. 1302, coming from the Treasury De 
partment. It isa summary statement of the imports and exports o: 
the United States by the Treasury Department inits June statement. 
| Last year we sent cattle abroad from our farms of the value of $31,- 
| 261,000. Great Britain and Ireland bought of those cattle alone $29, 
667,000 worth; and al) that this statement shows of this amount that 
went to the southern countries was $158,000 worth, which went to the 
West Indies. So less than a two hundred and twentieth part of ou 
exports of cattle went to the foreign countries south of us. 

We exported corn last year—and let me say right here, when J sa) 
‘last year,’’ I mean the year ending on the 50th day of June of thi 
year, the Government’s fiscal year—our farmers, I repeat, exported o! 
corn $42,658,000 worth. Of this amount $37,842,000 worth went to 
Great Britain and Ireland and other countries of Europe, and but $1, 
257,000 worth went to the countries south of us. 

Our farmers sent abroad of their surplus wheat last year $45,275,000 
worth. Forty million seven hundred and four thousand dollars’ wort) 
went to Great Britain and Ireland and other countries of Europe, and so 
far as this statement shows we ouly sent $50,000 worth of our wheat to 
the countries south of us, less than an eight-hundredth part of our ex- 
ports of wheat. 

Our cotton-planters sent abroad last year $250,968,000 worth of raw 
cotton. Of this amount $246,614,000 worth went to Great Britain and 
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Ireland and other countries of Europe, and but $1,217,000 worth to the 
countries south of us. 

Again, take the article of canned beef. We sent abroad last year 
$6,787,000 worth. We sent to Great Britain and Ireland and the coun- 
tries of Western Europe $6,401,000 worth, and to the West Indies and 
South America $27,800 worth, or about a two hundred and thirtieth part 
of our exports of canned beef. 

Of our fresh beef exported this statement shows that we sent abroad 
$12,862,000 worth, and it does not seem that any of it went to the south. 
The statement shows that of this sum $12,725,000 worth went to Great 

jritain and Ireland alone. 

Again, take the statement of beef, salted and pickled and cured. 
We sent abroad last year $5,259,000 worth, and of this, $4,226,000 
worth went to the countries of the Old World, and but $580,000 worth 
to the countries south of us. 

There was exported of tallow last year $5,242,000 worth. Of this 
amount $4,841,000 worth went to the countries of the Old World, and 
when I speak of the Old World I mean Great Britain and Ireland and 
the other countries of Europe; and, so faras this statement shows, but 
$354,000 worth went to the countries south of us—about the fifteenth 
part of our exports of tallow. 

3acon has always been an important item of export. We sent abroad 


last year of bacon $39,149,000 worth. There went to the countries of | 


the Old World $27,593,000 worth, and but $817,000 worth went to the 
countries south of us; but little over the fiftieth part of this important 
export went south, 

We exported of hams last year $7,907,000 worth. Of this amount 
$7,152,000 worth went to the countries of the Old World, and but a 
very small amount to the countries south of us. 

Again, take the export of cheese. Our exports of cheese last year 
amounted to $8,591,000 worth, and of this amount $8,332,000 worth 
went to the countries of the Old World, and but $201,000 worth to the 
countries south of us—less than the forty-second part of our exports of 
cheese. 

These statements I have made for the purpose of showing that our 
best markets are in the Old World... Our greatest purchasers of agri- 
cultural products are Great Britain and Ireland. ‘To give the figures 
in round numbers, we sold toGreat Britain and Ireland last year $:29, - 
700,000 worth of cattle; $23,156,000 worth of corn; $31,470,000 worth 
of wheat; $35,428,000 worth of wheat flour; $148,300,000 worth of raw 
cotton; $1,000,000 worth of hops; $7,600,000 worth of refined oil; 
$5,260,000 worth of canned beef; $12,700,000 worth of fresh beef; 
$3,600,000 worth of beef, salted, pickled, and cured; over $2,400,000 
worth of tallow; $33,540,000 worth of bacon; $6,500,000 worth of hams; 
$1,000,000 worth of pork, fresh and pickled; nearly $11,000,000 worth 
of lard; $2,200,000 worth of butter; $7,300,000 worth of cheese, and 
nearly $8,000,000 worth of unmanufattured tobacco, besides a great 
amount of other agricultural products which I will not take time to 
mention. : 

The amount of agricultural products which was sold to Great Britain 
and Ireland last year will approximate $380,000,000 worth. 

Great Britain and Ireland and Western Europe practically furnish 
us the only markets for the great bulk of our surplus agricultural prod- 
ucts. It seems from this Treasury statement that our annual exports 
of purely agricultural products to South America will not amount to 
perhaps $10,000,000 worth per annum, and that our exports to the 
people south of us—to Mexico, the countries of Central America and 
Honduras, to South America, the West Indies and all the isles of the 
south seas adjacent to South America—will not aggregate perhaps more 
than $25,000,000 to $30,000,000 annually. So it will be safe to say, I 
think, that Great Britain and Ireland alone buy from ten to fifteen 
times as much per annum of our agricultural produce as all of the for- 
eign countries south of us combined. 

Is it any wonder, then, that Senator Hiscock, a Republican Senator, 
should have stated in his Jate silver speech that— 


South America grows thore wheat than is required for her domestic consump- 
tion. Weatern Europe is practically the onity market for all the surplus. 


Not long ago Senator PLUMB, another Republican Senator, when dis- 
cussing the tariff stated that the Argentine Republic exports wheat and 
corn; and he might also have added that Chili exports wheat. Some of 
the greatest flocks of sheep in the world are on the prairies and pampas 
ofSouth America—especially in the Argentine Republic. This country 
alone has over 70,000,000 sheep. On its broad prairies are enormous 
herds of cattle. Cattle can there be raised for their hides and sheep 
for their pelts. So I contend, Mr. Speaker, in all seriousness that we 
will find our markets in the main for agricultural products in the over- 
populated countries of Europe. 

Think for a moment of the density of the population in the Old 
World, Germany has 225 people tothesquare mile. France has 2U0, 
and Belgiam about 500; England and Wales have about 400; Den- 
mark has 140, and Spain 90 to the square mile; whereas the United 
States has but 17, and South America, which is an agricultural coun- 
try like this, is still more sparsely settled. Would reciprocity with 

ith America increase our trade there in agricultural products? 
Why should this be trae when those great prairies of the Argentine 
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Republic are being broken up and planted in wheatand corn, and when 
they will come with their flour and meet us upon the Isles of Cuba 
and Porto Rico? ’ 

You can tell what they are doing by what they buy 





For instance, 


take agricultural implements. We sold to Great Britain, Germany, 
and France Jast year $918,000 worth of our agricultural implements, 
and to the countries south of us $1,445,000 worth The Argentine 


Republic alone bought $1,069,000 of our agricultural implements. 
They buy our plows, wagons, reaping and mowing machines, and, in 
fact, a very large amount of our agricultural machinery of all kinds, 
Perhaps there is no country on earth that has developed in the last 
few years more rapidly from an agricultural standpoint than has the 
Argentine Republic. 

Again, this Treasury statement shows that we sold to the countries 
of the Old World $719,000 worth of carriages, horse-cars, and cars for 
steam railroads, and to the countries south of us $3,227,000 worth of 
| this class of goods. 
| Mr. Speaker, I have the honor to represent a people largely given to 
agriculture, and I have therefore taken much pains to intorm myself 
with reference to all questions affecting them. On coming here bout 
| * year ago I sought to be placed upon the Committec on Agriculture 
| in order that I might become familiar with all those matters which 
| affect them. 
| Ihave been fully convinced for many years that the agricultural 
people were the worst sufferers from this high protective policy. They 
pay too much for what they buy, anc have their markets unjustly 
| restricted for what they have to sell. Their wheat, which sold in 1879 
+ in New York City for $1.33 a bushel, sold in 1888 for 85 cents per 
| bushel; and it is apparent that they are losing their markets in all parts 
of the world, and especially in the Old World, where they have had 
| great markets in the past. Many of the countries of Europe are try- 
| 





ing tofind excuses for closing their ports and markets against our farm- 

ers. I see from this statement which I hold in my hand that we sold 

Germany but $10 worth of wheat in 1889. 
Suppose we go on raising this tariff wall as is proposed in this bill, 
| laying prohibitory tariff rates, and refusing to tradein a spirit of amity 
with the nations of the world, will they not resent sucha policy? Are 
they not resenting sucha policy? Suppose we enter into a scheme 
of reciprocity with South America, to whom will the benefits accrue, 
if there be any benefits, in fact? I contend that reciprocity with the 
southern countries will not materially assist our farmers, because they 
will not there secure markets of much consequence for their surplus 
products. The people who will reeeive the benefits of reciprocity in 
the main with South America will be the manufacturers who desire 
raw materials. The people of South America want manufactured goods, 
The people of the Argentine Republic and Chili desire agricultural im- 
plements, and all of the countries of South America desire street-cars 
for their cities, rolling-stock for their railroads, and all manner of iron 
and steel goods, and they want petroleum; so that reciprocity would 
furnish a market for some of the output of the great Eastern manu- 
facturers. It would farnish a good market for the goods made by 
Andrew Carnegie and the Standard Oil Company. 

Of course I think our people should trade with the people of all na- 
tions. I think that a prohibitory tariff is unjust. I believe in so ar- 
ranging our tariff schedules as to encourage trade and build up com- 
merce. I believe in living in peace and amity with all the nations of 
the earth, and in treating them all alike. Suppose we have reciprocity 
with South America and we show to her people special favor, will not 
this engender animosity between this country and the nations of the 
Old World? Did not our fatherssay we should treat all nations alike 
and that we should enter into entangling alliances with none? [ Ap- 
plause on the Democratic side. | 

I think it would be better to reduce the tariff on all of the neces- 
saries of life, so as to give our agricultural people cheaper manufact- 
ured goods, cheaper materials out of which to construct their houses, 
and cheaper goods with which to furnish them, cheaper edible sub- 
stances to go upon their tables, cheaper clothes to go upon their backs, 
and cheaper utensils and implements with which to work, and in turn 
broader and better markets. It would certainly be well to reduce 
tariff taxes so as to give our people cheaper manufactured goods, and 
thereby encourage our manufacturers to take their surplus goods and 
trade them: to the people of South America and all other countries. 

I believe in trading the iron and steel goods and such things as we 
produce on our farms and in our shops to the people south of us, as well 
as to the people of Asia, Australia, and al! other countries of the Old 
World. Let us trade our products for the raw hides of the Argentine 
Republi, out of which to make our shoes, and to the people of Brazil 
for theit coffee, and the people of Cuba for their sugar, and the people 
of the Philippine Islands for their manilla hemp, out of which to make 
our binder-twine, and to the people of Java for their coffee, and the 
people of South Africa and Australia for their finer grades of wool, out 
of which to manufacture ladies’ and children’s dress goods, of which 
we now import some $24,000,000 worth annually, simply because we 
have not the wool of soft fiber, susceptible of very fine spinning, out of 
which to make this class of goods. Let us trade the products of our 
farms and shops for the raw silk produced in Southern Europe. 
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Mr. Blaine, in his Bar Harbor letter to Colonel Clapp of the 15th 


instant, says: 





Giving the fullest protection to all Eastern interests, as the proposed tariff 
bill does, certain'y no protectionist of wise forecast wishes to expose a West- 
ern interest to serious injury 


What do the ‘‘protectionists of wise forecast’? know? They know 
that the Western people are not prosperous; that the Western people 
have contributed their millions to the protected establishments of the 
East. They further kvow that the arguments heretofore produced by 
the protectionists, to wit, that the tariff is not a tax, that a high pro- 
tective tariff will give ste ady employment and hi; gh wages to labor, 
and tat it will give to the farmer a perfect home market, are fallacious, 
and that intelligent people have discovered them to be such. They 
also know thit the agricultural people have banded themselves together 
in mutual associations in order to discover the secret of their ills. The 
agricultural. people are a very numerous part of our population. They 
are not blind to the fact that they have been wronged and deceived by 
this so-called protective policy. 

Why, the ‘‘ protectionist of wise forecast’’ knows that a new argu- 
ment has to be invented. This very bill which we now have before 
us concedes that the tariff is a tax, because it proposes, when taking 
the taxes off of sugar, to lay a bounty on all the people of the United 
States which will put into the pockets of the sugar-growers perhaps 
57,500,000 next year. The reciprocity amendment also concedes an 
abandonment of the home-market theory. Mr. Blaine admits that we 


ought to enlarge our foreign markets for agricultural products, but he 


says it can be done by having reciprocity with the countries south of us. 

NRK. BLAINE’S RECIPROCITY SCHEME WITH THE MASK TAKEN OFF IS—WHAT” 

In a word I contend that it is an effort on the part of the ‘‘ protec- 
tionist of wise forecast’’ to continue this system of robbery upon the 
Western people; to take millions of their substance annually and give 
it to the favored class who are engaged in manufacturing under the 
pretense of subserving the public good. Reciprocity as here proposed 
isa scheme to perpetuate the Jife of this provective policy; bat I do not 
think, Mr. Speaker, that the people whom I have the honor to repre- 
sent will be longer deceived. [Applause on the Democratic side. ] 

WHO I85 THE TRUE FRIEND OF THE FARMER, 

Is it the man who compromises himself with the wealthy corpora- 
tions and monopolies of this country, or is it the man who fights for 
principles and who compromises no tenet of his faith? 

‘The agricultural and laboring people of this country petitioned for 
the free and unlimited coinage of silver. In every mail their petitions 
come, esking for the free and unlimited coinage of silver and the en- 
largement of the circulating medium; and what was dofte by this Con- 
gress? Wall street was asked what it desired and what it would 
concede, and Congress gave the people a silver bill which demonetizes 
silver, and puts it within the power of the Secretary of the Treasury to 
say whether we sball have a dollar of silvercoined after the Ist of July, 
1891; a bill which will deny to us inal! human probability the right to 
pay any considerable part of the principal and interest on our bonded 
indebtedness in coined silver; a bill which continues the single gold 
standard and puts it within the power of the great bond-holding class 
of this country and of Europe to exact of us gold, and gold alone, in 
payment of our bonds and the interest onthe same. So, Mr. Speaker, 
Congress has compromised away the rights of the people with reference 
to the great money problem at this session of Congress. 

Again, what has this Congress done with reference to the forfeiture 
of the public domain unjustly held by railroad corporations? Through 
the Honse of Representatives in the Forty-eighth, Forty-ninth, and Fif- 
tieth Congresses, which were Democratic, were passed bills forfeiting 
54,000,000 acres of land held by great railroad corporations of the 
West, and, of this, 34,000,000 acres were held by the Northern Pacific 
Railroad. This Congress has passed a bill, at the instance and request, 
as I am informed, of the great Northern PacificRailroad Company, to 
forieit only 2,000,000 acres of the 34,000,000 acres to which I have re- 
ferred, and the 2,000,000 acres forfeited is the poorest part of the land 
upon the road, These great corporations —_ uested this land forfeited 
because it would confirm in them forever the right to the 32,000,000 
acres, and would settle their title. So this Congress has bowed down 
low and in obedience to the great corporation, who own the great rail- 
roads of the West, and again has compromised away the rights and 
the property of the landless poor. 

Sir, the people come petitioning, asking to have the tariff reduced 
upon the necessaries of life, and what does this Congress give them ? 
A bill which increases their taxes as no other bill has ever increased them; 
a bill that discriminates against the poor as no other bill has ever 
done; a bill that increases the burdens upon the poor as no other bill 
has ever increased them; a bill, to use the language of Mr. Blaine, 
which “gives the fullest protection to all Eastern interests,’’ when 
those interests have received the fullest protection for the past thirty 
years, and yet the people are asked to have this system continued 
simply because it is contended by the ‘* protectionist of wise forecast’’ 
that reciprocity will give relief. 

In conclusion, let me say that I think the true friends of the agri- 
cultvrist and the laboring man are the men who are in favor of the free 
and unlimited coinage of cilver and the enlargement of the circulating 
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medium in a manner to meet the demands of business and of comme: 
the men who are in favor of reducing taxes upon all the necessarie 
life used by the common people, who are in favor of so revising 
tariff as to lay its burdens more upon the rich and less upon the po 
the men who are in favor of laying a graduated income tax upon 1 
wealth of the rich, and who are in favor of restoring to the | 
poor every acre of the public domain unjustly held by railroad 
rations. [Applause on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. Speaker, again resuming my argument, more particular!) 
reference to this bill, there has been an amendment put in b 
Senate, called a reciprocity amendment. This amendment wa 
in at the eleventh hour. It confers unprecedented and unheard 
powers upon the President of the United States. It provides, in 
stance, that whenever the President shall be satisfied that the Go 
ment of any country producing and sending us sugar, molasses, « 
tea, and hides, imposes duties on the products of the United Sta 
which the President may in his judgment deem too high and un: 
able, he shall then order to be levied and collected and paid a ta 
tax upon the articles which I have named, coming from such fo: 
countries. Hecan order a tax of 3 cents a pound on coffee, 10 « \ 
pound on tea, a cent and one-half a pound on raw hides, 2 cents a pound 
on certain grades of sugar, and 4 cents a gallon on a certain grad 
molasses. 

in a word, if the President of the United States should think t! 
the Argentine Republic is taxing our manufactured goods, which we: 
there being imported, too much, then he can order a tax to be Jaid o! 
a cent and a half a pound on all the raw hides brought from the Argen- 
tine Republic into this country, to be used in making the boots and 
shoes of our people. 

Of course, the evident effect of this would be to make our people pa 

pezhaps a cent and a half more per pound for imported raw hides t! 
go into their shoes and boots. Again, suppose the people of Brazil! 
South America, should insist on laying a bigh tariff tax upon our goods 
there taken to be sold, then the President can, under this provision, 
a tax of 3 cents a pound on all the coffee brought into the United 
States from Brazil; thereby making every man, woman, and child 
in the United States pay 3 cents per pound more for coffee in order to 
retaliate against Brazil. The greater part of eur coffee comes from 
Brazil. 

If the people of Cuba shall insist on laying a tax on the products sen 
to her from the United States which the President shall think too high 
then he can proceed to lay a high tax upon the sugar and molasses 
brought from that country into the United States, thereby making 
every man, woman, and child in the United States pay more for their 
molasses and sugar as a matter of retaliation towards Cuba. I am 
quite candid when I say that I do not believe this amendment will r 
sult in any good to our people. 

Why should we confer this high power upon the President of t 
United States when it is purely the province of Congress to lay and 
collect taxes? It is provided in the eighth section of the Constitution 
that— 


The Congress shall have power to lay and collect taxes, duties, imposts, a: 
excises, to pay the debts and provide for the common defense and general w« 
fare of the United States; but all duties, im posts, and excises shall be unifor: n 
throughout the United States. 


Why should we confer one of the highest powers ever given to a leg 
islative body in the world upon the President ? 

Mr. Speaker, in the light of the fact that the coinage of silver has 
been made discretionary with the Secretary of the Treasury, and it is 
here proposed to put the taxing power within the hands of the Presi- 
dent, I affirm that this is fast becoming a Government of men, and not 
a Government of law. The taxing power is one of the highest an‘ 
most sacred powers ever conferred upon a legislative body. 

The right to take the private property of the individual citizen an 
appropriate it for public purposes is a very high power indeed, an: 
one that the people have always justly guarded with great ery, 
Therefore I contend that it should: not be delegated to the President 
of the United States. No tariff bill evidently has ever come into th 
House filled with so many strange and unheard-of provisions; a pro- 
vision giving the President of the United States the power to lay taxe: 
a provision as high and transcendent as the right todeclare war; a pro- 
vision entitled ‘* bounties,’’ which will take, perhaps, $7,500,000 or more 
out of the pockets of the people of the United States annually, and trav: 
fer it to the pockets of a few men engaged in the production of suga: 

This bill confessedly reverses the whole theory of our national tax 
system. Duties are not here laid primarily for the purpose of obtain- 
ing revenue, but they are laid for the purposes of protection. Thin 
of the provisions of this bill, when construed in the light of a great «: 
cision of the Supreme Court of the United States which says: 


To lay with one hand the power of the Government on the property of th 
citizen, and with the other bestow it upon favored individuals to aid private 
enterprises and build up private fortunes, is none the less a robbery because |! 
is done under the forms of law and is called taxation. There can be nolaw!u 
tax which is not laid for public purposes. 


Mr. Speaker, without detaining the House further, I desire to say 
that in my judgment this is the most unsatisfactory tariff bill ever 
proposed in the history of the United States, becanse it not only in- 
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creases the burdens upon those least able to bear them, but it violates 
the only true American policy, so tersely and clearly outlined by 
President Cleveland. He says: 

‘Taxation upon luxuries presents no features of hardship; but the common 
necessaries of life used and consumed by all the people, the duty on which adds 
to the cost of living in every home, ought to be greatly cheapencd. 

I candidly believe the bill to be unconstitutional in many of ils pro- 
yisions. The Constitution of the UnitedStates represents the crystal- 
lized wisdom and inspiration of thefathers. Therefore any law which 
goes to defeat its beneficent purposes is unjust. [Loud applause on 
the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. McMILLIN. I yield two minutes to my friend from New Jer- 
sey (Mr. McApoo}. 

Mr. McADOO. Mr. Speaker, in the few minutes given me so kind]; 
by the gentleman from Tennessee [ simply desire to enter my protest 
against the manner in which this bill is being considered. ‘This is o 
of the most important measures ever presented probably in any Co 
gress since the inauguration of our Government. It goes to the very 
foundation of the material prosperity of our country. There ought to 
have been a proper consideration of this measure in Committee oi the 
Whole before it ever left this body; and no such important conferenc: 
report as that now before us should ever be acted on without fally, at | 
the very least, a week given toits calm, deliberate, conservative exam- 
ination. 

So far as the measure itself is concerned, you have simply made a 
national declaration of commercial war against the world. Thisisa 
powerful and a proud people; we are probably the richest nation to-day 
on the face of the earth; but no nation, however great, even with our 
sixty-five millions of people and unlimited resources, can aflord to 
challenge the whole civilized world toa commercial war, Whilst com- 
mercial wars are bloodless, they are as bitter and destructive as the 
wars of physical conflict. You to-day have no friends in the cabinets 
or councils of any nation on the face of the earth so far as our commerce 
is concerned. You have built around the United States a wall prohibi- 
tory in its character against importations. You have said in every 
line of this billthat commerceisacrime. Inevery paragraph you have | 
indicted the men who buy goods in foreign countries which we repay 
by the produce raised by ourfarmers. By the grand inquest which sat | 
in that room when the conference committee met, you have indicted 
them as conspirators against the American people and the national 
dignity. Such an indictment is false and unjust; and so surely as | 
am now speaking it will, like retribution, come back to the nation 
which has committed itself to it. 

Behind the towering walls of your prohibitive tariff bill will gather 
the forced emigrants from Europe, and against whom you can not pass 
exclusion acts, as against the Chinese, eager to underbid in the open 
labor market, saved from competition ‘by neither tariff por trust, the 
American laboring freemen for whom you profess so much care and 
whose rate of wages you profess to be so earnest to keep at a high 
standard. 

Foreign goods you stop at the New York custom-house, but the for- 
eign men and women who make them, and whom you designate “‘ the 
pauper labor of Europe,” crowd the Government emigrant depot, 
eager to underbid the unemployed American or take his place when 
he ‘‘ strikes’’ against reduction of wages in a country where every- 
thing, including taxed eggs and potatoes, is artificially high. 

While he eats his taxed cabbages, earned with taxed tools, that shaped 
taxed raw material, under the taxed tin roof of a taxed manufactory, 
and solaces himself with preserved vegetables out of a tin can into every 
atom of which you have hammered additional taxes, you drown his pro- 
testations with apostrophes to our flag and wild rhetoric about the dig- 
nity of ‘American labor,’’ and mysterious hints about French influence, 
German intrigues, “ British gold,’’ and the Cobden Club. The issue is 
not now between free trade and protection, but between common hon- 
esty and audacious blackmail levied under cover of law by a few classes 
upon the great massof our people. Honest but entirely mistaken men 
urge heresuch measures asthis. Selfish and greedy men without hurry 
this measure—a jump into the wild abyss of chance, a revolution in 
commerceand trade—toaconsummation. Greed that now dominates in 
legislation by its money and forms the dominant plutocracy prods its 
conscripted battalions forward to their own destruction. You are has- 
tening the protection you pretend to defend toits greatest danger. in 
opposing this bill we are trying to save you from your own folly; but 

die is cast. 

And I say to my friends on this floor who represent agricultural con- 
stituencies, that in this warfare, when you challenge, as you do, the 
whole civilized world, producing, as it does, so many articles which 
are exchanged for our surplus farm products, you are destroying the 
interests of the farmers of the United States. I do not represevt on 
this floor a single farmer; but one of the great foundations of our ma- 
terial rity is the agricultural interest. You have struck it in 
every w and syllable of the bill which goes to the world as the 
McKinley tariff bill. [Applause on the Democratic side. ] 

[Here the hammer fell. | 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, how much time have I left’ 





2 





The SPEAKER , pore (Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan). Forty 
three minutes. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Mr. Speak we have now reached the final act 
in the passage of that revenue bill which earries the highest rates of 
duty and imposes the heavy l er carried by any bill in the 
history of this country. There h 1 hot haste, a rapidity in con- 
sidering it, when the light was to hrown upon it, that was ill becom 
ing sucha measure as this. however, Mr. Speaker, that 


when a great crime was to b 


iitted ; sinst the whole world the 
admonition the Savior gave when looking into the face of the criminal 
was, “‘What thou doest, do quickly!’’ These gentlemen who are 
wrecking the prosperity of the country, who are ready to impose taxes 
that ought never to be imposed, 1 ising to take off those that th 
r'reasury could spare and which the peopledemand should be removed 
| are following the admonition that was given to that criminal, ‘' Wl 
thou doest, do quickly.”’ 
The gentleman from Maine [Mr. DrnGLEy] has taken a position 
| concerning this question that has not been taken by those who pre- 
ceded him in the discussion. All along the line we have been told 
that the object was to put up the walls, to keep out commerce, to stop 
| importation, to build up home manufactures; but his speech this after 


noon has been devoted to an effort to show that the result of this bill 
is to be an increase of foreign commerce. uch arguments, considered 
in connection with those of a contrary nature heretofore made, remind 
one of the very many inconsistencies that have characterized the whole 
of this discussion. 

We were told in the beginning of the debate that the sugar duty was 


| a tax and it was to be removed because it wasatax. We were then told 


by the same gentlemen that the duty on iron, the duty on cotton goods, 
the duty on woolen goods was no tax, and, not being a tax, should not 
be repealed, but should be made higher. The same gentlemen tell the 
farmer that the duty has been increased on the farm products he sells 
in order that he may sell them higher. But they tell the same farmei 
that the duty has been increased on the other commodities he must 
buy to make them selllower. How do gentlemen reconcile these incon- 
sistent statements? ‘There is a hot and cold blowing ill becoming so 
grave and important a question. 


THIS LARGE INCREASE OF TARIFF RAT NOT EXP! rt OR DEMANDED BY THE 


Mr. Speaker, this is not only an uncalled-for and unjustifiable in- 
crease in the rate of taxes, but it is one not threatened by the party 
now in power nor expected by the people. There has been talk on the 
part of the Republicans for years of revising and adjusting the tariff. 
Their platforms have rung with stale platitudes reiterated quadrennially 
on this subject, but Idefy any man to point me a line or letter in any 
national platform of the Republican party announcing the purpose of 
a general increase in the rate of tariff taxes. 

From Maine to California, from Michigan to the Gulf, there was no 
a public speaker in the last campaign who ever advecated such a policy 
so farasI know. Mr. Blaine, who came from Europe to make about 
seventy speeches, did notdo it. Thechairman of thiscommittee did not. 
The Speaker of this House did not. The President in his many 
speeches of welcome to visiting delegations never intimated such a 
thing. It is true that one Foster spoke of “‘ frying fat’’ out of the 
manufacturers for campaign purposes. 

It is true that heavy assessments were obtained from many of the 
manufacturers. It was inferable from this that if the party seeking 
control should get in power they would prevent that reduction which 
the people demanded and the Democracy was trying to make; but by 
no sort of reasoning or implication was it supposed that nearly 50 pei 
cent. of the present rates of duty would be added thereto. A party 
that would have come boldly to the front and advocated the raising ot 
tariff rates from 41 per cent. to 68 per cent. would have been ov 
whelmingly defeated in that conflict. The party that commits th 
crime against the peopie will be defeated in the coming contest 

THE BILL 18 INTENSELY SECTIONA! 

Mr. Speaker, this bill is intensely sectional. Has the time not come 
when sectional feeling, sectional hate should cease? Can we not loo! 
to the past for lessons of wisdom to guide us, and to the future with 
hope for the best interests of our whole country? ‘‘How long, O! 
how long !’’ must we see prejudices not held against foreign foes, and 
hear anathemas against our own people not heaped by them even upon 
the heathen. Of all the whelpsof political sin, the foulest 
Hate. 

The man in whom this spirit entered was 1 

His tongue was set on fire of hell, 

His heart was black as death, 

His legs were faint with haste, 

To propagate the lie his sou! had framed 

His pillow was the peace of families destroyed, 
The sigh of in: i 

Broken friends! 





reproached, 
and the strife of brotherhood. 





This bill is glaringly sectional. You havesingled out the industries 
peculiar to the South and laid a heavy burden of taxation upon them 
The great staple of the South is cotton. We produce about two-thirds 
of the cotton of the world; and, not able to manufacture it here, we 















































a2 


RBS 


soe 
oe 


we 3 





= geo 
ad 








oe 











EST 





le 





x 




















Sen 








ae 





oie 


deine a 


10636 








export about two-thirds of our prodact. The price is fixed in the | 
open markets of the world, where it has to come in competition with 
that produced by the pauper labor of Egypt and India. Yet you in- 
crease the duty on cotton-ties, not made in this country, to 103, and 
make the producer of cotton pay two prices for ties which are destroyed 
in their use. It has to be wrapped in bagging. ‘This, too, is con- 
sumed in the use. Makers of this organized a trust and attempted to 
add $2,000,000 to the cost of bagging for one crop. The effort was in 
a great degree successful. Yet forthe benefit of these manufacturers 
and trusts you have not materially reduced the duty on cotton-bag- 
giny, although you have given the manufacturers the jute of which 
it is made free, 

Nor is this the only venomous strike you have. made at the cotton- 
planter. Cotton-plunting began to be non-remunerative. Inventive 
genius came to the rescue. Mills were invented for extracting the oil 
from the seed, and a great industry sprang up. But you have rushed 
in, and, under pretense of legislating for lard, you smite the cotton- 
seed-oilindustry. You bankrupt the farmer with high taxes, and then 
seck to quiet him by taxing out of existence the cotton-seed oil which 
competes with his lard. And it may be truly averred, in view of your 
sectional record, that you are more interested in and solicitous concern- 
ing the industries and prosperity of South America than of the Southern 
States, 

Sir, sugar is a Southern industry. One State makes annually from 
twenty to twenty-five million dollars’ worth. -This money goes to the 
Northwest to buy provisions for the laborers; to the Northeast to buy 
clothing for them; to the great iron centers to buy machinery. But 
this industry is Southern, and doomed. The sugar tax was a revenue 
tax, and therefore could not be endured. It has by this bill been re- 
pealed, and the tax increased on other things which yield more to 
the manufacturer and less to the Government. 

But, says the chairman of the committee [Mr. MCKINLEy], ‘‘ We 
have takencare of this industry by givinga bounty to the sugar-planter; 
he is left in as good fix as he was.’’ They say in their report that the 
tariff on sugar was a tax. Now they say they have left him with an 
equivalent for that tax, i. ¢., a bounty; and we thereby-have the com- 
mittee’s confession that the tariff is the equivalent of a bounty. 

If the bounty system is cheaper, why did they not apply it to other 
things? Why not to iron, steel, cotton goods, woclens, and flax? Why 
single out this industry? The sugar-planters did not want the bounty, 
and begged you not to give it to them. You pretend that it is for the 
benefit of the consumer, and tax the consumer to pay these bounties. 
Yet you turned round and in this bill authorized the placing by the 
President of a tax of 10 cents a pound on tea and 3 cents a pound on 
coffee. ‘* With one hand you put a penny in the urn of poverty, and 
with the other take a shilling out.’’ 

Sir, there is another sectional feature in this bill. The conference 
committee recommend the adoption of the following amendment, 
namely: 

237. Insert in lieu of above proviso 

‘Provided, That all machinery purchased abroad and erected in a beet-sugar 
factory for the production of raw sugar in the United States from beets pro- 
duced therein shall be admitted duty free until the lst day of July, 1892: Pro- 
vided, That any duty collected on any of the above-described machinery pur- 
cha<ed abroad and imported into the United States for the uses above indicated 
since January 1, 1890, shall be refunded.” 

While this is done for the Western sugar-maker, the Southern sugar- 
planter has to continue to pay duty on his machinery. Why place a 
duty on the plow of the farmer who is only able to own one horse and 
one plow, and refund the duty on machinery worth, may be, $100,000 
belonging to the wealthy? It is said Mr. Spreckels is putting up im- 
mense factories. He isa millionaire. Why should he have duties re- 
funded while others are forced to pay ? 

EFFECT OF THE CONFERENCE REPORT. 

Mr. Speaker, where in this discussion on the part of gentlemen on 
the other side who have occupied the floor to-day has a word been 
spoken, a sentence uttered, or information given that conveys an idea 
ot the nature of this bill? Has any gentleman toid you the average 
rates of duty under it? No. Has the chairman of the committee or 
any gentleman who has spoken on that side told you wherein the Sen- 
ate bill differed from that of the House? Have they told you what 
the effect of the conference report is to be? Nota word of it. They 
kave been silent as the grave on the subject. 

This bill has been cooked up in committee. It has been prepared 
for the palate of the manufacturer. He has got what he wanted and 
what he demanded, and the people may look out for themselves, and 
that potent and reprehensible character, who shall be nameless on this 
occasion, they say, may take care of the hindmost. [Laugbter. ] 

I know, Mr. Speaker, that it is not pleasant at the end of ten months 
of arduous work for gentlemen to be compelled to sit here this late in 
the evening and listen to a cold recitation and comment on figures and 
facts such as this bill presents. Yet I feel that the discussion of the 
question would be incomplete if the results of this iniquitous measure 
were not made known through you to the American people. There- 
fore, if you will bear with me for an hour I will give you the effects 
of the bill as they appear from careful calculations. 

The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. McK inLey] announced that the Sen- 
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ate had yielded on almost all of the questions at issue between the two 
Houses. That was true. It was amusing to see that conference ang 
watch its progress. I can not tell, and would not tell, everything that 
occurred in it, but I can tell what is printed in connection with i: 
The sum and result of the whole business is that the House yieldeg 
commas, semicolons, and periods—yielded the punctuation and the s; 
ing—and the Senate yielded the high taxes, and they all came away 
happy. [Laughter and applause on ‘the Democratic side. ] 

Let us take an illustration of what has been done. Steel beams. 
girders, etc., which, in this age of iron, prophesied concerning in the 
Scriptures as the great age, are used in almost every building—mat ter, 
of prime importance in all great structures; these bore by the Hous, 
bill nine-tenths of 1 cent a pound; the Senate bill fixed the duty a 
eight-tenths; and the conference report adopts the House rate. 
every man who desires to purchase these iron and steel commoditi: 
will have to dance to the House music. 

Again, take steel rails, a manufacture that has been under a trus} 
for years, the most extensive iron or steel monopoly on this continent 
oranywhereelse in the world. The House provided that these should 
carry a duty of six-tenths of a cent a pound; the Senate reduced it to 
five-tenths, and the conferees adopt the higher rate of the House 
There was no faulty punctuation in that, and so the Senate grace! 
yielded. 

Sir, I come now to that instrument over which honest toil sweat: 
the anvil; I come to the men for whom you declare you are the special! 
guardians, but whose trust I insist you have basely betrayed. The 
House bill provided 2} cents a pound on anvils and parts of anvils, 
The Senate could not stand that and cut it to2cents. But the con 
ference ordered it back to 2}. What excuse will you give to the thou 
sands of blacksmiths of this country for this enormous duty on th: 
tools with which they must make aliving? The next is cast-iron ware, 
used in every household in the land. As the bill passed the Hous: 
the rate was 3 cents a pound; the Senate reduced it to 24, and the con- 
ferees again magnanimously yielded to the higher rate. 

Zine was fixed at 1} by the House, 14 by the Senate, and the con- 
ferees make it 1f. The conferees did not seem to want to reduce th: 
higher rates in any important matter. 

Un another thing I want to comment, Mr. Speaker, to show ho. 
these gentlemen have kept, or rather betrayed, the charge you con 
mitted to their keeping. Whatis the practice to-day? American citi- 
zens who desire to travel abroad gowith their hand-bags empty in thei: 
hands across the Atlantic; but they return with full trunks of new cloth 
ing. Why? Because clothing is cheaper on the other side than here 
and they can buy and bring their clothing in duty free. It has ly 
come a big industry. 

People living along the seacoast, in Philadelphia, New York, Balti- 
more, Boston, every where in this part of the country, can afford to pa) 
the expenses of a trip across the Atlantic if they can get, free of duty 
their winter wear. ‘This bill refuses to interfere with this traffic. 11 
says that the rich may enter goods duty free because they have th: 
money and leisure to go after them, while the poor must pay heav) 
duties because they must send for them instead of going. 

The House bill, following the Mills bill, proposed a change there 
It proposed to say that not more than $500 worth of wearing appare! 
should come in free. But this was allajoke. It was thrown out onl; 
for use during the campaign and not to be made law. And my dis- 
tinguished friend from Ohio (Mr. McKInN.ey}], the friend of the poo: 
traveler to Europe, comes in and says that he may bring $10,0u) 
worth into the country free if he wants to. Howdo youlikeit? Th: 
conference committee are determined that the travelers’ free importa 
tions are not to be interfered with. 

Binding-twine comes next. The Senate said there should be relic 
on binding-twine, and I am glad tosee that my friend from Minnesota 
[Mr. LinD] exhibits some symptoms of genuine conversion to soun: 
Democratic doctrine. He says he is tempted to vote against this bil! 
But I am afraid it will be like the disposition of one of old to hea 
the preaching of the Apostles and yield to it. He was only ‘‘almost’ 
persuaded. -This item went to the conference committee with powe: 
to say whether twine should be taxed or free. What did these gentle 
men do for the farmer in that important crisis in his affairs? Thes« 
gentlemen who have put cabbages back on the tax-list at 3 cents 
head, what did they do when the millions of farmers came forward 
and demanded free binding-twine in this ageof machinery? They put 
the tax back, and hereagain taxes were given instead of relief. And the 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. McKINLEY} has said to-day that he hopes 
the next Congress will increase it. I see my friend from Ohio looking 
over this way benignly, and I want to call his attention to the fact 
that in all these conferences there were hundreds of dollars yielded b; 
the Senate where there were scores of dollars yielded by the House, and 
the bill largely increased. 

Mr. Speaker, what is the net result of the conference? I will hav: 
to deal a little further in figures, which I regret. But I will only re 
count the millions and thousands, leaving off the hundreds to save time 
and not tire your patience. 

On the chemical schedule the House bill proposed to raise $5,555, 
000. That was the rate of duty that the bill imposed. The amount 
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as fixed by the Senate was $5,554,000. The conference committee go 
peyond what was adopted by the Senate Finance Committee and be- | 
yond the House, and fix the rate at $5,618,000, an increase over and | 
above the House rate and the rate proposed by the Finance Commit- 
tee of the Senate. And I have made these comparisons with the report | 
of the Finance Committee of the Senate because the report furnishes | 
the latest data for calculations upon this bill. 

How about the metal schedule? The gentlemen have told you of | 
the relief that has been given in this bill. On the metal schedule the | 
House fixed the amount of duties at $9,717,000. The Senate Finance | 
Committee reported $9,314,000. And yet the conference committee 
have agreed upon $9,627,000, a reduction in the whole metal schedule 
from the original House bill of only $91,000. 

Now take the wood schedule. The House rate was to yield $1,825,- 
000 revenue. The Finance Committee of the Senate fixed it at $1,- 
925,000 also, but the conferees fixed it at $1,778,000. What gentle- 
man over there has told you that this bill is millions bigger on these | 
schedules I am mentioning as it came back from the Senate than when | 
it went there? 

Sir, the next schedule is agricultural products. The House fixed 
duties amounting to $19,838,0U00n thisschedule. The Senate Finance 
Committee fixed them at $17,384,000,and yet when the bill comes back 
it has in place of $17,000,000 the sum of $18,681,000. 

From spirits the House bill proposed to collect $8,130,000. The 
Senate raised it to $9,887,000; and yet when the plastic hand of the 
conferees had finished touching it, it was $9,124,000-—— 

Mr. GEAR. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. McMILLIN. Yes; I yield with pleasure. 

Mr. GEAR. Does the gentleman object to increasing the duty on 
champagne and wine? 

Mr.McMILLIN. No, sir; you did not fix it as high as you should. 
{ favored higher duty on champagne, and opposed any reduction of the 
Senate rates. The Senate fixed it at $10. You put it at $7, and you 
varied from your rule in conference, and you yielded there and cut it 
down to$8. Thisisone of the few increnses your party opposed. Why 
not collect $10 a dozen from it? 

Mr.GEAR. You donot object, do you, toa million dollars increase? 

Mr.McMILLIN. No; I would prefer two millions. Why did you 
not increase it more; if it was right to impose a tax upon that fiery 
fluid that does not cure a man when he is sick, but soon makes him 
oblivious of life’s ills? [Laughter.] So my friend from Iowa tells us. 
I think the last question that the gentleman ought to have raised was 
the champagne question, for upon that you have cut down the Sen- 
ate’s increase. Why did you not increase it during the war or long 
ago? 

Mr. PEEL. That will help the Iowa farmers a great deal! 

Mr. McMILLIN. In other places you angmented the Senate's in- 
crease, but here you cut it down. : 

Now, Mr. Speaker, we come to the flax, hemp, and jute schedule. 
The House bill yielded $16,859,000. This was an enormous increase. 
The Senate bill reduced it to $15,955,000, but the conference report 
makes it $16,175,000. ‘There, as my friend from Iowa tells us, almost 
with tears in his eyes, was a concession to the peopie. Such an embargo 
was never before put upon clean shirts and collarsas that side of the House 
placed there when they fixed up the flax and linen schedule that went 
to the Senate. It was so outrageous that it could not stand the light 
of day. There happened to be a few men left among them with whom 
the bath-tub was either a reminiscence or an aspiration, and they re- 
duced it some. [Langhter.] 

Mr. BOUTELLE. is the gentleman alluding to the occupation of a 
member from Texas during the vote on the Morrison tariff bill? 
(Laughter. } 

Mr. McMILLIN. No, sir; Iam not talking of our people who do 
wash, but of those of yours who do not. 

Sir, Inext come to thesundriesschedule. The House bill provided for 
a tax of $13,791,000 from this schedule; the bill as recommended by 
the Senate Finance Committee, $13,666,000; but when the conferees 
with the Senate get through with it the bill provides fora tax of $13,- 
974,000, or an increase of $189,000. So I might go on at greater length; 
but I will not tax your time and your patience by doing so. 

Now, what is the result of this three-cornered manipulation? 1 will 
premise by saying that it was heralded forth to the country that the 
Senate had taken hold of the bill as ‘‘ with hooks of steel,’’ and that 
they were going to do justice by the people. They were to cut down 
the duty on all the necessities of life and to raise it on the luxuries; 
they were going to reduce the revenue. When the Senate and the con- 

ference committee got hold of it what was the result? ‘They put back 
the rates that had been reduced by the Senate Finance Committee or 
recommended for reduction to the amount of $4,922,361. 

That is the net result of your conference, the addition of $4,922,000 
to the bill as reported from the Finance Committee. Sir, it is true 
that the conference did not add all this; part of it was added by the 
Senate, part by the conferees; but the result is that much over what 
the country was told would be the result from the report made by the 
Finance Committee tothe Senate of the United States, and upom which 
all these data are given. 

Mr. Speaker, let us inquire next what will be 








THE AVERAGE RATE OF TARIFF TAXATION 
under this bill. The Senate Finance Committee estimate the duties 
that would be received under it at $201,689,000. Experts have gone 
over it. I have gone over it myself, and it is susceptible of demon 


stration beyond the peradventure of a doubt that there is to be added 
in these things where they say there are no data, but which I have with 
much labor worked out, $19,209,000. I have gone through it care- 
fully, and have the calculations here, but will not take the time of 
the House to read them. 

Then, the conferees added, as I have just stated, $4,895,000. So that 
the revenues, if there should be imported next year under this wil the 
same quantities of merchandise that were imported last year under ex- 
isting law, would be $225,000,0U0. At the present rate of duties the 


| importations of these articles yield $161,000,000. So that the increase 


on the tariff schedules, outside of sugar, which is carried in this bill is 


| $64,385, 854. 


Mr. Speaker, I was just thinking as I sat here to-day how easy o 


computation these figures are. 


4 DOLLAR A HEAD INCREA IN TAXI 

It turns out that the present census is going to show the population 
of the United States to be 64,000,000; so that, laying aside tor present 
purposes of computation the sugar duty, which I will touch upon later, 
there is an increase imposed on the other items in this bill of a dolla: 
for every man, woman, and child in the United States—$5 to each fam 
ily. That is what it costs the country to support the expensive lux 
ury ofa Republican Congress and a Republican President. [ Applause. ] 

Now, the duty on sugar that was taken from the taa-list and added 
to the free-list amounts to $55,975,984, the internal-revenue tax re- 
pealed, to $6,058,652; making a total of $62,034,636. Therefore, Mr. 
Speaker, there is a net increase, if you deduct the sugar tax repealed 
and the internal-revenue tax repealed (not computing a few things 
added to the free-list), of $2,227,394 under these tariff schedules. Or, 
if you add the items in the free-list to this, the sugar and internal taxes 
repealed, the aggregate of reductions is very little more than the aggre- 
gate of increases. You would like to know whatper cent. thatis. I 
will give you that. 

I have made a calculation of the rate of duty that will be carried on 
these things should the conference report be adopted which I will give 
you. The Senate Finance Committee reported that the rate of duty 
under existing law on the articles embraced in this bill is 41 percent. 
Under the proposed bill it will be 57 per cent. So that there has 
been an increase in this bill of 16 per cent. in the average of duty. 
But, my friends, that does not embrace all the increase that this bill 
makes. What else? you ask me. There is a clause in the bill which 
provides that there shall be imposed an additional duty of 10 per cent. 
on all commodities shipped to this country in other than American 
bottoms, except from those countries where our treaties prevent such 
a discrimination. 

Now, I believe we are carrying less than 20 per cent. of our foreign 
commerce. Wehavetreatiesthat makethe billin this particulmrinopera- 
tive as to some countries; but if 50 percent, fall under this provision of 
the law and 5 per cent. be added to this 57 per cent. the rate by this bill 
would be 62 percent. Then, in addition, Mr. Speaker, there must be 
taken into account the effect of the bill that already passed this Con- 
gress, known as the administrative bill, which taxes coverings, etc. , and 
which the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. MCKINLEY] has admitted will 
increase the rates of duty from 4to 5 percept. It will increase them 
nearer 8 per cent. 

It is safe to say that by the administrative bill 8 per cent. will be 
added to the 62 per cent. estimate as resulting from this bill, bringing 
the tariff nearly or quite to 70 percent. Thatis the rateofduty. How 
do you like itas compared with the 41 per cent. ofexistinglaw? How 
will the consumer like an increase of about 29 per cent. to his taxes? 

Mr. WIKE. And the title of the bill states that it is to reduce the 
rate. 

Mr. McMILLIN. And the title is as false to the bill as the bill is 
false to the people. [ Applause. } 

Mr. BLOUNT. Will my friend allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. McMILLIN. With great pleasure. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I wish to knowif the gentleman has made any cal- 
culation as to the amount of goods imported in foreign vessels at that 
10 per cent. rate under the bill, and what amount of tax that is on the 
goods imported in that way? 

Mr. McMILLIN. Itis very difficult to answer the gentleman’s ques- 
tion, and I have'had no time to look to treaties. I have been forced 
to make these calculations within the last two days. I do not believe- 
the committee knows or that any man in America can tell exactly how 
much will come under it; but in making the estimate I have estimated 
that not more than 50 per cent. will fall under it, and if you make 
that estimate you will have a tax rate here that will aggregate in round 
numbers about 70 per cent., and which I do not believe could fall as 
low as 65 percent. even if that clause were out of the bill. 

In other words, when the citizen goes to buy goods he will take $100 
to pay for the goods, and $70 to pay the customs officer or the manu- 
facturer. 

But that is not the worst. This bill keeps up what hasso long been 
an inequality. It continues the excessive rates upon the cheaper grades 
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and the poorer commodities, worn and used by the humble and the 
lowly, and puts a comparatively lower rate of duty upon those things 
that are bought by the prosperous and the wealthy. 

TAXING CLOTH TEN TIMES HIGHER THAN STATUARY. 

Mr. Speaker, there is another thing in connection with the report 
to which I will call the attention of the House. The gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. H1rrr] rose here and landed this bill because it taxes cham- 
pagne and works of art, and says these are the most desirable subjects 
of taxation. If that is true I want to know why, on this very even- 
ing, he is going to vote to reduce the duty on works of art one-half, 
for the effect of this bill, if it becomes a law, will be to tax the clothing 
that keeps warm the poor man from 125 all the way up to 150 per 
cent., and to let in nude statuary at 15 per cent. 

RECIPROCITY. 

Mr, Speaker, my friend from Massachusetts [Mr. O’Neri] calls my 
attention to an important matter to which I was coming later. 

The ill effects of our present tariff system were felt throughout the 
country. England began to draw her wheat supply from India and 
Russia, and to stop taking ours. So with other countries. They im- 
ported from other sources, or by excluding our commodities produced 
their own supplies. They went in part to the Argentine Republic. 
Sometimes our pork was excluded under one plea, sometimes under 
another. But the result was the same tous, whatever the reason given, 
and whether or not any excuse was given. The exports of wheat de- 
clined, and the market here tumbled. It barely paid for raising it. 
Soe with corn. So with beef and pork. The farmers suffered fright- 
fully. Their lands declined and their mortgages multiplied. 

At this juncture, alas for the country! this Congress assembled. It 
has made bad worse. Wise men of all parties foresee the impending 
danger. Mr. Blaine, who has so often led his party in the past, who 
is now Secretary of State, and who, as such, is in touch with the outer 
world, saw that this bill was commercial destruction to our people. 
He rushed to the Committee on Ways and Means. He assembled the 
majority members and exhorted them to ‘‘stay the ax.’’ He said: 
‘Gentlemen, you are going to ruin this country. You are adopting 
a bill that will put up a wall between us and the rest of the world. 
You arte proposing a measure which will destroy commerce instead of 
increasing it.’’ They heeded him no more than the idlewind. They 
did not even tell the minority of Mr. Blaine’s conference and ad moni- 
tion. They were, as they thought, the sole depositories of their secret, 
and, like Janinus’s, itshoulddiewiththem. But it would notdie. Mr. 
Blaine went to the Senate with the bill, and again grappled the mon- 
ster there. From the Secretary’s office, from his home in Maine, from 
hilltop and seashore, he hurled his anathemas against it. He pro- 
claimed the truth, that this bill does not furnish a market for a single 
bushel of corn or a single barrel of flour. He demanded that some ad- 
vantage should be asked by our people for the surrender of the sugar 
duty, the best revenue duty on the entire list. 

The people were frightened at your astounding propositions. New 
England saw your immense walls rising, cutting her off from the world. 
She saw the West and South supplying their own demands, and to 
quiet her you have adopted what you call reciprocity, which is only re- 
taliation. It is taxing our own people on what they must consume, to 
punish others for an existing or supposed grievance. ‘ 

Mr. Speaker, they have heard the mutterings of discqntent and seen 
the dark clouds of public indignation rising. Hence, the adoption in 
this bill of a so-called reciprocity amendment. Butit is no reciprocity. 
It is a burlesque upon all commerce and legislation, and even worse. 
The following is the proposition: 


(401) Sec, 3. That with a view to secure reciprocal trade with countries pro- 
ducing the following articles, and for this pu , on and after the Ist day of 
July, 1891, whenever and so often as the President shall be satisfied that the 
Government of any country producing and exporting sugars, molasses, co!- 
fee, tea, and hides, raw and uncured, or any of such articles, imposes duties or 
other exactions upon the agricultural or other products of the United States, 
which, in view of the free introduction of such sugar, he may deem to be recip- 
rocally unequal and unreasonable, he shall have the power and it shall be his 
duty to suspend, by proclamation to that effect, the provisions of this act relat- 
ing to the free introduction of such sugar, molasses, coffee, tea, and hides, the 
production of such country, for such time as he shall deem just, and in such 
ease and during such suspension duties shall be levied, collected, and paid upon 
sugar, molasses, coffee, tea, and hides, the product of or exported from such 
designated country, as follows, namely : 

All sugars not above No. 13 Dutch standard in color shall pay duty on their 
polariscopic tests, as follows, namely : 

All sugars not above No. 13 Dutch standard in color, all tank bottoms, sirups of 
eane juice or of beet juice, melada, concentrated melada, concrete and concen- 
trated molasses, testing by the polariscope not above 75 degrees, seven-tenths 
of Leent per pound; and for every additional degree or fraction of a degree 
shown by the polariscopic test, two-hundredths of | cent per pound additional. 

All sugars above No. 13 Dutch standard in color shall be classified by the Dutch 
standard of color, and pay duty as follows, namely: All sugar above No, l3and 
not above No. 16 Dutch standard of color, 1f cents per pound. 

All sugar above No. 16 and not above No. 20 Dutch standard of color, 1} cents 
per pound, 

All sugars above No. 20 Dutch standard of color, 2 cents per pound. 

Molasses testing above 56 degrees, 4 cents per gallon. 

Sugar drainings and sugar sweepings shall be subject to duty either @s mo- 
lasses or sugar, as the case may be, according to polariscopic test. 

On coffee, 3 cents per pound. 

On tea, 10 cents per pound, 

Hides, raw:or uncured, whether dry, salted, or pickled, Angora-goat skins, 
raw, without the wool, unmanufactured, asses’ skins, raw or unmanufactured, 
and skins, except sheep-skins with the wool on, 1) cents per pound, 


Do you see either reciprocity or good government in this? 

Who ever heard of such extraordinary powers being surrendered })y 
a free people to one man? When our fathers began this Govern 
they wisely had revenue bills originate with the House of Repr. 
atives, because that body comes most directly and frequently fro: 
people. But here the enemies of our institutions in this bill p: 
that they shall pot originate in the House, nor in the Senate, bu 
President shall impose enormous taxes, remit them, and rein 
them at pleasure. He may tax every pound of coffee 3 cents, a 
tea 10 cents, consumed by our 64,000,000 people. He may retax 
and hides. He may impose taxes without the House of Repres 
tives, and substantially conclude treaties without the concurrenc 
advice of the Senate. 

A more cowardly and uncalled-for surrender of sovereign prero: 
tives was never made by the faithless representatives of a free peop), 
Our ancestors, with more spirit and patriotism than we are evinci 
rebelled against a smaller tax on less tea, imposed by the British |’, 
liament and King George. Did we rebel against the Georges and « 
islative annex only to go under the Harrisons without even a levi; 
lative annex? 

If the founders of the Government had intended the President to ex 
ercise such monarchical power they would have framed the Constity 
tion differently. Instead of saying ‘‘ The Congress shall have pow: 
to lay and collect taxes, duties, imposts, and excises,’’ etc., as they did 
in the Constitution, they should have said, ‘‘ The President shall hay 
authority * * * to levy and collect taxes,’’ ete. 

This amendment is not only a spiritless surrender of principle a 
power, but an overruling of the Constitution. If the people’s repr 
sentatives surrender this principle they should be relegated to the re: 
and representatives sent here more worthy the sires who bled for thes: 
liberties and the sages who toiled for this Constitution. The mount. 
ain has labored, but nothing but a mouse has been brought forth. 
What is this so-called reciprocity? It is not reciprocity. It does not 
provide a market fora single bushel of grain or a single pound o/ 
pork. It does not extend our markets, but what does it do? It is 
retaliation, as my friend from Pennsylvania [Mr. BocKALEW] say: 
It is one-man power, as my friend from Texas, Judge ABBOTT, says 
It is unconstitutional. 

Are you ready to betray the trust of the American people, you 
who represent the bravest men and the finest women that the who! 
earth boasts? Will you in this day of law and written constitutions 
come forward and make a cowardly surrender of high prerogatives ani 
noble rights? 

Mr. O’NEIL, of Massachusetts. Will the gentleman permit a ques 
tion ? 

Mr. McMILLIN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. O’NEIL, of Massachusetts. Is it not trae that at present w: 
have free tea, free coffee, and free hides, and is it not also true that 
under this ‘‘ reciprocity ’’ clause the President may reimpose taxes 0} 
those three articles? 

Mr. McMILLIN. Certainly. It not only authorizes the President 
to nullify the free-sugar clause of this bill, but, Mr. Speaker, I think 
that of all the surrenders ever made by a free people this is the mos 
patent, flagrant, and reprehensible. Trust men that will surrende: 
sovereignrights! Trust men that will give to the President of the Unite: 
States more power than the Queen of England and Empress of India has 
Trust men who would vest in one man a power that is not exercise: 
by the Czar of all the Russias! Before I would trust a Congress tliat 
would thus destroy the people’s liberties, I would go and cradle m) 
own child with a viper. [Applause.] Notonly this. This “ rec’ 
procity ’’ clause also provides that the President may impose a tax 0: 
hides. The industries already established in Massachusetts are ‘ 
perish; those established in New Jersey are to perish; and upon t 
altar of the avarice of a few manufacturers the Constitution of the 
country is to be overridden, rights are to be surrendered, and taxes a: 
to be imposed. 


DISTRUST OF THE PEOPLE. 


Mr. Speaker, there runs through this whole bill a vein of distrust o! 
the people that is enough to condemn it without more. This is mani 
fest in the bounty clause, which is a continuing appropriation, and so 
fixed that if six successive Houses come here instracted and pledge! 
against the continuance of the bounty they can not stop the appro): 
ations therefor if either the Senate or President favors it. This Hou: 
surrenders the purse-strings without the least hesitation. 

Alexander Hamilton is credited with saying once when advocatin: 
life tenure for Senators that ‘‘ the people are turbulent and not to }: 
trusted,’’ and that a body with life tenure was necessary to check t): 
impudence of Democracy. Is not this spirit manifest in this legis! 
tion? The le are turbulent, so the majority say, aud not to |e 
trusted; hence this bill puts it out of their power to resist. They m:: 
complain, bat can not avert their doom. 

The same want of trust is manifest in the bill now pending grantin- 
subsidies to ships, where it is proposed to make the appropriation ‘! 
fifteen years, and which the ne credit you, Mr. Speaker, with 
saying would pass. Your bleeding soldiers must come here every yea! 
your famishing officials must come here every year; the people wii0 
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bleed for you in the field of battle, who toil by day and who sleep not 
py night, must come here annually for appropriations for their support. 
But not so with the recipient of the bounties provided by this bill. 


i 


And the gentleman from Kansas, Mr, Perers, has just said that | 


he wished it could be made a penitentiary offense to change this tariff 
rate for ten years. Fortunately we are not yet under the empire. 

[ have already commented on what I regard as the supreme want of 
trust manifested by this Congress in the people who sent them here; 
that is, the clauses of this bill which authorize the President to impose 
taxes without the assembling of Congress. By this he hasa 
greater than that possessed by the greediest of the Roman proconsuls 
over the provinces they wasted. If a tax is to be reimposed on coffee 
why not let the President call Congress together to doit? If four 
vears hence there is a necessity for the reimposition of a tax on hides 
and @ tax on sugar, in the nameof all that is just and wise let us trust 
it to the Representatives chosen by the people. 

1 do not say that any President we have ever had would be un- 
scrupulous enough to wield this power for the enrichment of himself 
or the continuance of his rule; buat I do say, and I challenge its con- 
tradiction, that if one should rise up—as one may rise up—with the 
ambition of Czesar or the selfishness of Napoleon, or the contempt for 
legislative law of Cromwell, there is no limit to the money he could 
amass by speculation or the mischief he could work in destroying the 
liberties of the people. 

TAXES REPEALED BY THE REPUBLICAN PARTY. 

Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. McKINLEY] boasted 
with much gusto a few days ago that the Republican party had repealed 
or removed taxes amounting to hundreds of millions of dollars. But 
did they take the tax off woolen clothing? Offcotton goods? Offlinen? 
Of tinware? Off the iron used by farmers? Off the medicines used 
by all? No; far from it. What taxes did they repeal? 

“There was a tax on bank checks, It was paid by those who had bank 
accounts on which to draw. It was a tax on accumulated wealth, and 
therefore not to be endured. It was repealed. There was a high tax 
on whisky; it was reduced to less than one-half, and it is one of the 
articles from which the distinguished gentleman from Ohio can boast his 
party has removed one-half their burdens. 

The income tax yielded, in 1866, $72,982, 150. 
ing year more than $68,000,000. 
not on the toil of the country, and hence was not to be tolerated. It 
went soon after the war. ‘The bulk of it was repealed before 1871. It 
was a tax on not only the income of wealthy individuals, but of banks, 
railroads, and other corporations. Had this tax continued awhile 
longer it alone would have paid off the public debt now hanging over 
us, even withont any increase on account of increased wealth. It would 
have done this in fifteen years, or by the year 1884. Or if it had con- 
tinued till Jast year it would have paid the public debt, opened every 
harbor, improved every river, built every war-vessel, and constructed 
every fortification now contemplated and estimated for improvement 
by theGovernment. Dut this is the tax the gentleman from Ohio [ Mr. 
McKINLEY } boasted his party has repealed. 


powell 


It yielded the follow- 


lived, 
to this day, and is being increased by this compensatory bill. 
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ment—paid when not due—and still there is no confidence in the Ad 
ministration. 
The Secretary has announced t 


iat he will pay interest on five hun 
dred millions now which 


> till late in next year, to prevent 


bankruptcy. Still confidence refuses to return. masses who owe 
| debts of their own, bearing heavy interest, are taxed to raise funds to 
quieta marketdisturbed by mal-legislation. It was notso under Demo- 
cratic rule. Money i us ) ( interest 
Why not dig this « up the roots ‘ hy iporize with it 
Why not reduce the expe 3 of government to an economic ba 
Why not reduce taxation instead of increasing it? Why rob the poor 
prematurely to pay interest 1 yet due and I n to be 
come due to the rich? 
Sir, President Cleveland was crit 1 by the Republican pa be 
deposited a part of the enormous revenu aised against his 


+ 


cause h ! 
protest in the banks where it at le had a chance to get back into 
circulation. How have these same critics done under similar circum 
stances? They have paid and are paying heavy premiums on bond 
bought. They have paid and are paying the interest on hundreds, mill 
ions of bonds nearly a year before it is due; thus making a clear dona 
tion to the bondholders. Even the lized by Govern 
ment bonds and lands, and built by Government credit, 

terest on their bonds paid long e due. 

While this prodigal favoritism for the bondhoilder is being expressed 
in so lucrative a way, what are they doing forthe poor toiler who pay 
these taxes? Constantly devising new methods of taxation and tor 
ture. You are raising the tax on almost everything necessary to his 
existence. His shirts and his socks, his collars and his coats are all 
increased; bis hammer and his hoe are ine his anvil and his ax 
his cutlery and his cotton goods—all increased enormously, and al 
full alike under the decree that has gone forth in favor of the holders 
of bonds for sale, and against the laborers who are helpless and hav: 
to pay. 

Sir, there is a day of reckoning at hand. Well may you fortify 
the wrath of the people, and make your plundering schemes 
permanent as you can, but you can not hide from their wrath nor es 





railroads subsi 
have the in- 


Helor 


‘reased, 


against 


| cape from their vengeance. 


But it was a tax on the wealth and | 


Mr. Speaker, in conclusion I will say that you have passed this un 
heard-of measure by unheard-of methods, and we appeal from them 
and you to the people who make and unmake Congresses. [ Applaus« 
on the Democratic side. | 

Mr. McKINLEY obtained the floo 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. M« 
KINLEY ] has eleven minutes. 

Mr. McKINLEY. Mr. Speaker, in the few minutes which I shall 
occupy in closing the debate upon a question that has claimed s 
much of the time, not only of the Honse of Representatives, but otf 
the Senate as well, and which has ocenpied so much of the timo o! 
the people in public discussion, it is suitable that I should say som: 
things of this revenue measure which is so soon to be enacted in 


| law by the party in the majority, and which has received so much of 


The next tax of which he boasts the repeal is the tax on whisky. | 


It was reduced one-half. But did they repeal with this reduction a 
single office? Did they remove a single rigor or hardship which has 
characterized the enforcement of whisky-tax collections? Not one; 
the law stands in all its rigor, and is enforced with old-time severity. 
There was another tax the gentleman and his party repealed. 1 am 
willing they should have the credit that they deserve. A party so rash 


as that now controlling this Republican House ought at least to get | 


credit for boldness, if for nothing else. ‘There was a tax on playing- 
cards, the raw material out of which the faro dealer makes the manu- 
factured commodities—gamblers ! 
whether he turned his jack from top or bottom? (If I mix my meta- 
phors I want some friend on the other side who is better acquainted 
with this subject than Iam to post me.) [Laughter.] What cared 
they? This was a tax on luxury; and it was repealed. 

There was also a tax on dealers in lottery tickets. 
tery tickets! Those poor people who are trying to make an honest 
living through chance! This tax was yielding a good deal of money. 
It yielded $350,000 while it was in operation. Butthe smoke of battle 
hardly cleared away any more rapidly than did this tax. 
the taxes the gentleman boasts his party hasrepealed. ‘Take the honor, 
gentlemen; you are entitled to what little there isin it. {Applanse. | 

CONSEQUENCES OF RECKLESS FOLLY. 

Mr. Speaker, what is the situation to-day? What is the result of 
all this folly? A frightened people stand in dread of this reckless Con- 
gress and its extraordinary methods. The very sitting of this Congress 
is a great menace to the industries and prosperity of the country. 
by day the dark clouds arise on the financial horizon and threaten to 
burst in bankruptey upon the country. Since the committees of Con- 
gress have been at work on the tariff—‘‘tinkering with the tariff’’— 
the country has been on the verge of a panic. Millions on millions of 
the people’s money have been poured into Wall street by the Govern- 


But what cared these gentlemen | 


Dealers in lot- | 


These are | 


Day | 


rans : . , | censure alone from those w ave special intere i the we 

The tax on manufactures yielded millions annually, but it was short- | (° “6 athe Unit ‘a maa = roa h ae no 7” al i er - ole he = 
. . } Ig ) 3 ed states, du “Om certal oft our ow e ’ hose 

It, too, was repealed, but the added duty remained and remains | /“* : oo 7 ‘eee oe 


interests wonld seem to be with us and are yet strangely against us 
First of all, Mr. Speaker, I desire to say that this is not a bill of re 
taliation, nor is it a bill of diplomacy. It is a bill for the people ot 
the United States to supply them with the needed revenue to con 
duct the public service; and in levying the tariffs with a view to 
raising the revenue necessary for the Governinent it has so discrim 
nated in the adjustment of those tarifis as to give protection to on 
own people, defense to their industries, encouragement to interna 
development, and a compensation to make up the difference 
the price paid labor in Europe and the price paid labor inthe United 
| States. [Applause on the Republican side.] For it is the pride of 
this country that we pay more and better wages to our workme: 


bet wee! 





than are paittanywhere on the face of the earth. [Renewed a) 
| plause.] And we are enabled to do this, Mr. Speaker, because t! 
| Republican party, and the old Whig party before it, have 
| all the while that they will impose taxes upon t! s of fo 

eign production which come in competition with the products of « 

own labor, our own soil, and our own shops, a that way 
revenue to the Treasury and security to our. own people in th 


| pursuits and employments. 


The gentleman from Tennessee [ Mr. MCMILLE 
] 


names. I will not stop to reply to the: E pit l 
| defamation will not detract fromit. The futur 
orcondemp this bill. The remarks of the gentleman w hi 
and they are but the echo of what has appeared i CSS ( 
England and all the other comp nations of t rld 
plause on the Republican side.}] What he has said here t ivi ha 
| read in the papers of Great Britain and Fran What he has 


| here to-day I have read in the 
great question, and i: 
| Democratic leaders are in alliance once more. | 
on the Republican side.] An unholy and unpatriotic alliance, which 
will be no more successful now than it was twenty-eight years ago. 
Is it amy wonder, Mr. Speaker, that under the threat the Mills 

bill in 1888 the nationa) Republican convention, voicing the senti- 


papers Of all Lurope; and upon th 


1 opposition to this bill, Great 
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ments of a majority of the country, declared that the Democratic 
party served the interests of Europe, and that the Republican party 
serves the interests of the United States? [Applause on the Re- 
publican side.] The charge has been made good, the declaration 
has been proven, and no man hereafter can controvert or deny it. 

Why, the gentleman from Tennessee says that this bill does not 
increase the demand for a single grain of wheat, a single pound of 
pork, or a single bushel of corn. I say to the gentleman that when 
this bill becomes a law, when the tin industry is started that is con- 
templated by the bill, it will give support to 50,000 people, and these 
50,000 people will be just 50,000 more consumers of the products of 
our Western farms. [Applause on the Republican side.] When 
this leading imdustry which is contemplated by this bill shall be- 
come a fixed fact—and it will become a fixed fact, for millions are 
only waiting to invest in it—when that comes additional demand 
will bo made for American workmen, and with that demand for 
American workmen will come increased consumers and increased 
capasyty to buy the products of American farms. [Renewed ap- 
plauée.] Why, already, as the gentleman from Missouri has advised 
me, they have commenced making tin-plate in the city of St. Louis 
in the factory of the distinguished gentleman who sits before me, 
Mr. Nieprinauavus. [Applause on the Republican side. ] 

In anticipation of this bill, in the belief that it was to pass, men 
are ready now to invest their money, and instead of paying fifteen 
to twenty miliions of dollars annually to the other side for our tin 
we propose to make it right at home and keep that vast amount of 
money here for the uses of onrown people. The linen industry, which 
it is expected will be established upon the passage of this bill, will 
make a new demand for labor and go to increase the army of con- 
sumers to which the great West looks to buy the products of its fields 
and its granaries. 

Now I want to say, Mr. Speaker, that this bill, if it becomes a law, 
puts on the free-list about one-half in value of all of the products we 
import from the countries of the world—one-half of all we imported 
last year—the like of which was never known in any tariff bill that 
was ever passed in the history of this Government. 

Why, under the Mills bill only a little over 40 per cent. of the value 
of our foreign imports were placed on the free-list. We have made it 
50, and they are those products, as Governor DiNGLEY has explained 
to you, which we can not successfully produce in the United States. 
We have released from taxation the non-competing foreign prod- 
ucts except luxuries, and retained the duties, and in some instances 
increased them when necessary, upon the competing foreign prod- 
ucts. So we increased the duty upon brandies and champagne 
and tobacco, and took it off sugar. This bill recognizes the princi- 
ple which was found in the first tariff bill ever framed by the fathers 
and founders of the Government, and recognized again on the Morrill 
tariff of 1861, a tariff which supplied all the revenues of the Govern- 
ment even under the extraordinary demands made for revenue dar- 
ing the war; and while this tariff was raising revenue adequate for 
all public purposes it was at the same time raising this nation to 
be the first and greatest manufacturing nation of the world. [Ap- 
plause on the Republican side. } 

But gentlemen on the other side would tax themselves {o meet the 
expenditures of the Government. They would lay a tax upon our 
owa products to pay these expenses. ‘ he Republican party, on the 
contrary, would tax the products of other people and eiher countries 
seeking a market in the United States to supply the necessary rev- 
enues ofthe Goverument. This bill makes ond Smpbdase the great 
industrial issue. We have proffered it; you have accepted it. From 
here it goes to the people. Before that tribunal we invite you and 
invoke its deliberate and patriotic judgment, and to it all of us 
must yield. 

But, Mr. Speaker, the domain of debate is passed. The time for 
action has come, and without delaying the dooce a single moment 
more, unless gentlemen will permit us to have a vote without it, I 
shall demand, the previous question. [Prolonged applause on the 
Republican side. 1 

The SPEAKER. 
question. 

The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the ayes 
seemed to prevail. 

Mr. McMILLIN demanded a division. 

Mr. McCREARY. Let us have the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, there being 52 in the aflirmative 
and 162 in the negative. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 150, nays 80, not 
voting 95; as follows: 





The gentleman from Ohio demands the previous 


YEAS—1b0. 
Adams, Bingham, Candler, Mass. Dalzell, 
Allen, Mich. Bliss, Cannon, De Lano, 
Anderson, Kans Boothman, Carter, Dingley, 
Arnold, LBoutelle, Caswell, Dolliver, 
Atkinson, Pa Bowden, Cheadle, Dorsey, 
Atkinson, W.Va. Brewer, Cheatham, Dunnell, 
Baker, Brosivs, Clark, Wis. Evan 
Banks, Brower, Cogswell, F r, 
Bayne, Browne, Va. Comstock, Flick, 
Beck with, Buchanan, N. J. Conger, Flood, 
Belden, Burrows, Craig, Funston, 
Belknap, Burton, Culbertson, Pa Gear, 
Bergen, Caldwell, Cutcheon, Gest, 


ee ec 


Gifford, 
Greenhalge, 
Grosvenor, 
Greut, 

Hall, 
Hansbrough, 
Harmer, 
Haugen, 
Henderson, IIl. 


Henderson, lowa 


Hermann, 
Hill, 

Hitt, 
Hopkins, 
Kelley, 
Kennedy, 
Kerr, lowa 
Kinsey, 
Lacey, 

La Follette, 
Laidlaw, 
Langston, 
Lansing, 
Laws, 
Lehibach, 


Abbott, 
Allen, Miss. 


Anderson, Miss, 


Andrew, 
Barwig, 
Blount, 
Breckinridge, 
Brickner, 
Brookshire, 
Buckalew, 
Carlton, 
Caruth, 
Catchings, 
Clancy, 
Clements, 
Cobb, 
Coleman, 
Covert, 
Cowles, 
Crain, 


Alderson, 
Bankhead, 
Barnes, 
Bartine, 
Bigns 
Blanchard, 
Bland, 
Boatner, 
Brown, J. B. 
Browne, T. M. 
Brunner, 
Buchanan, Va. 
Bullock, 
Bunn, 
Butterworth, 
Bynum, 
Campbell, 
Candler, Ga. 
Chipman, 
Clarke, Ala. 
Clunie, 
Connell, 
Cooper, Ind. 
Cooper, Ohio 
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Lind, 
Lodge, 
Mason, 
McComas, 
McCormick, 
MeDuftie, 
McKinley, 
Miles, 
Miller, 
Moffitt, 
Moore, N. H. 
Morey, 
Morrill, 
Morrow, 
Morse, 
Mudd, 
Niedringhaus, 
Nute, 

0’ Donnell, 
O' Neill, Pa. 
Osborne, 
Payne, 
Payson, 
Perkins, 
Pickler, 


Cummings, 
Davidson, 
Dickerson, 
Dunphy, 
Enloe, 
Featherston, 
Fitch, 
Flower, 
Forney, 
Fowler, 
Goodnight, 
Grimes, 
Hare, 
Hatch, 
Hayes, 
liaynes, 
Heard, 
Hemphill, 
Herbert, 
Holman, 
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Post, 
Pugsley, 
Quackenbusb, 
Raines, 
Randall, 
Ray, 

Reed, Iowa 
Reyburn, 
Rife, 
Rockwell, 
Russell, 
Sanford, 
Sawyer, 
Seranton, 
Seull, 
Sherman, 
Simonds, 
Smith, Ill 
Smith, W. Va. 
Smyser, 
Snider, 
Spooner, 
Stephenson, 
Stewart, Vt. 
Stivers, 


NAYS—80, 


Hooker, 
Kilgore, 
Lanham, 
Lester, Ga. 
Lewis, 
Maish, 
MeAdoo, 
McCarthy, 
McClellan, 
McCreary, 
MeMillin, 
Moore, Tex. 
Mutchler, 
Oates, 
O'Neil, Mass. 
Owens, Ohio 
Peel, 
Penington, 
Pierce, 
Price, 


NOT VOTING—9%. 


Cothran, 
Crisp, 
Culberson, Tex. 
Dargan, 
Darlington, 

De Haven, 
Dibble, 
Dockery, 
Edmunds, 
Ellis, 

Ewart, 

Finley, 
Fithian, 
Forman, 
Frank, 
Geissenhainer, 
Gibson, 


Henderson, N.C. 


Houk, 
Kerr, Pa. 
Ketcham, 
Knapp, 
Lane, 
Lawler, 


Lee, 

Lester, Va, 
Magner, 
Mansur, 
Martin, Ind. 
Martin, Tex. 
McClammy, 
McCord, 
McKenna, 
McRae, 
Milliken, 
Mills, 
Montgomery, 
Morgan, 
Norton, 

O’ Ferrall, 
O’Neall, Ind, 
Outhwaite, 
Owen, Ind, 
Parrett, 
Paynter, 
Perry, 
Peters, 
Phelan, 


So the previous question was ordered. 
The following pairs were announced. 
Until farther notice: 


Mr. McKINLEY with Mr. MILLs. 


Mr. BuTTERWORTH with Mr. OUTHWAITE. 


Mr. ROWELL with Mr. Crisp. 
Mr. KETCHAM with Mr. CLARKE, of Alabama, 


Mr. MILLIKEN with Mr. DIBBir. 


Mr. WADE with Mr. DockrEry. 
Mr. FRANK with Mr. BLAND. 


Mr. MCKENNA with Mr. CLUNIE. 
Mr. Cooper, of Ohio, with Mr. WILSON, of Missouri. 


Mr. McCorp with Mr. FIruHtan. 
Mr. BowpeEN with Mr. McRAE. 


Mr. FIntey with Mr. GANDLER, of Georgia. 
Mr. Ewart with Mr. HENDERSON, of North Carolina. 


Mr. WILson, of Kentucky, with Mr. PayNTeEr. 


Mr. THomAs M. BRowNE with Mr. RoGers. 
Mr. Wricut with Mr. GEISSENHAINER. 


Mr. Peters with Mr. MANsUR. 


Mr. ConNELL with Mr. ALDERSON. 
Mr. OWEN, of Indiana, with Mr. Jason B. Brown. 


For tbis day: 


Mr. TAYLOR, of Illinois, with Mr. LAwWLer. 
Mr. Hovuxk with Mr. O’FerRA.t. 
Mr. DARLINGTON with Mr. Kerr, of Pennslyvania, for the re-t 


the day. 








Stock bridge 
Struble, 
Sweney, 
Taylor, ¥. | 
Taylor, J.D 
Taylor, Ten 
Thomas, 
Thompson 
Townsend, ( 
Townsend, P 
Turner, Ka 
Vandever, 
Van Schaic! 
Waddill, 
Walker, 
Wallace, Mass 
Wallace, N. \ 
Wheeler, Mi 
Wickham, 
Williams, Oh 
Wilson, Was). 
Wright, 
Yardley. 


Quinn, 
Reilly, 
Richardson, 
Rusk, 
Sayers, 
Seney, 
Stewart, Tex. 
Stockdale, 
Stone, Ky. 
Stump, 
Tillman, 
‘Tracey, 
Turner, Ga. 
Wheeler, Aia, 
Whitthorne, 
Wike, 
Wiley, 
Wilkinson, 
Willcox, 
Yoder. 


Robertson, 
Rogers, 
Rowell, 
Rowland, 
Shively, 
Skinner, 
Spinola, 
Springer, 
Stahinecker, 
Stewart, Ga. 
Stone, Mo. 
Tarsney, 
Taylor, I). 
Tucker, 
Turner, N. Y. 


Washington, 
Whiting, 
Williams, Ii!. 
Wilson, Ky. 
Wilson, Mo. 
Wilson, W. Va. 


Mr. BARTINE with Mr. WILLIAMS, of Illinois, on this bill. 


Mr. De HAVEN with Mr. Bracs, on all questions except bankrupt 


and national-bank legislation. 


Mr, BARTINE. 


Mr. Speaker, I am paired with the gentleman fro. 
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(inois [Mr. WiLL1AMs] upon the tarift bill. If he were present, I 
would vote ‘‘ay.’’ 

Mr. MCKENNA. Mr. Speaker, I am paired with my colleague [ Mr. 
CLuNIE]. If he were present, I would vote ‘‘ay’’ on this question, 
and I would also vote ‘‘ay’’ on the question of the adoption of the 
conference report on the tariff bill. 

Mr. COOPER, of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I am paired with the gentle- 
man from Missouri [Mr. WiLson]. If he were present, upon this and 
the adoption of the conference report he would vote ‘‘no’’ and I would 


vote gay PF i 
Mr. WADE. Mr. Speaker, I am paired with my colleague [ Mr. 
DocKkERY]. If he were present, I would vote ‘‘ay’’ upon this ques- 


tion, and also upon the adoption of the conference report, 

Mr. PETERS. Mr. Speaker, I am paired with the gentleman from 
Missouri [Mr. MANSUR]. If he were present, I would vote ‘ay.’ 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. MCKINLEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the adoption of the con- 
ference report. 

Mr. McMILLIN. And upon that I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 151, nays 81, not 
voting 94; as follows: 
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YEAS—15!. 
Adams, Cutcheon, Lind, Sawyer, 
Allen, Mich. Dalzell, Lodge, Scranton, 
Anderson, Kans, De Lano, Mason, Seull, 
Arnold, Dingley, McComas, Sherman, 
Atkinson, Pa. Dolliver, McCormick, Simonds, 
Atkinson, W.Va. Dorsey, McDuffie, Smith, I). 
Baker, Dunnell, McKinley, Smith, W. Va. 
Banks, Evans, Miles, Smyser, 
Bayne, Farquhar, Miller, Snider, 
Beckwith, Flick, Moffitt, Spooner, ,. 
Belden, Flood, Moore, N. H. Stephenson, 
Belknap, Funston, Morey, Stewart, Vt, 
Bergen, Gear, Morrill, Stivers, 
Bingham, Gest, Morrow, Stockbridge, 
Bliss, Gifford, Morse, Struble, 
Boothman, Greenhalge, Mudd, Sweney, 
Boutelle, Grosvenor, Niedringhaus, Taylor, E. B. 
Bowden, Grout, Nute, Taylor, J. D. 
Brewer, Hall, O’ Donnell, Taylor, Tenn. 
Brosius, Hansbrough, O’ Neill, Pa. Thomas, 
Brower, Harmer, Osborne, Thompson, 
Browne, Va. Haugen, Owen, Ind, Townsend, Colo. 
Buchanan, N. J. Henderson, Ill. Payne, Townsend, Pa, 
Burrows, Henderson,Iowa Payson, Turner, Kans. 
Burton, Hermann, Perkins, Vandever, 
Caldwell, Hill, Pickler, Van Schaick, 
Candler, Mass. Hitt, Post, Waddill, 
Cannon, Hopkins, Pugsley, Walker, 
Carter, Kennedy, Quackenbush, Wallace, Mase, 
Caswell, Kerr, Iowa Raiuves, Wallace, N. Y. 
Cheadle, Kinsey, Randall, Wheeler, Mich. 
Cheatham, Lacey, 4 Ray, Wickham, 
Clark, Wis. La Follette, Reed, Iowa Williams, Ohio 
Cogswell, Laidlaw, Rey burn, Wilson, Wash. 
Comstock, Langston, Rife, Wright, 
Conger, Lansing, Rockwell, Yardley, 
Craig, Laws, Russell, The Speaker. 
Culbertson, Pa. Lehibach, Sanford, 

NAYS—8l. 
Abbott, Davidson, Kilgore, Richardson, 
Allen, Miss. Dickerson, Lanham, Rusk, 
Anderson, Miss. Dunphy, Lester, Ga. Sayers, 
Andrew, Enloe, Lewis, Seney, 
Barwig, Featherston, Maish, Stewart, Tex. 
Blount, Fitch, McAdoo, Stockdale, 
Breckinridge, Flower, McCarthy, Stone, Ky. 
Brickner, Forney, McClellan, Stump, 
B: ookshire, Fowler, McCreary, Tillman, 
Buckalew, Goodnight, MeMillin, Tracey, 
Carlton, Grimes, Moore, Tex. Turner, Ga. 
Caruth, Hare, Mutciiler, Wheeler, Ala, 
Catchings, Hatch, Oates, Whitthorne, 
Clancy, Hayes, O’ Neil, Mass. Wike, 
Clements, Haynes, Owens, Ohio Wiley, 
Cobb, Heard, Peel, Wilkinson, 
Coleman, Hemphill, Penington, Willeox, 
Covert, Herbert, Pierce, Yoder. 
Cowles, Holman, Price, 
Crain, Hooker, Quinn, 
Cummings, Kelley, Reilly, 

NOT VOTING—?¢4. 

Alderson, Clunie, Gibson, Montgomery, 
Bankhead, Connell, Henderson, N.C. Morgan, 
Barnes, Cooper, Ind. Houk, Norton, 
Bartine, Cooper, Ohio Kerr, Pa. O’ Ferrall, 
Biggs, Cothran, Ketcham, O’ Neall, Ind. 
Blanchard, Crisp, Knapp, Outh waite, 
Bland, Culberson, Tex. Lane, Parrett, 

r, Dargan, Lawler, Paynter, 
Brown, J. B. Darlington, Lee, Perry, 
Browne, T. M. De Haven, Lester, Va. Peters, 

nner, Dibble, Magner, Phelan, 
Buchanan, Va. Dockery, Mansur, Robertson, 
Bullock, Edmunds, Martin, Ind. Rogers, 
Bunn, Ellis, Martin, Tex. Rowell, 
Butterworth, Ewart, McClammy, towland 
Bynum, Finley, McCord, Shively, 
Campbell Fithian, McKenna, Skinner, 

ler, Ga, Forman, Afiiliken, Spinola, 

Chipman, Frank, McRae, Springer, 
Clarke, Ala. Geissenhainer, Mills, StahInecker, 
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Stewart, Ga, Tucker, Washington, Wilson, Mo 
Stone, Mo. Turner, N. Y. Whiting, Wilson, W. V 
Tarsney, Vaux, Williams, Il, 

Taylor, Il. Wade, Wilson, Ky 


So the conference report was agreed to. 
Mr. BARTINE. Mr. Speaker, upon this vote I am paired with the 
gentleman from Illinois, Mr. WILLIAMs. If he were present, I would 


vote ‘*ay.’’ - 

Mr. FRANK. Mr. Speaker, I am paired with my colleague, Mr. 
BLAND. If he were present, I would vote “ ay.”’ 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. McKINLEY moved to reconsider the vote by which the confe: 
ence report was adopted; and also moved to lay the motion to recon- 
sider upon the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

DATE 0} 

Mr. McKINLEY. Mr. Speaker, I offer tho following resolation 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), Thatthe Presi- 
dent of the Senate and the Speaker of the House of Representatives declare 
their respective Houses adjourned without day on Tuesday, the 30th day of 
September, at 2 0’clock p. m. 

{ Applause. ] 

The resolution was agreed to. 

PRINTING OF COPIES OF THE REVENUE BILL. 

Mr. McKINLEY. I ask unanimous consent for the printing ot 
2,000 copies of the tariff bill. 

Several MEMBERS. Make it 5,000. 

Mr. McKINLEY. I will modify my request so as to read that 5,000 
copies of the taritt bill as it passed the House be printed. 

Mr. HEARD. To be equally distributed among members of the 
House, 

Mr. McKINLEY. 
the House. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 

4 message from the President of the United States, by Mr. PRUDEN, 
one of his secretaries, announced that he had approved and signed acts 
and resolutigns of the following titles: 

An act (H. R. 9186) making appropriations for the construction, re- 
pair, and preservation of certain public works on rivers and harbors, 
and for other purposes; 

An act (H. R. 11569) to amend certain sections of the Revised Stat- 
utes relating to lotteries, and for other purposes; 

An act (H. R. 526) to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to pro- 
cure and submit to Congress a proposal for the sale to the United States 
of the western part of the Crow Indian reservation in Montana; 

An act (H. R. 11272) to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to sell 
certain lands, and to grant the proceeds of such sale to the town of 
Pelican, Oneida County, Wisconsin, for school purposes; 

An act (H. R. 11570) to set apart a certain tract of Jand in the State 
of California as a public park; 

An act (H. R. 2423) granting a pension to Lucy Hale; 
H. R. 7719 


ADJOURNMENT SINE DIE, 


To be equally distributed among the members ot 


An act )} restoring the pension of Mrs. Catharine Sonne 
An act (H. R. 4461) granting an increase of pension to Laura L. 
Wallen; 


An act (H. R. 7369) to restore the pension of Jane M. McCrabb; 

An act (H. R. 785) to extend the time for the redemption of schoo! 
farms in Beaufort County. South Carolina; 

An act (H. R. 11206) to amend section 572 of the Revised Statutes 
so as to provide for the holding of the regular termsof tie circuit and 
district courts for the western district of Virginia; 

An act (H. R. 3715) to amend an act entitied ‘‘An act authorizing 
the construction of a bridge across the Red River of the North,’’ ap- 
proved July 16, 1888; 

An act (H. R. 8047) toconstruct a wagon bridge across the Mississippi 
River at Hastings, Minn. ; 

An act (H. R. 8792) to authorize the constrnction of a bridge across 
the Mississippi River at Winona. Minn. ; 

An act (H. R. 10835) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Savannah River bythe Middle Georgia and Atlantic Railway Com- 
pany; 

An act (H. R. 10907) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to authorize 
the Cairo and Tennessee River Railroad Company to construct bridges 
across the Tennessee and Cumberland Rivers 
1889; 

An act (H. R. 11240) to authorize the construction of bridges ove 
the Savannah, Ocmulgee, and Oconee Rivers by the Macon and Atlan 
tic Railway Company; 

An act (H. R. 11241) to authorize the Chicago, Henderson, Bowling 
Green and Chattanooga Railway Company to construct a bride ove: 
Green and Barren Rivers in the State of Kentucky: 

An act (H. R. 8950) to authorize Haines’ Brackett, Fort Clark and 
Rio Grande Railroad Company to construct and operate a railway 
through the Fort Clark military reservation in Texas, and for other 
purposes; r 


~pproved January 8, 
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An act (H. R. 2511) to relieve Benjamin F. Smith of the charge of 
desertion; 

An act (I. R. 8363) to relieve Enoch Venter from the charge of de- | 
sertion; 

An act (H. R, 2142) for the relief of the heirs of Lewis Steelman; 

An act (H. R. 8631) to create a port of entry at Eagle Pass, Tex., 
in lieu of Indianola, Tex. 

An act (H. R. 4041) to remove the charge of desertion against William 
Gibbon; 

An act (H. R. 3895) to amend section 3510 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States, and to provide for new designs of authorized de- 
vices of United States coins; 

An act (H. R. 5596) to discontinue the coinage of the three-dollar 
and one-dollar gold pieces, and the three-cent nickel piece; 

An act (H. R. 11662) granting a pension to Henry A. Barnum; 

An act (H. R. 7079) for the relief of Thomas J. Parker; 

An act (H. R. 1614) for the relief of James B. Guthrie; 

An act (H. R. 4451) tor the removal of the charge of desertion from 
the record of Daniel J. Mahoney; 

An act (H. R. 8155) to grantschool district numbered 7, of the town- 
ship of Dearborn, Wayne County, Michigan, certain lots of land for 
school purposes; 

An act (fH. R.'7795) fox the relief of certain property-owners in the 
city of Washington, District of Columbia; 

An act (H, R. 7056) establishing a free public bathing beach on the 
Potomac River near Washington Monument; 

An act (H. R. 6104) for the relief of Dr. Carl Rickert; 

An act (H. R. 8201) to amend the Articlesof War relative to the pun- 
ishment on conviction by courts-martial ; 

An act (H. R. 11654) to provide an American register for the steamer 
Neptune; 

An act (H. R. 1215) for the relief of Jeremiah Darling; 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 170) to print eulogies on Hon. David Wil- 
ber; 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 184) to print eulogies on Hon. Newton W. 
Nutting; 

- Joint resolution (H. Res. 215) to print the eulogies upon Samuel J. 
Randall; and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 224) authorizing the transfer of certain ap- 

propriations for the Indian service on the books of the Treasury. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, an- 
nounced that the Senate had passed without amendment bills and a 
joint resolution of the following titles: 

A bill (HL. R. 11154) to repeal part of section 6 of an act entitled 
** An act to divide the State of Iowa into two judicial districts,’’ ap- 
proved July 20, 1882; 

A bill (H. R. 11578) granting a pension to Rehecea A. Green; and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 228) authorizing the Secretary of the Navy 
to purchase nickel ore or nickel matte for use in the manufacture of 
nickel-steel armor, and for other naval purposes. 

The message also announced that the Senate agreed to the concur- 
rent resolution of the House relative to printing report of the Civil 
Service Commission for the year ending June 30, 1889. 

The message further announced that the Senate had passed bills of 
the following titles; in which the concurrence of the House was re- 
quested: 

A bill (8. 1810) granting a right of way to the Jamestown and North- 
ern Railway Company through the Devil’s Lake Indian reservation, in 
the State of North Dakota; 

A bill (S. 4395) to authorize the construction of a bridge across the 
Missouri River at some accessible point in Boone County, in the State 
of Missouri; 

A bill (8. 4396) authorizing the construction of a bridge across the 
Osage River at some accessible point in the county of Benton, in the 
State of Missouri; and 

A bill (S. 440% 5) to authorize the construction of a bridge across the 
Missouri River at the most accessible point within 1 mile above or 
below the town of Quindaro, in the county ot Wyandotte and State of 
Kansas. 

The message further announced that the Senate had passed with- 
out amendment a joint resolution (H. Res. 231) to correct an error in 
the act entitled ‘‘ An act making appropriations for the constraction, 
repair, and preservation of certain public works on rivers and harbors, 
and for other purposes,’’ approved September 19, 1890. 

The message further announced that the Senate had passed with 
amendments the bill (H. R. 8049) to provide for the disposal of the aban- 
doned Fort Ellis military reservation in Montana under the homestead 
law, and for other purposes, asked a conference with the House thereon, 
and had appointed Mr. PLumMB, Mr. Pappoog, and Mr. Pasco con- 
ferees on the part of the Senate. 

The message furtheranvounced that the Senate insisted on its amend- 
ment to the bill (H. R. 7666) making appropriation to construct a road 
and approaches from the eity of Alexandria, Va., to the national cem- 
etery near that city, agreed to the conference asked by the House 
thereon, and had appointed Mr. HaWLey, Mr. MANDERSON, and Mr. 
WALTHALL conferees on the part of the Senate. 
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ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

Mr. KENNEDY, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported ¢ 
they had examined and found truly enrolled bills and joint resoluti, 
of the following titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. 4367) for the relief of D. H. Mitchell; 

A bill (H. R. 10083) for the relief of George Murray; 

A bill (H. R. 11773) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Mary 
Cushing; 

A bill (H. R. 1268) to perfect the military record of James T. Hugh 

A bill (H. R. 2106) to remove the charge of desertion against Dan} 
W. Selleck; 

A bill (H. R. 8394) to amend chapter 67, volume 23, ef the Statu 
at Large of the United States; 

A bill (H. R. 1358) te remove the charge of desertion against Jo} 
Milroy, and authorizing his honorable discharge; 

A bill (H. R. 573) for the establishment of a light station and 
signal in the vicinity of Braddock’s Point, Lake Ontario, New York 

A bill (H.R. 8210) granting an increase of pension to Maria | 
Caraher; 

A bill (H. R. 8713) granting a pension to Rhoda Buck; 

A bill (H. R. 11154) to repeal part of section 6 of an act entit 
‘* An act to divide the State of Iowa into two judicial districts,’’ 
proved July 20, 1882; 

A bill (H. R. 11578) granting a pension to Rebecca A. Green; 

A bill (8. 4) authorizing the establishing of a public park in the 
District of Columbia; 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 152) providing for the printing of eulog 
delivered in Congress upon the late James Laird; 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 228) authorizing the Secretary of the Nav; 
to purchase nickel ore or nickel matte for use in the manufacture 
nickel-steel armor; and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 231) to correct an error in the act entit): 
‘‘An act making appropriations forthe construction, repairs, and pres 
ervation of certain public works on rivers and harbors, and for oth¢ 
purposes,’’ approved September 19, 1890. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. EVANS. I move to reconsider the vote by which the House on 
yesterday passed Senate bill No. 4081. 

Mr. MORSE. What bill is that? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. No action is asked; the gentleman simp! 
makes the motion. 

The SPEAKER. What is the title of the bill? 

Mr. EVANS. ‘The trust bill that was passed yesterday—the Dis 
trict trust bill. I do not ask any action at this time; I simply move 
to reconsider, : 

The SPEAKER. The bill has gone to the Senate and the motion i 
not in order at this time. ‘ 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Very well; but if the reconsideration carries i' 
can be recalled. 

Mr. EVANS. Am I not in order to make the motion to reconsider, 
I having voted for the bill yesterday ? 

LEAVE TO WITHDRAW PAPERS. 

By unanimous consent leave was granted— 

To Mr. DAvipson, to withdraw from the files of the House the 
papers in the case of Dr. Joseph Y. Porter, without leaving copies, no 
report having been made thereon. 

To Mr. ELLtort, to withdraw from the files of the House, without 
leaving copies, the papers in the ease of B. F. Bruner. 

To Mr. Mupp, to withdraw from the files of the House, without 
leaving copies, the papers in the case of C. H. Dexter. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent leave of absence was granted— 

To Mr. YARDLEY, until Friday next, on accountof death in family 

To Mr. WILLIAMS, of Illinois, indefinitely, on account of sickness 
in his family. 

To Mr. BARNES, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 

To Mr. MCRAE, on account of important business. 

To Mr. MORGAN, indefinitely, on account of sickness in his family. 

To Mr. Norton, indefinitely, on account of sickness in his family. 

To Mr. BANKHEAD, on account of sickness. 

ANNOUNCEMENT OF CONFEREES. 

The SPEAKER announced as conferees on the bill H. R. 2990 M: 
Srvonps, Mr. CuLBEeRTSON of Pennsylvania, and Mr. STONE of Ken- 
tucky. 

Mr. McKINLEY. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 6 o’clock and 3° 
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 





RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, the following resolutions were intro- 
duced and referred as follows: 
By Mr. BURROWS: 


Resolved, That 2,500 copies of the Digest of the second session of the Fifty-first 
Congress be printed and bound for the use of the House; 


to the Committee on Printing. 
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By Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa: 


Resolved, Thaton Monday, September 29, the House shall proceed to the con- 
sideration of the bill of the House (H.R. 9682) for an act for the protection of 
property, trainmen, and other railroad employés in handling locomotive ea- 
gines, freight trains, and freight cars engaged in interstate commerce, and that 
at 4 o'clock and 30 minutes p. m. on that day the previous question shal! be con- 
sidered as ordered on said bill and amendments then pending; 


to the Committee on Rules. 





SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate bills of the following titles 
were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 

A bill (8S. 712) for the relief of the Stockbridge tribe of Indians in 
the State of Wisconsin—to the Committee on Indian A ffairs. 

A bill (8S. 1810) granting aright of way to the Jamestown and North- 
ern Railway Company through the Devil’s Lake Indian reservation in 
the State of North Dakota—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 


A bill (8. 3397) for the purchase of George B. Matthews's portrait of | 


John Paul Jones—to the Committee on the Library. 

A bill (8. 3482) to provide for a term of the circuit and district court 
at Littleton, N. H.—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

A bill (8. 3529) regulating the fees and emoluments of district attor- 
neys, marshals, and clerks in the States of Oregon, Nevada, Idaho, Mon- 
tana, Washington, North Dakota, and Wyoming—to the Committee on 
Expenditures in the Department of Justice. 

A bill (S. 4242) to change the boundaries of the Uncompahgre reser- 
vation—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Under clause 2 of Rale XIII, reports of committees were delivered 
to the Clerk and disposed of as follows: 
Mr. DINGLEY, from the Committee on Merchant Marine and Fish- 


| Valentine St 


By Mr. KINSEY: A bill (H. R. 12158) granting a pension to Will- 
iam Jack Haines—to the Committee on Invalid Pensiot 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12159 
mittee on Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12160) to « 


1S, 
for the relief of M. M. Lynch 


to the Com 


rrect the military d of the late 


sible—to the Committee on Military Affa 
Also, a bill (H. R. 12161) for the 1 f of Henry Troll—to the Com 
| mittee on Military Affairs. 
By Mr. WICKHAM: A bill (H. R. 12162) granting an honorable dis- 
charge to Samuel Cole—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


| tana 


| 


eries, reported favorably the joint resolution (H. Res. 227) relative to 
the International Marine Conference, accompanied by a report (No. | 


3208)—to the House Calendar. 
Mr. SNIDER, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported 
favorably the bill of the House (H. R.8480)—to correct the military 


record of Patrick Mackin, accompanied by a report (No. 3209)—to the | 


Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania, from the Committee on the Library, 
reported favorably the following bills, which were severally referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union: 


script relating to the District of Columbia. (Report No. 3210.) 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the followin 
the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows 

By Mr. CARTER: Memorial of Board of Trade of Helena, Mont., urg- 
ing such legislative action as may be necessary to legalize the con- 
struction of a dam across the Missouri River near Stubbs’s Ferry, Mon- 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors 

By Mr. HOLMAN: Petition of W. H. Powell, of Madison, Ind., in 
favor of legislation for reciprocity of trade with Canada—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. WHITTHORNE: Petition of John B. Simms, praying that 
his claim as administrator of the estate of Paris L. Simms, deceased, 
be referred to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 


g petitions were laid on 





SENATE. 


MONDAY, September 29, 1890. 

The Senate met at 11 o’cloeck a. m. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. Butter, D. D. 

The Journal of the proceedings of Saturday last was read and ap- 
proved. 


HOUSE 1 


ILLS REFERRED. 


The following bills received from the House of Representatives ou 
Saturday last were severally read twice by their titles. and referred to 


~ . | the Committee on Naval Affairs 
A bill (H.R. 5951) providing for the purchase of historical manu- | 


A bill (8. 2672) authorizing the Librarian of Congress to purchase | 


‘*Townsend’s Library of National, State, and Individual Records, com- 
prising a collection of historical records cbncerning the origin, progress, 
and consequences of the late civil war.’’ (Report No. 3211.) 

Mr. SIMONDS, from the Committee on War Claims, reported favor- 
ably the bill of the House (H. R. 12128) for the relief of Thomas F. 
Rowland, accompanied by a report (No. 3212)—to the Committee of 
the Whole House. 

Mr. THOMAS, from the Committee on War Claims, reported favor- 
ably the bill of the Senate (S. 2538) for the relief of the legal repre- 
sentatives of Nicholas J. Bigley, deeeased, accompanied by a report 
(No. 3213)—to the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. WILLCOX, from the Committee on Claims, reported favorably 
the bill of the Senate (8S. 1531) for the relief of the estate of John 
Eriesson, accompanied by a report (No. 3214)—to the Committee of 
the Whole House. 

Mr. DE LANO, from the Corfimittee on Pensions, reported with 
amendment the bill of the House (H. R. 11350) for the relief of Mary 


3. Claytou, accompanied by a report (No. 3215)—to the Committee of | 


the Whole House. 

He also, from the same committee, reported favorably the bill of 
the House (H. R. 12123) granting pension to Sophia Wenzel, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 3216)—to the Committee of the Whole House. 





BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rale XXII, a bill and a joint resolution of the 


following titles were introduced, severally read twice, and referred as 
follows: 
By Mr. CARTER: A bill (H. R. 12156) to provide for the disposal of 


the abandoned Fort Maginnis military reservation in Montana, under | 


the homestead and mining laws, for educational and other purposes— 
to the Committee on the Publie Lands. 


By Mr. CARTER: A joint resolution (H. Res. 232) authorizing the | 


President to appoint Samuel R. Douglas a first lieutenant in the United 
States Army—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 





PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 
Under elause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles 
were ted and referred as indicated below: 
By Mr, FUNSTON: A bill (H. R. 12157) to increase the pension of 
William W. Darnell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


ic 


\ bill (H. R. 9370) to remove the charge of desertion from the rec 
ord of James Morrison, alias James C. Mackintosh; and 

A bill (H. R. 11996) for the removal of the charge of desertion from 
the record of John Cassidy. 

The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, and r 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs: 

A bill (H. R. 1066) to remove the charge of desertion and grant an 
honorable discharge to William W. Carter; 

A bill (H. R. 1367 
Kline; 
A bill (H. R. 2593 
A bill (H. R. 3501 
Huffman; 
A bill (H. R. 4184) to amend the military record of William M. Por 
ter, alias William S. Mackay; 

A bill (H. R. 4707 


to remove charge of desertion against William J 


to correct the military record of Hosea Stone; 
removing the charge of desertion against Jonathan 


R granting a pension to Aphia M. Brown; 
A bill (H. R. 4870) to relieve Charles H. Vandervoort of the charge 
of desertion; 
A bill (H. R. 5063) for the relief of Charles W. Lambert 
A bill (H. R. 5133) for the relief of J. D. Golden; 
A bill (H. R. 5537) for the relief of Warren Stamp; 


A bill (H. R. 5685) for the relief of Augustus D. Hubbell: 

A bill (H. R. 5687) for the relief of Uriah J. O’ Neil 

A bill (H. R. 6998) to amend the record of Fayette Adams, Company 
I, Thirty-seventh Illinois; 

A bill (H. R. 7267) to remove the charge of clesert 
record of Charles L. Bullis; 

A bill (H. R. 8067) to correct the military record of John Ragan; 

A bill (Hf. R. 8605) to amend the military record of James P. Kirby) 

A bill (H. R. 9877) directing the Secretary ot War to issue an honor 
able discharge to Almond C. Walters; 

A bill (H. R. 10166) for the reliet of William J. Terney: and 

A bill (H. BR. 11587) for the relief of Duncan D. Cameron, late first 
lieutenant Ninth United States Colored Troops 

The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions: 

A bill (H. R. 1676) increasing the pension of Eliza B. Dorrance, 
widow of the late George W. Dorrance, chaplain United States Navy: 

A bill (H. R. 1863) granting a pension to John Yost; 

A bill (H. R. 1864) to place the name of Robert C. Kerr on the pen- 


rh) 
te 


ion from the service 


| sion-roll; 


A bill (H. R. 1890) to pension Winemah Riddell; 
A bill (H. R. 2417) granting a pension to Jeremiah M. Sidwell; 
A bill (H. R. 2434) granting a pension to Franc E. Babbitt; 
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bill (H. 
bill (H. 
bill (H. 
bill (H. 
bill (H. 
bill (H, 
bill (H. 


R. 2537) to increase the pension of James A. Underwood; 
R. 2542) pensioning Joseph A. Blair; 
R. 3080) granting a pension to George S. Howard; 
lt. 3376) granting a pension to Catherine McManus; 
R. 3520) granting a pension to D. G. Scooten; 
R. 3766) granting a pension to Joseph Dascomb; 
t, 4236) pensioning John George; 
bill (H. R. 4250) granting a pension to Joseph S. Henderson; 
bill (H. R. 4254) granting a pension to John Lindt; 
A bill (H. R, 4426) for the relief of Charles Fletcher, alias James H. 
Mitchell; 


SS PP PS > > 


A bill (H. R. 4722) granting a pension to Solomon R. Ruch; 

A bill (H. R. 4728) for the relief of Henry W. Burlingame; 

A bill (H. R. 4878) pensioning Richard Christy; 

A bill (H. R. 4894) increasing the pension of Catherine Doyle; 
A bill (H. R. 5213) granting a pension to Frederick Hart; 

A bill (H. R. 5517) granting a pension to Mrs. Susan Young; 


A bill (H. R. 5896) granting a pension to James A. Mitchell; 

A bili (H. R. 6217) granting a pension to Abbie A. Colson; 

A bill (H. R. 6297) granting a pension to Mrs. Bridget Handerhine, 
widow of Daniel Handerhine; 

A bill (H. R, 6356) for the relief of Martha A. Foster; 

A biil (H. R. 6359) for the relief of Mrs. Charity P. Harrison; 

A bill (H. R. 6392) granting a pension to Jane Boswell Moore Bristor; 

A bill (H. R. 6635) for the relief of George R. Wright; 

A bill (H. R. 6663) tor the relief of James 5. Smith; 

A bill (H. R. 6800) granting a pension to Anne Mattocks; 

A bill (H. R. 7125) granting a pension to Charles W. Whitney; 

A bill (H. R. 7251) granting a pension to Christian Pape; 

A bill (H. R. 7788) granting a pension to Mrs. Rachel Wright; 

A bill (H. R. 7879) granting a pension to Emily P. Collins; 

A bill (H. R. 7928) granting a pension to Jesse G. Hamilton; 

A bill (H. R. 8119) to grant a pension to Margaret Hawkins; 

A bill (H. R. 8124) granting a pension to George Everts; 

A bill (HL, R. 8303) granting a pension to Malinda Lemmon; 

A bill (H, R. 8445) granting a pension to Solomon Smith; 

A bill (H. R. 8600) increasing the pension of William T. Rhodes; 

A bill (H. R. 8779) granting a pension to Mary A. Irvin, widow; 

A bill (H. R, 8856) for the relief of James A. Hull; 

A bill (H. R. 9019) granting a pension to Emma Fulton; 

A bill (H. R. 9400) granting a pension to Bazel Lemley; 

A bill (H. R. 9423) for the relief of Charles Ewing; 

A bill (H. R. 9431) granting a pension to Jane Fee; 

A bill (H. R. 9496) for the relief of Martha D. Gunnison; 

A bill (H. R. 9506) tor the relief of Caroline A. Fairfax; 

A bill (H, R. 9531) to restore the pension of Susan Nelson Page; 

A bill (H. R. 9545) granting a pension to Washington Grigsby; 

A bill (H. R. 9564) for the relief of Ellen J. Wharton; 

A bill (H. R. 9583) pensioning Belinda Jane Phillips; 

A bill (H. R. 9595) for the reliefof William lL, Hurst, of Wolfe County, 
Kentucky; 

A bill (H. Rt. 9615) for the relief of Israel R. Pierce; 

A bill (H. R, 9767) granting an increase of pension to John S. Fergu- 
son ; 

A bill CH. R. 9772) for the relief of Margaret Malloy; 

A bill (H. R. 10054) granting a pension to Mrs. Margaret D. Mar- 
chand; 

A bill (H. R. 10106) granting an increase of pension to Christian 
Schaub; 

A bill (H. R. 10294) granting a pension to Matilda M. Harriman; 

A bill (H. R. 10418) to increase the pension of Thomas A. Kowley, 
late brigadier-general United States Volunteers; 

A bill (H. R, 10742) granting a pension to Josephine S. Hansel (late 
Wilson); 

A bill (H. R. 11064) granting a pension to Amanda_E. Parkis; 

A bill (H, R. 11173) to increase the pension of Elias D. Thompson; 

A bill (H. R. 11243) granting a pension to Sarah H. Philp; 

A bill (H. R. 11257) granting a pension to Elizabeth M. Ayars, for- 
merly Elizabeth M. Sutton; 

A bill (H. R. 11421) granting a pension to Elizabeth Dodge; 

\ bill (H. R, 11575) granting a pension to Sylvanus B. Dorsett; 

A bill (H. R, 11604) granting a pension to Orrin Day; 

A bill CH. R. 11635) to pension Mrs. Margaret Walker; 

A bill (H. R. 11640) granting a pension to Mary B. Cook; 

A bill (H. R. 11641) granting a pension to Anna 8. Shuman; 

A bill (H. R, 11987) to pension Mary Jane Martin; 

A bill (H, R, 12012) to grant a pension to Hannah B. Shepherd; and 

A bill (H. R. 12013) to pension John D. Bagby. 








PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate a me- 
morial which is very short, and he will direct that it be read. 

The memorial was read, and referred to the Committee on Educa- 
tion and Labor, as follows: 


To the President of the Senate of the United States : 
Howorasir AND Dear Sir: The following resolution was passed by the De- 
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| among the colored population on the Arlington estate. 





SEPTEMBER 29) 


troit annual conference of Methodist Episcopal Church, composed of { 
hundred ministers: 

** Resolved, That we respectfully request both Houses of the United States 
gress, now in seasion, to refrain from holding any session for legislation . 
Sabbath day; and that we authorize the presiding bishop and secretary |. 
this resolution and address the same to the President of ‘he Senate a 
Speaker of the House of Representatives.” 

EDW. G. ANDREWS, Pres 

W. DAWE, Secretary. 
I present a petition for the establishment of a selio0) 
It is repre. 
sented in the petition that there are three or four hundred colored peo. 
ple not under any government, without any school, growing up in ab- 
solute heathenism. I do not know what can bedoneaboutit. I m 
that the petition be referred to the Committee on Education and [a 
and at the nextsession I shall try to introduce some bill that will 
the case. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BLAIR presented a memorial of several hundred colored pro 
ducers of cotton-seed oi], residents of the State of Arkansas, remon 
strating against the passage of the Conger lard bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Agricultare and Forestry. 

Mr. CAMERON presented a memorial of the Retail Grocers’ Protect- 
ive Association, of Pittsburgh, Pa., remonstrating against the passaye 
of the Conger lard bill; which was referred to the Committee on Ayv- 
riculture and Forestry. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I present the petition of George S. Douglas 
Frank C. Blodgett, and 82 others, granite workers at Concord, N. [1 
who ask for the passage of the bill which has passed the House of I°ep- 
resentatives and is now before the Senate, paying the claims of th 
American workmen who worked more than eight hours a day for the 
United States and have not been paid their just dues for their exces. 
sive labor, as the eight-hour law requires, and praying for the passage ot 
the bill without any amendment which will send them tothe Court o: 
Claims, and thus delay, injure, and embarrass them in the prosecution 
of their just demands, 

I also present the petition of James F. Rooney, James J. Gannon, aud 
75 other granite workers, of Concord, N. H., and the petition of } 
P. Sylvester, Oscar Adams, and 93 other granite workers, of Concord, 
N. H., making the same prayer. 

I move that the petitions lie on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. PADDOCK presented a petition of the Pleasant Hill Farmers 
Alliance, of Compton, Nebr., praying for the passage of the Conge: 
lard bill; which was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and 
Forestry. 

He also presented the memorial of Henry H. Darling, Brother & C. 
wholesale grocers, of Troy, N. Y.; the memorial of Morey & Lee, whole 
sale grocers, of Troy, N. Y.; the memorial of C. H. Danchy & Co., of 
Troy, N. Y.; the memorial of Harvey & Eddy, of Troy, N. Y.; the me 
morial of Flack & Co., of Troy, N. Y.; the memorial of Smith & Stevens 
of Troy, N. Y.; the memorial of J. S. Rowley, merchant, of Albany 
N. Y.; the memorial of L. W. Minford & Co., of Albany, N. Y.; the 
memorial of John D. Capron & Co., of Albany, N. Y.; the memoria! o! 
J. H. & F. A. Mead, of Albany, N. Y.; the memorial of M. B, Harriott 
of Albany, N. Y.; the memorial of Squires, Sherry & Galuska, me: 
chants, of Troy, N. Y.; the memorial of W. M. Hussey, of Albany, \. 
Y.; the memorial of A. McIntyre & Co., merchants, of Albany, N. Y 
the memorial of J. E. Molloy & Co., merchants, of Troy, N. Y., and 
the memorial of Graves, Page & Co., merchants, of Troy, N. Y., r 
monstrating against the passage of the Conger lard bill; which wer 
referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. STEWART presented a petition of the Eureka Park (Colorado 
Farmers’ Alliance, praying for the passage of the Conger lard )bi!!: 
which was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented a petition of Eureka Park (Colorado) Farmers’ A|- 
liance, praying for the enactment of laws giving the circulating mediu 
a flexible quality; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. MANDERSON presented the petition of citizens of Harrisbury): 
and other places in Nebraska, praying fer the passage of Senate 111! 
3991, known as the Paddock *‘ pure-food ’’ bill; which was referred to 
the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented a resolution of the South Ridge Farm 
ers’ Club, of Ohio, praying for the passage of the Conger lard bill; whic! 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. ALLISON presented resolutions of Pleasant Hill Farmers’ Ali: 
ance, of Jones County, Iowa; a resolution of the Prairie Farmers’ A! 
liance, No. 1393, of Northwood, Iowa; a resolation of Pleasant Valle) 
Farmers’ Alliance, No. 1444, of Mineral Kidge, lowa; a resolution 0! 
the Farmers’ Alliance, No. 1355, of Elgin, lowa; aresolution of Mariou 
County Farmers’ Alliance, No. 1603, of Iowa, and a resoiution of the 
Woodbury County Farmers’ Alliance, of Moville, Iowa, praying for the 
early consideration of the Conger lard bill; which were referred to ti 
Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented the petition of the Marion County (Iowa) Farmers 
Alliance, praying for the passage of the Butterworth option bill, No. 
5353; which was referred tothe Committeeon Agriculture and Forest:) 


THE REVENUE BILL. 
Mr. GORMAN. I have received a note from the Senator from New 


Mr. BLAIR. 





Y, 
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Jersey [Mr. McPHerson], whois detained at home by illness, request- | sinniboine military reservation to the Great Northern Railway, re- 
ing me to present a memorial from the operatives in pottery at Trenton, | ported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

N. J. Itisastatement by these gentlemen in connection with some Mr. GRAY, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom was re- 
remarks which the Senator from New Jersey made upon the tariff bill. | ferred the bill (H. Rt. 17) to remove the charge of desertion from the 
The Senator will probably not be able to be in the Senate again dur- | record of Michael Meskell, reported it without amendment, and sub- 
ing the present session, and in justice to these gentlemen he desired me | mitted a report thereon. 

to ask unanimous consent that the memorial, which is short, may be Mr. BLAIR, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred 








printed in the RECORD. the bill (H. R. 4788) to grant a pension to Ann Roberts, reported it 
There being no objection, the memorial was ordered to lie on the | without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 
table and to be printed in the REcoxrD, as follows: Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom wag referred 
j 1? 2) ore oe ¢ >] -rusht . ine p. 
TO THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES—AN OPEN LETTER TO SENATOR the bill ; H. Lt. 10682) granting a px —s to Jerushu P. Harding, re 
M’PHERSON, ported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 
HEADQUARTERS PoTTERS’ NATIONAL UNION, DISTRICT TAX ARREARAGES, 


rt cto Renal af the Pobiead basa J., August 30, 1890. Mr. HARRIS. From the Committee on the District of Columbia I 
Sir: The executive board o e Potters’ National Union, representing the : : sitte Ghee eionenmentadl te A 
organized potters of the United States, took important action regarding the report without ame ndment, with the re omme nd ation that 1t pass, the 
tariff bill now pending in Congress at their meeting on the 25th instant. Ex- | joint resolution (H. Res, 214) extending the ‘‘ act fixing the rate of in- 
tracts were read we yeas oa in a ass tariff —_ ented in | terest to be charged on arrearages of general and special taxes now due 
the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD o ugust 5. four statement that neither the | » : r Cin) ia. : pit Beef Ale a eT saline 
manufacturing potters nor the operatives had ever afforded you any proof that the District of Columbia, uf paid within & time “ee are d,’’ to October 
the latter had changed their views upon the tariff from what they had expressed | 31, 1890, and I ask the unanin@ous consent of the Senate to consider 
in their ees noress in _—s which they mas geegen that oz —— the joint resolution at this time. It is very important that it should 
crockery reduced to a revenue Ss, was commented upon. At the close o . Peal >: ae > Sat > . 
the discussion it was unanimously resolved that a committee be appointed to pass at once, if at all. If it takes two minutes I shall withdraw the 
prepare an open letter to you, embodying the sentiments and views of the oper- request. 

ative potters upon the subject of the tariff, and we, the committee, do now dis- ‘The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request made by 
charge the duty imposed upon us. the Senator from Tennessee ? 


Th titi f th ae eee — an There being no objection, the Senate, asin Committee of the Whole 
The petitions o e operative pottors mgress in 1878, praying for a re- . = : ~ . : 
duction of the tariff to a revenue basis, had their origin in a labor troubleat the proceeded to consider tne joint resolution. 


potteries, and was a retaliatory measure that grew out of the unfriendly rela- The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
tions that then existed between the manufacturers and the operative potters. ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
Again, there was a large percensage of the operative potters then who had : es oo 
resided only a short time in this country. Their early associations, the ties of BILLS INTRODUCED. 
kindred, and the love of country bound these skilled workmen to the land of Mr. STEWART introduced a bill (S. 4443) for the relief of James 


their birth in the Old World; and in the event of the petitions being favorably | : ; ; : . : 
acted upon by Congress these men looked forward to a great revival of busi- | Broiles; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
ness nares the ocean, in which they could become sharers by returning from papers, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
whence they came. ' TT RY i sad 1 (S. 44. rs a eed : 
Thess were potent influences in the origin and circulation of the petitions of | Mr. HAWLEY introduced a bill (S. 44 14) granting a pension to Julia 
1878, which you quoted in your speech above. These conditions no longer exist. | A. Powell; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
i s 7 > 
Gite enn séntens wane, | mittee on Pensions. 


The interests, the desires, and the aspirations of the potters of to-day are more Mr. INGALLS by request introduc ed a bill -4 | 15) to provide for 
thoroughly American than they were in 1877-78. Those skilled workmen of the payment of arrears of pension on applications filed since July 1, 
foreign birth, whom we welcomed so cordially to our shores in former years, | 1880; which wa; read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
have become part and parcel of our population. They have property here. on Pensions 5 
Their children are growing up around them, They revere our institutions. . Pg 


They pga to reside here permanently. All theirinterests are centered here, PRINTING OF ACTS, 
and any legislation that would interfere with the growth and development of fe Q amie 7 en Se oak P a AAteS * on 
the publeey Eedienten each arenes their heetility und earnest eppesition. Mr. INGALLS. I ask an order for the printing of additional copies 


of public act No. 214, commonly known as the silver bill. It may be 


~*~ : nd nie ~ ‘ referred to the Committee on Printing, if necessary. 

¢ operative potters want no reduction of the tariff on crockery. They are Tha a em feed 4 we: 

firmly impre with the belief that the daty on crockery ought to be at least | The orde . — read, a3 fol - aes 

as high as is fixed by the House bill. They believe that it would be suicidal to Ordered, That 500 copies of public act No. 214 be reprinted for the use of the 


THEY WANT NO TARIFF REDUCTION, 


expose the American manufacturers or operatives to unrestricted competition | Senate. 
with the Old World’s manufacturers. ' 

The latter have a century or more of experienze which gives them a great 
advantage. The populations are dense, and labor is poorly paid; abundant 
capital can be had at low rates of interest, andall these things combined would 


Mr. INGALLS. I also suggest that there is great demand for what 
is commonly known as the anti-trust bill, and I ask, if the clerks will 
; ) be good enough to have that inserted, that it may be considered in the 

ruinously handicap the American manufacturer and resuit in depressions, 


shorter hours of employment, and an overstocked labor market at home. We same order. *-PRES ONT om : "Oy 
want none of it. The VICE-PRESIDENT. The order will be so amended, and, as 
} 





COMPETITION FIERCER THAN EVER. amended, will be referred to the Committee on Printing. 


‘ 


It is not England alone that we have to compete with now. The products of | - 7 mer s WMITTER . » . . : 
German potteries have found their way even into Staffordshire. and have caused | Aageese es ee SS Ce Oe Be ae ae 
generalaiarm. Then there are the potteries of Bohemia, of Belgium, of France,| Mr. SANDERS submitted the following resolution; which was re- 
Paap meer Reena teens Sots heante men hae or | ferred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses 
ness against such odds? We are unwilling to try the experiment and we ask | Of the Senate: 
that you use your influence to erect a barrier that will act as a breakwater 





| Resolved, That the Committee on Enrolled Bills be, and the same is hereby 
against what we deem to be a menace to home manufacturers. — authorized to employ an additional clerk during the remainder of this present 
JOHN A.O N EILL, National President, session, at a compensation of $6 per diem, to be paid out of the contingent fund 

Stay Sater ee L. of the Senate upon vouchers to be approved by the chairman of the said cou 





mittee or any two members thereof 


JOHN D. McCORMICKE, National Secretary, 
Committee. | WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 
|} Mr. FRYE submitted the following resolution; which was consid 
ered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 
Resolved, That the Portland Company be allowed to withdraw their papers 


To Hon. J. R. McPHErson, 
United States Senator from New Jersey. 


NATIONAL CEMETERY ROAD AT ALEXANDRIA. 


: : . from the files of the Senate, a favorabie report having been made in the matter 
Mr. WALTHALL submitted the following report: of the claim, and a bill for their relief having passed both Houses and become 
The committee of conference on te disagreeing votes of the two Houses on | a law. 
the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R.7666) making an appropriation LEASES OF COAL MINES IN CHOCTAW NATION, © 
to construct a road and approaches from the city of Alexandria, Va., to the a - 2 5 . : " 
national military cemetery, near that city, having met, after full and free Mr. DAWES. While the Senate is waiting for other business I a 


conference have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective | ynanimous consent to call up a bill that was passed over without pre 
Houses as tollows: : 


That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen- | ‘ice, which I think wiil take no debate nor a minute's time. 





ate and agree to the same. Mr. BLAIR. Is the Calendar in order? 
2 : we The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there further morning business? 
CHAS. F. MANDERSON, Mr. DAWES. It is Senate bill 4398, It has been read through and 
Managers on the part of the Senate. it will take but a moment. I wish to offer two slight amendments to 
E. S. WILLIAMS, the bill. 
ee teat ut Mr. BLAIR. I suppose 
siiteen ths tact ag the House. Mr DAWES. It it causes any debate I shall not press it 


: : Mr. BLAIR. Very well; I will waive objection. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The report requires no action by the There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole 
te. resumed the consideration of the bill (8, 4398) giving, upon conditions 
REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. and limitations therein contained, the assent of the United States to 
Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was | certain leases of rights to mine coal in the Choctaw Nation. 
referred the bill (S. 4341) granting a right of way across the Fort As- Mr. DAWES. In the second line of the second section I move to 
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strike out the words ‘‘individual Indian’’ and insert the words ‘‘ per- 
son or persons;’’ so as to read: 


That the consent thereto given shall in no way impair or affect the rights 
which any person or persons or the Chickasaw Nation of Indians may have had 
before the passage of this act in and to the subject-matter of said leases. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. DAWES. I move to add at the end of section 2: 

And nothing in thi« act contained shal! be construed as validating, impair- 
ing; or in any way affecting the right of the lessors to make the same on the 
authority under or by virtue of which they have been executed on any other 
lease or leases already or herefater made 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be e 
third time, and passed. 


ed for a third reading, read the 


izro 


DISTRICT TRUST AND LOAN OORPORATIONS. 


Mr. BLAIR. I call up Order of Business 1984, the bill (H. R. 11120) 
providing for the adjustment of accounts of laborers, workmen, and me- 
chanics arising under the eight-hour faw. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there further morning business ? 

Mr. INGALLS. Before that motion is put, I call up a privileged 
question, a bill of the Senate which passed the House of Representa- 
tives with amendments, being Senate bill 4081. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate the 
amendments of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 4081) to pro- 
vide for the incorporation of trust, loan, mortgage, and certain other 
corporations within the District of Columbia. 

Mr. INGALLS. The amendments of the House were read on Satur- 
day. The Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPooNER] moved that the 
Senate concur in the amendments of the House. I objected for the 
purpose of having time to examine them. Having done so, I with- 
draw my objection, and, as chairman of the committee, ask that the 
motion may be now acted upon. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The question is on concurring in the 
amendments of the House ot Representatives. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the amendments be read again. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendments of the House will be 
again read. 

The Chief Clerk read the amendments. 

Mr, COCKRELL. I should like to know what is the effect of these 
amendments on the original bill. 

Mr. INGALLS. These amendments are all in the direction of 
greater strictness and security in the operation of the corporations 
which are provided for by the bill. 

The amendments were concurred in. 


SETTLERS ON NORTHERN PACIFIC INDEMNITY 
Mr. PLUMB submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 5939) for the relief of settlers on 
Northern Pacific Railroad indemnity lands, having met, after full and free con- 
ference have agreed to recommend and do reeommend to their respective 
Houses as follows: 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the Sen- 
ate, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 

“That those persons who, after the 15th day of August, in the year of our 
Lord 1887, and before the ist day of January, in the year 1889, settled upon, im- 
proved, and made final proof on lands in the so-called second indemnity belt of 
the Northern Pacific Railroad Company’s grant under the homestead and pre- 
emption laws of the United Sta‘es, or their heirs, may transfer their said entries 
from said tracts to such other vacant surveyed Government land in compact 
form and in legal subdivisions, subject to entry under the homestead and pre- 
emption laws, as they may select, and receive final certificates and receipts 
therefor, in lieu of the tracts proved upon in said belt by the respective claim- 
ants: Provided, That such transfer of entry shall be made and completed within 
twelve months from the date of the passage of this act,and be so made in per- 
son by the claimant, or in ease of death, by his legal representative, and with- 
out the intervention of agent or attorney. 

*Snc.2. That all persons possessing the requisite qualifications under the pre- 
emption or homestead laws, who in good faith settled upon and tunvowed tom 
in said second indemnity belt, having made filing or entry of the same, and for 
any reason, other than voluntary abandonment, failed to make proof thereon, 
may, in lieu thereof, within one year after the passage of this act, transfer their 
claims to any vacant surveyed Government land subject to entry under the 
homestead or pre-emption laws, and make proof therefor as in other cases pro- 
vided; and in making such proof credit shall be given for the period of their 
bona fide residence and amount of their improvements upon their respective 
claims in the said indemnity belt, the same as if made upon the tract to which 
the transfer is made: Provided, That no final entry shall be permitted, except 
upon proof of continuous residence upon the land, the subject of such new en- 
try, for a period of not less than three months prior thereto. Payment for said 
final selection shall be made as under existin ws. The Seedidensat this act 
shall be carried into effect under such rules and regulations as may be prescribed 
by the Secretary of the Interior.” , 

P. B. PLUMB, 


J. H. BERRY, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 

L. E. PAYSON, 

D. 8. HAL 

W. 5S. HOLMAN, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


LANDS. 


The report was concurred in. 


ADJUSTMENT OF ACCOUNTS UNDER EIGHT-HOUR LAW, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill called up by the Senator from 
New Hampshire will be announced. 
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The Cuizr Cierx. A bill (H. R. 11120) providing for the adjust. 
ment of acounts of laborers, workmen, and mechanics arising und; 
the eight-hour law. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will announce the conclusion 
of the routine business, and that the Calendar is in order for one hon: 

Mr. COCKRELL. How was that bill announced? 

Mr. HARRIS. That bill is the unfinished business. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It does not come in the Calendar hour at al). 
beg to say it does not come in this hour. It is not morning busine 
and does not come up under the unanimous-consent rule. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from New Hampshire calle 
up the bill. 

Mr. BLAIR. lTask unanimous consent that the bill be taken up 
and considered at this time. ‘ 

Mr. HARRIS. I object. 

Mr. BLAIR. There is scarcely any possibility of the bill becoming 
a law unless it shall be acted upon this morning. It is a House bil! 
It was pretty thoroughly considered on Saturday and before that tim 
and it will be remembered that the Senate adjourned on Saturday ) 
reason of the want of a quorum. It is an important bill; it has be: 
pending for many years, and I ask, first, unanimous consent that it b 
taken up now. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator will suspend. 
will receive a message from the House of Representatives. 


The Cha 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message {rom the House of Representatives, by Mr. MCPHERSON 
Clerk, announced that the House had agreed to the report of the com- 
mittee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on tlic 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 9416) to reduce the reve- 
nue and equalize duties on imports, and for other purposes. 

The message also announced that the House had passed a concurren! 
resolution directing the President of the Senate and the Speaker of th 
House of Representatives to declare their respective Houses adjourne: 
without day on Tuesday, the 30th day of September, at 2 o’clock | 
m.; in which the concurrence of the Senate was requested, 


DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. Y 


Mr. VOORHEES. I appeal to the Senator from New Hampshire | 
allow me to transact a little morning business. 

Mr. HALE. I rise to a privileged question. 
report. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The Senator from Maine presents a priv- 
ileged report; which will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses o1: 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 11459) making capone sone 
to supply deficiencies in the appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1890 and for prior years, and for other purposes, having met, after full and free 
conference have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective 
Houses as follows : 

That the Senate reeede from its amendments numbered 3, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17, 2 
25, 28, 20, 32, 44, 47, 88, 89, 90, 91, 92, 93, 94, 95, 96, 97, 98, 100, 112, 134, 135, and 154. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the Se: 
ate numbered 1, 2, 4,5, 7,8, 9, 12, 19, 20, 21, 22, 24, 26, 27,30, 31, 33, 34, 35, 36, 37, 38, 39, 42 


I present a conference 


43, 45, 46, 48, 49, 50, 52, 53, 54, 55, 56, 57, 58, 61, 62, 63, 64, 65, 66, 67, 68, 69, 70, 71, 72, 73, 74, 75 
76,77, 78, 79, 80,81, 83, 84, 85, 99, 101, 102, 108, 104, 106, 107, 109, 110, 111, 113, 114, 115, 116 


117, 128, 119, 120, 121, 122, 128, 124, 125, 126, 127, 128, 129, 130, 131, 132, 183, 186, 137, 138, 13° 
140, 141, 142, 148, 144, 145, 146, 147, 148, 149, 150, and 158, and agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 6: That the House recede from its disagreement to t}): 
amendment of the Senate numbered 6, and to the same with an amend- 
ment as follows: In lieu of the sum pro insert ‘* $36,000,” and add at the 
end of said amendment, the following : 

** Provided, That $6,000 ofthis amount may be used tosupply a deficiency in tli: 
appropriation for salaries of consular officers and citizens of the United Stat: 
for the fiscal year, 1890."’ 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment num 10: That the Senate recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the House to the amendment of the Senate numbered 10, anid 
agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 11: That the House recede from its disagreement (0 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 11, and agree to the same with a 
amendment as follows: Add to said amendment as a new paragraph the fo 
lowing: 

. “For court-house and post-office at Texarkana, Ark.: For completio: 
10,000.”" 

And the Senate to the same. 

Amendment num 18: That the House recede from its disagreement (o 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 18, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: Insert, after the word “seven,” in line 10 of said 
amendment, the word “ hundred,” and add at the end of said amendment tlic 
ifowig: 

“And the proper accounting officers of the Treasury are hereby authoriz¢ | 
hereafter in the settlement of the accounts of the collector of customs at th 
port of New York to allow a for salaries of two additional deputy su: 
veyors at the rate of $2,500 each per annum, and for one additional deputy nava' 
aliens at the rate of $2,500 perannum,. And such clerks and inspectors of cus 
toms as the Secretafy of the Treasury may designate for the purpose shal! ! 
authorized to administer oaths, such as deputy collectors of customs are nov 
a to administer, and no compensation shal! be paid, or charge mai» 
the 2" 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 40: That the House recede from its disagreement tv 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 40, and agree to the same with a! 
<r as follows: Add to said amendment: as a new paragraph “he fo! 

owing: 

a7 To pa 
19 to 28, 

And the 


~ Ag Renaud as aclerk of class 3 inthe Pension Office from May 
Senate agree to the same. 











1890. 











Amendment numbered 41: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendmentof theSenate numbered 41, and agree to the same with an amend- 
ment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed, insert ‘‘ $25,000 ;"’ and the Senate 
agree to the same. . 

‘Amendment numbered 51: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 51, and agree to the saine with an 
amendment as follows: Add at the end of said amendment the following 

provided, That no part of said sum shall be expended unless the entire inves 
tigation, collection, and publication contemplated herein, including the report 
thereon, can be fully and finally completed and finished before July 1, 159! 
withoutany additional expense, cost, or charge being incurred.” 

And the Senate agree to the same, 

Amendment numbered 59: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 59, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter proposed to be inserted by said 
amendment insert the following: 

District attorneys and assistants: For payment to district attorneys of com 
pensation fixed by the Attorney-General for services not covered by salary o 
fees, being deficiencies on account of fiscal years, as follows: 

** For 1890, $5,000. 

“ For 1889, $3,599.95. : ba 

“ Por payment of regular assistants to district attorneys, $3,000. 

“For payment of assistants to district attorneys employed by the Attorney- 
General to aid district attorneys in special cases, being deficiencies on account 
of fiscal years, as follows: 

“ For 1890, $13,000. 

“ Por payment of John G. McNutt, assistant to the United States attorney for 
the district of Indiana, for fees earned and services rendered by him in the cir- 
cuit and district courts of the United States for said district, in customs case 
numbered 3725 for forfeitures, $500. 

** For 1889, $16,931.47. 

“ For payment of the accounts for legal services rendered the Government as 
recommended by the Attorney-General and set forth in House Executive Doc- 
ument No. 455, Fifty-first Congress, first session, $8,965.15. 

“For miscellaneous expenses of United States courts, $25,000.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 
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Amendment numbered 60: That the House recede from its disagreement to ‘ 


theamendmentof the Senate numbered 60, and agree tothe same with an amend- 
ment as follows: After the matter inserted by said amendment insert the fol- 
lowing: 

“To pay the heirs at law of the late Senator James PB. Beck 95,000.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 82; That the House recede from its disagreement 


Lo 
the amendment ofthe Senate numbered 82, and agree to the same withan amend- 
ment as follows: Strike out the word “chairman,” where it last occurs in said 
amendment, and insert in lieu thereof the word “chairmen;’’ and the Senate 


agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 86: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 86,and agree to the same with amend 
ments as follows: Strike out from said amendment the word “July” and in- 
gert in lieu thereof the word “ September,” and add after the matter ingerted by 
said amendment the following: 

“To reimburse the Official Reporter of the Senate for moneys paid for clerical 
hire during the first session of the Fifty-first Congress, and for extra clerical serv - 
ioes and expenses occasioned by the prolongation of the session, $5,000.”’ 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 87: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
theamendmentofthe Senate numbered 87, and agree to the same with an ameni- 
ment as follows: Restore the matter proposed to be stricken out by said amend- 
ment, strike therefrom the name “ Wilbur” and inserting in lieu thereof the 
name of “ Wilber;” and the Senate agree tp the same. 

Amendment numbered 105: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 105, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: Insert after line 9, on page 64 of the bill, the tollowing: 

“ Provided, That no one of the foregoing judgments shall be paid except upon 
the written certificate of the Attorney-General that the question of law which 
it was necessary to decide adversely to the United States in rendering such judg- 
ments is not involved in any case of the United States then pending and unde- 
cided in the Supreme Court.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 108: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 108, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: Add at the end of said amendment the following: 

“* Provided, That no bond on such removal shall be required of the United 

, 


And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 151: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 151, and agree to the same with 
amendments as follows: Strike out lines 9 and 10, on page 2 of said amend- 
ment, and insert in lieu thereof the following: 

“For contingencies of fortifications $2,682.39. 

**For contingencies of fortifications, to adjust the accounts of John C. Fré- 
mont, major-general United States Army, to be credited in his accounts, in- 
volving the payment of no money from the Treasury, $71,768.48; and strike out 
lines 13 to 18 inclusive, on page 3 of said amendment, and insert in lieu thereof 
the following : 

“ For pay of claims adjudicated by board of officers, act of August 31, 1852, 
in the case of John C. Frémont, major-general United States Army, $2,863.49,"’ 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 152: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 152, and agree to the same with amend- 
mentsas follows: Insertafter the word “ Navy,” in line3, page 1, of said amend- 
ment, thefollowing : ‘“‘Otherthan claims for aaper service on receiving ships.” 

Strike out lines 1 to 4,inclusive,on page 2of said amendment,and insertin 
lieu thereof the following: 

“For pay ot the Navy, for difference between sea and shore duty pay on 
receiving Guige which accrued since Juiy 16, 1880, allowed under the decision of 
the United States Supreme Court in the case of Strong, $5,541.25.” 

Strike out lines 13 to 16, inclusive, on page 2 of said amendment, and in line 26 
on page 2 of said amendment strike out “ thirty-six "’ and insert in lieu thereof 
“ninety-six.” 

And the senate agree to the same. 

EUGENE HALE, 

W. B. ALLISON, 

F. M. COCKRELL, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


D. B. HENDERSON, 
J.G. CANNON, 
J.C. CLEMENTS, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the con- 
ference report. 
Mr. DAWES. Mr. President, I should like to make a single inquiry 


' 
investigations into the irrigation of the sub-arid regions in the diree- 
tion of artesian-well supplies, and at last the Senate amendment was 
agreed to by the House conferees with a provision that this appro 
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of the chairman of the conference committee; that is, as to what dis- 
position was made of the amendment of the Senate providing for th 
payment in part of the French spoliation claims. 

Mr. HALE. That was one of the few matters in controversy really 
between the Senate and the House; and in the conference the House 
conferees came from the body that they represented after an earnest and 
animated contest there upon the subject, and upon which the House of 
Representatives, on a yea-and-nay vote, had refused to agree to the 
Senate amendment. ‘Therefore, the Senate conferees found the House 
conferees very determined and firm in their attitude, and they refused 
under any circumstances toagree to the Senateamendment. Proposi- 
tions were made for dividing the amount so as to avoid the question 
that was discussed in the House as to a portion of the claims with r 
gard to the time when they became good claims; but that was re}. 
and at last the Senate conferees were compelled to yield to the position 
taken by the House. I do notconsider thematter by any means closed 
orended. Undoubtedly it will come up at another session; but tl 
Senate conferees became convinced that nothing could be done now 
and therefore the amendment goes out. 

Mr. DAWES. I have no doubt the conferees on the part of the Se 
ate did all in their power to maintain the position of the Senate. 
only desire to express my great regret that the other body did not see 
their way clear to pay at least a portion of the claims, so just as thos 
claims are and so long deferred. 

Mr. GORMAN, I trust the Senator from Maine in charge of tl 
bill will favor the Senate with a statement of the features of the bil 
as it passed the Senate and the important changes as well as the agg 
gate amount the bill carries now as it comes from the committee 
conference. 

Mr. HALE. The bill as it originally passed the House and came to 
this body embraced items amounting to $5,230,535.78. The increas 
made by the Senate amounted to $2,644,955.95. The amount as il 
passed the Senate, therefore, was $7,875,491.735. The net1 
conference is $1,209,233. 21, or ne ne-half of the amount put on by 
the Senate. ‘The aggregate of the 
$6, 666, 258, 52. 

The large item in the reduction from the Senate amend ment is found 
in the French spoliation claims, which have been just adverted to, 
The other matter in controversy, which occupied the Senate longer than 
any other subject, was the amendment of $40,000 for explorations and 









x 


luction in 





las agreed to by the conferees is 


priation should complete the work, ineluding all reports and publica 
tions which shal] be made by the Istof July, 1891, so that no foundation 
shall be laid, and in fact the idea is entirely and absolutely negatived 
for the foundation of a geological bureau in the Department of Agri 
culture. 

This work is deemed by the Representatives of the States lying be 
yond the ninety-second meridian as being valuable, interesting, and in 
the direction of giving public information which may be utilized for 
private uses, but this bill is now so framed as not to commit the Gov- 
ernment in any way to another geological bureau. We have one al- 
ready which is doing a great, important, and effective work, and there 
is no disposition on the part of the conferees of either House to inter- 
fere with that work. I think the Senate may be assured that this ap- 
propriation, valuable as we hope it may be, will be the end of the work 
in this direction. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the report. 

The report was concurred in. 


RE-EXAMINATION OF CERTAIN CLAIM 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate 

Mr. VOORHEES. [rise to morning business. 
ing, not knowing the Senate met at 11. 
lution for action at the present time. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The conference report 
question and will take precedence. 

Mr. VOORHEES. 
moment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
none. 

Mr. HARRIS. Let the resolution be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The resolution will be read 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


I was late this morn 
I ask leave to submit a reso 


is a privileged 
Iask unanimous consent. Jt will not occupy a 


Is there objection? ‘The Chair hears 


Resolved, That the Secretary ofthe Treasury be, and he is hereby, directed to 
cause the proper accounting officers of the Treasury to re-examine the claims 
of George F. Roberts, administrator of the estate of William B Thayer, d 
ceased, surviving partner of Thayer Brothers; SilasQ. Howe, surviving part 
ner of W. T. Pate & Co.; and Henry W. Smith, surviving partner of T. and J. W. 
Goff & Co.; and to cause the said accounting officers to re-examine the s 
and to audit and certify the sums due, and to whom due, respectively, as shal 
be shown to the satisfaction of the Commissioner of Internal Revenue to have 
been paid by claimants, or the firms they respectively represent, as tax on di 
tilled spirits, in excess of the quantity withdrawn from bonded warehouse, and 
transmit said claims, when so certified, to Congress, in compliance with the 
second section ofthe actof July 7, 184. 


me 


The resolution was considered by unanimous consent and agreed to. 
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MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MCPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House bad agreed to the report of the 
committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 11459) making appro- 
priations to supply deficiencies in the appropriations for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1890, and for prior years, and for other purposes. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED, 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had signed 
the following enrolled bills and joint resolutions; and they were there- 
upon signed by the Vice-President: 

A bill (H. R. 11154) to repeal part of section 6 of an act entitled 
‘‘An act to divide the State of Iowa into two judicial districts,’’ ap- 
proved July 20, 1882; 

A bill (H. R. 11578) granting a pension to Rebecca A. Green; 

Joint resolution (H. Kes, 228) authorizing the Secretary of the Navy 
to purchase nickel ore or nickel matte for use in the manufacture of 
nickel-steel armor, and for other naval purposes; and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 231) to correct an error in the act entitled 
‘An act making appropriations for the construction, repair, and pres- 
ervation of certain public works on rivers and harbors, and for other 
purposes,’’ approved September 19, 1890. 


THE REVENUE BILL--CONFERENCE REPORT. 


Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate the 
action of the House of Representatives agreeing to the conterence re- 
port on the bill (H. R. 9416) toreduce the revenue and equalize duties 
on imports, and for other purposes, which is a privileged matter. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I present the conference report on House bill 
416, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The report will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the report, as follows: 

CONFERENCE REPORT, 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H.R. 9416) to reduce the revenue 
and equalize duties on imports, and for other purposes, having met, after full 
and free conference have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their re- 
spective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 57, 58, 63, 85, 93, 93, 
101, LO, 105, 108, 109, 132, 161, 164, 176, 191, 192, 193, 247, 248, 251, 293, 204, 295, 306, 
822, 324, 3%, B38, B48, B50, 354, 355, 357, 360, S81, B82, 395, 395, 397, 418, 421, 443, 444, 
410, 481, 482, 483, 484, 487, 497. 

That the House reeede from its disagreement to the amendments of the Sen- 
ate numbered 2, 3, 4, 6, 7, 8, 9, 12, 14, 20, 21, 22, 24, 25, 30, 31, 32, 34, 55, 36,37, 39, 40, 
41, 42, 43, 44, 45, 46, 47, 48, 49, 50, 51, 52, 56, 72, 73, 74, 75, 76, 77, 79, 90, 81, 82, 83, &4, 
91, 92, 99, LUO, 102, 106, 107, 110, 111, 112, 113, 114, 113, 120, 121, 122, 127, 130, 131, 134, 


135, 136,'137, 140, 141, 142, 143, 144, 145, 146, 147, 148, 150, 151, 152, 153, 154, 155, 156, 
157, 153, 159, 160, 166, 167, 168, 169, 170, 171, 172, 173, 174, 175, 179, 180, 182, 184, 185, 
189, 195, 224, 225, 226, 227, 228, 229, 234, 238, 239, 240, 243, 244, 245, 246, 254, 






186, 187, 
261, 262 


5, 276, 277, 278, 280, 282, 283, 284, 285, 
305, 307, 310, 316, 219, 321, 323, 326, 323, 
349, 351, 353, 358, 359, 361, 362, 363, 364, 365, 
376, 377, 378, 383, 384, 385, 386, 387, 389, 392, 
308, B94, 308, 399, 400, 402, 403, 408, 409. 410, 411, 412, 413, 414, 415, 416, 417, 419, 420, 

22, 423, 424, 425, 426, 427, 428, 429, 490, 431, 432, 433, 434, 435, 436, 437, 438, 439, 440, 
44\, 442, 454, 456, 457, 458, 459, 460, 461, 402, 463, 464, 465, 466, 467, 468, 469, 470, 471, 
472, 473, 474, 475, 476, 477, 478, 479, 488, 489, 490, 492, 493,496; and agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 1: That the House recede from its disagreement to the 
amendment of the Senate numbered 1, and agree to the same with an amend- 
ment as follows: Striking out the word “first,” in line 1 of the bi.l, and insert- 
ing in lieu thereof the word “sixth;"’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 5: Thatthe House recede from its disagreement to the 
amendment of the Senate numbered 5, andagree to the same with an amend- 
ment striking ont the paragraph and inserting in lieu thereof the following: 

“6. Tannic acid or tannin, 75 cents per pound.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 10: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 10, and agree to the same with an 
amendment striking out the paragraph and inserting in lieu thereof the follow- 
ing: 

“18. All coal-tar colors or dyes, by whatever name known, and not specially 
provided for in tuis act, 35 per cent, ad valorem.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 11: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered ll, and agree to the same with an 
amenament as follows: Striking out the paragraph and inserting in lieu thereof 
the following: 

“19. All preparations of coal-tar, not colors or dyes, not specially provided 
for in this act, 20 per cent, ad valorem.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 13: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 13, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: Striking out the paragraph and inserting in lieu thereof 
the following : 

“26. Extracts and decoctions of logwood and other dye-woods, extract of su- 
mac, and extracts of barks, such as are commonly used for dyeing or tanning, 
not specially provided for in this act, seven-eighths of 1 cent per pound; ex- 
tracts of hemlock bark, one-half of 1 cent per pound.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 15: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 15, and agree to the same with an 
amendment striking outtbe paragraph and inserting in lieu thereof as follows: 

“28. Glycerine, crude, not purified, 1 cents per pound; refined, 4; cents 
per pound,” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amen iment numbered 16: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 16, and agree to the same with an 
amendment striking out the paragraph and inserting in lieu as follows: 

“33. Licorice, extracts of, in paste, rolls, or other forms, 5} cents per pound.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendments numbered 17, 18,and 19: That the House recede from its disa- 
greement to the amendments of the Senate numbered 17, 18, and 19, and agree 


264, 265, 266, 267, 268, 270, 27 
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, B34, B36, 537, 339, 340, 342, 345, 347, 
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to the same with amendments striking out the paragraph and inserting in | 
as follows: 

“36. Alizarine assistant, or soluble oil, or oleate of soda, or Turkey red 
containing 50 per cent. or more of castor oil, 80 cents per gallon; couta 
less than 50 per cent. of castor oil, 40 cents per gallon; all other, 30 per cen: 
valorem,” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 23: That the House recede from its disagreemen 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 23, and agree to the same wit 
amendment striking out the paragraph and inserting in lieu thereof as fo)! 

“45. Peppermint oil, 80 cents per pound.”’ 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendments numbered 26 and 27: That the House recede from its disag 
ment to the amendments of the Senate numbered 26 and 27, and agree to ; 
same with amendments by striking out the paragraph and inserting in |\-, 
thereof as follows: 

“49. Baryta, sulphate of, or barytes, including barytes earth, unmanufact 
ured, $1.12 per ton; manufactured, $6.72 per ton.”’ 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 28: That the House recede from its disagreement 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 28, and agree to the same with 
amendment striking out the paragraph and inserting in lieu thereofas follow. 

“50. Blues, such as Berlin, Prussian, Chinese, and all others, containing 
rocyanide of iron, dry or ground in or mixed with oil, 6 cents per pound 
pulp or mixed with water, 6 cents per pound on the material contained th. 
when dry.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 29: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 29, and agree to the same wit! an 
amendment striking out the paragraph and inserting in lieu thereof as follows 

“53. Chrome yellow,chrome green, and all other chromium colors in which 
lead and bichromate of potash or soda are component parts, dry, or ground in 
or mixed with oil, 4} cents per pound; in pulp or mixed with water, 4} cents px 
pound on the material contained therein when dry.” 

And the Senate agrée to the same. 

Amendment numbered 33: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
theamendment of the Senate numbered 33, and agree to the same with an amen! 
ment striking out the paragraph and inserting in lieu thereof as follows: 

“All paints and colors, mixed or ground with water or solutions other than 
oil, and commercially known as art ’ water-color paints, 30 per cent. ad va 
rem, 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 38: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 38, and agree to the same with an 
amendment striking out the paragraph and inserting in lieu thereof as follows 

“68. Phosphorus, 20 cents per pound,” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 53: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 53, and agree to the same with an 
amendment striking out the paragraph and inserting in lieu thereof as follows 

“$5. Sulphate of soda, or sait-cake or niter-cake, $1.25 per ton.”’ 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 54: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 54,and agree to the same witha 
amendment striking out the paragraph and insertingin lieu thereof as fo|lows 

‘**88. Sulphur, refined, $8 per ton; sublimed, or flowers of, $10 per ton.”’ 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 55: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 5),and agree to the same witha 
amendment striking out the paragraph and inserting in lieu thereof as follow: 

“89. Sumac, ground, four-tenths of 1 cent per pound.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 59: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 59, and agree to the same with an 
amendment striking out the paragraph and inserting in lieu thereof as fol!ows 

“10l. All other china, porcelain, parian, bisque, earthen, stone,and crockery 
ware, and manufactures ofthe same, by whatsoever designation or name known 
in the trade, including lava tips for burners, not specially provided for in this 
act, if ornamented or decorated in any manner, 60 per cent.ad valorem; if not 
ornamented or decorated, 55 per cent. ad valorem.”’ 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 60: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 60, and agree to the same with an 
amendment striking out the paragraph and inserting in lieu thereof as follows 

** 103. Green, and colored, molded or pressed, and flint and lime glass bottles, 
holding more than one pint, and demijohns, and carboys (covered or uncov- 
ered), and other molded or pressed green and colored and flint or lime bottle 
glassware, not specially provided for in this act, | cent per pound. Green, and 
colored, molded or pressed and flint and lime glass bottles, and vials holding 
not more than one pint and not less than one-quarter of a pint, Ij cents per 
pound; if holding less than one-fourth of a pint, 50 cents per gross.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 61: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 61, and agree to the same with an 
amendment striking out the a and inserting in lieu thereof as follows 

“105. Flint and lime, pressed glassware, not cut, engraved, painted, etched, 
decorated, colored, printed, stained, silvered, or gilded, 60 per cent. ad valorem.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 62: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amend:nant of the Senate numbered 62, and agree to the same with an 
amendment «triking out the paragraph and inserting in lieu thereof as follows 

“106. All articles of glass, cut, engraved, painted, colored, printed, stained, 
decorated, silvered, or gilded, not including plate-glass silvered, or looking- 
glass plates, 60 per cent, ad valorem.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 64; That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 64, and a to the same with ar: 
amendment striking out the paragraph and inserting in lieuthereof as follows 

“108. Thin blown glass, blown with or without « mold, including glass chim- 
neys and all other manufactures of glass, or of which glass shall be the com- 
ponent material of chief value, not specially provided for in this act, 60 per cent. 
ad valorem.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment No. 65: That the House recede from its disagreement to the 
amendment of the Senate numbered 65, and agree to the same with an amend- 
ment striking out the paragraph and inserting in lieu thereof as follows: 

-“109. Heavy blown g¢ blown with or without a mold, not cut or deco- 
rated, finished or unfinished, 60 per cent. ad valorem.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 66: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 66, and agree to the same with an 
amendment striking out the paragraphand inserting in lieu thereof as follows 

“110. Porcelain or opal glassware. 60 per cent. ad valorem.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendments numbered 67, 68, 69,70,and 71: That the House recede from its 





1890. 





disagreement to the amendments of the Senate numbered 67, 68, 69,70, and 71, 
and agree to the same with an amendment striking out the paragraph and in- 
serting in lieu thereof as follows: p 

“1)2. Unpolished cylinder, crown, and common window glass, not exceeding 
10 by 15 inches square, lj cents per pound; above that, and not exceeding 16 by 
24 inches square, 1j cents per pound; above that, and not exceeding 24 by 30 
inches square, 2j cents per pound; above that, and not exceeding 24 by 36inches 
square, 2;cents per pound; all above that, 3} cents per pound: Provided, That 
unpolished cylinder, crown, and common window gluss imported in boxes shall 
contain 50 square feet, as nearly as sizes will permit, and the duty shall be com- 

uted thereon according to the actual weight of glass.’’ 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 78: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 75, and agree to the same with an 
amendment striking out the paragraph and inserting in lieu thereof as follows: 

“122 All stained or painted window-glass and stained or painted glass win- 
dows, and hand, pocket, ov table mirrors not exceeding in size 144 square inches, 
with or without frames or cases, of whatever materia! composed, lenses of glass 
or pebble, wholly or partly manufactured, and not specially provided for in this 
act, and fusible enamel, 45 per cent. ad valorem.”’ 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendments numbered 86, 87, 88,89, and 90: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendments of the Senate numbered 86, 87, 83, 89, and 9, 
and agree to the same with an amendment striking out the paragraph and in- 
serting in lieu thereof as follows: 

“138. Boiler or other plate iron or steel, except saw-plates hercinafter pro- 
vided for, not thinner than No, 10 wire gauge, sheared or unsheared, and ske!p 
iron or steel sheared or rolled in grooves, valued at l cent per pound or less, 
five-tenths of lL cent per pound ; valued above | cent and not above 1.4 cents 
per pound, sixty-five hundredths of l cent per pound; valued above 1.4 cents 
and not above 2 cents per pound, eight-tenths of 1 cent per pound; valued 
above 2 cents and not above 3 cents per pound, 1.1 cents per pound; valued 
above Scents and not above 4 cents per pound, 1.5 cents per pound; valued 
above 4 cents and not above7 cents per pound, 2cents per pound ; valued above 
7 cents and not above 10 cents per pound, 2.8 cents per puund ; valued above 10 
centsand not above 13 cents per pound, 3; cents per pound; valued above 13 
cents per pound, 45 percent.ad valorem: Provided, That al! plate iron or steel 
thinner than No, 10 wire gauge shall pay duty as iron or stee! sheets.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendments numberea 94, 95,96, and 97: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendments of the Senate numbered 94, 95, 96, and 97, 
and agree to the same with an amendment striking out the paragraph and in- 
serting in lieu thereof the following: 

“143. Alliron or steel sheets or piates, and all hoop, band, orscroll iron or steel, 
excepting what are known commercially as tin-plates, terne-plates, and tag- 
gers tin, and hereinafter provided for, when galvanized or coated with zinc or 
spelter, or other metals, or any alloy of those metals, shall pay three-fourths 
of 1 cent per pound more duty than the rates intposed by the preceding para- 
graph upon the corresponding gauges or forms of common or black sheet or 
taggers iron or steel; and on and after July 1, 1891, alliron or steel sheets, or 
plates, or taggers iron coated with tin or lead or with a mixture of which these 
metals or either of them is a component part, by thedipping or any other proc- 
ess, and commercially known as tin-plates, terne-plates,and taggers tin. shall 
pay 2.2 cents per pound: Provided, Thaton and after July 1, 1891, manufactures 
of which tin, tin-plates, terne-plates, taggers tin, or either of them, are compo- 
nent materials of chief value, and al! articles, vessels, or wares manufactured, 
stamped, or drawn from sheet-iron or sheet-steel, such material being compo- 
nent of chief value, and coated wholly or in part with tin or lead or a mixture 
of which these metals or either of them is a component part, shall pay a duty 
of 55 per cent. ad valorem: Provided further, That on and after October 1, 1897, 
tin-plates and terne-plates lighter in weight than 63 pounds per hundred square 

feet shall be admitted free of duty, unless it shail be made to appear to the satis- 
faction of the President (who shall thereupon by proclamation make known the 
fact) that the aggregate quantity of such plates lighter than 63 poulnds per hun- 
dred square feet produced in the United States during either of the six years 
next preceding June 30, 1897, has equaled one-third the amount of such plates 
imported and entered for consumption during any fiscal year after the passage 
of this act, and prior to said Octover 1, 1897: Provided, That the amount of such 

lates manufactured into articles exported, and upon which a drawback shall 

paid, shall not be included in ascertaining the amount of such importations: 
And provided further, That the amount or weight of sheet-iron or sheet-steel 
manufactured in the United States and applied or wrought in the manu.acture 
of articles or wares tinned or terne-plated in the United States, with weight 
allowance as sold to manufacturers or others, shall be considered as tin and 
terne piates produced in the United States within the meaning ot this act.”’ 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 103: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 103, and agree to -he same with an 
—— striking out the paragraph and inserting in lieu thereof the follow- 

ng: 

“152. On all iron or steel bars or rods of whatever shape orsection, which are 
cold rolled, cold hammered, o¥ polished in any way in ad.lition to the ordinary 
process of hot rolling or hammering, there skall be paid one-fourth of 1 cent per 
pound in addition to the rates provided in this act; and on all strips, plates, or 
sheets of iron or steel of whatever shape, other than the polished, planished, or 
glanced sheet-iron or sheet-stee! hereinbefore provided for, which are cold 
rolled, cold hammered, blued, brightened, tempered, or polished-by any proc- 
ess to such perfected surface finish, or polish better than the grade of cold 
rolled, smooth only, hereinbefore provided for, there shall be paid 1} cents per 
pound in addition to the rates provided in this act upon plates, strips, or sheets 
ot iron or steel of common or biack finish; and on steel circular-saw plates there 
shall be paid l cent per pound in addition to the rate provided in this act for 
steel saw plates.”’ 

And the Senate agree to the same. 


Amendments numbered 115 and 116: That the House recede from its dis- 
agreement to the amendments of the Senate numbered 115 and 116. and agree 
to the same with an amendment striking out the paragraph and inserting in 
iieu thereof as follows: 

“186. Aluminium or aluminum, In crude form, alloys of any kind in which 
aluminum is the component material of chief value, 15 cents per pound.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 


Amendments numbered ti7 and 118: That the House recede from its dis- | 


agreement to the amendments of the Senate numbered 117 and 118, and agree 
to the same with an amendment striking out the paragraph and inserting in 
lieu thereuf the following: 

“190. Bronze powder, 12 cents per pound; bronze or Dutch-metal, or alumi- 
num, in leaf, 8 cents per package of 100 leaves.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendments numbered 123, 124, 125,and 126: That the House recede from its 
d it to the amendments of the Senate numbered 123, 124, 125, and 125, 
and agree to the same with an amendment striking out the paragraph and in- 
serting in lieu thereof the foliowing: 

“191. Bullions and metal thread of gold, silver, or other metals, not specially 
provided for in this act, 30 per cent. ad valorem.”’ 

And the Senate agree to the same. 
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Amendment numbered 128: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 128,and agree to the same with an 
amendment striking out the paragraph an‘ inserting in lieu thereof as follows 

** 203. Nickel, nickel oxide, alloy of any kind in which nickel is the component 
material of chief value, 10 cents per pound.” 

And the Senate agree to the sam« 

Amendment numbered 129: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 129,and agree to the same with an 
amendment striking out the amendmentand insertinyin lieu thereof as follows 

“209. Tin: On and after July 1, 1893, there shall be imposed and paid upon 
cassiterite or black oxide of tin, and upon bar, block, and pig tin, a duty of 4 
cents per pound: Provided, That unless it shall be made to appear to the satis- 
faction of the President of the United States (who shall make known the fact 
by proclamation) that the product of the mines of the United States shall have 
exceeded 5,000 tons of cassiterite, and bar, blo k, and pig tin in any one year 
prior to July 1, 1895, then all imported cassiterite, bar, block, and pig tin shall, 
after July 1, 1895, be admitted free of duty.’ 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 133: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 133, and azree to the same with an 
amendment striking out the word “ten;’’ and the Seuate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 138: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 133, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: Striking out the paragraph and inserting in lieu thereof 
the tollowing 

**219. Cedar: That on and after March 1, 1891, paving posts, railroad ties, and 
telephone and telegraph poles of cedar, shull be dutiable at 20 per cent. ad va- 
lorem.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 139; That the House recede from its disagreementto 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 139, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: Striking outthe paragraph and inserting in lieu thereof 
the following: 

**220. Sawed boards, plank, deals, and all forms of sawed cedar, lignum-vit2, 
lancewood, ebony, box, granadilla, mahogany, rosewood, satinwocd, and all 





‘other cabinet-woods not further manufactured than sawed, 15 per cent. ad 


valorem ; veneers of wood, and wood, unmanufactured, not specially provided 
for in this act, 20 per cent. ad valorem,” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 149: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 149, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: Striking out the paragraph and inserting in lieu thereof 
the following: 

“231. That on and after July 1, 1891, and until July 1, 1905, there shall be paid, 
from any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, under the pro- 
visions of section 3689 of the Revised Statutes, to the producer of sugur testing 
not less than 90 degrees by the polnriscope, from beets, sorgiuum, or sugar-cane 
grown within the United States, or from maple sap produced within the United 
States, a bounty of 2 cents per pound; and upon such sugar testing less than 90 
degees by the polariscope and not less than 80 degrees a bounty of 1} cents per 
pound, under such rules and regu ‘ations as the Commissioner of Internal Reve- 
nue, with the approval of the Secretary of the Treasury, shall prescribe. 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendments numbered 162 and |63: That the House recede from its disagree- 
ment to the amendments of the Senate numbered 162 and 16%, and agree to the 
same with an amendment as follows: Strike out the paragraph and insert in 
lieu thereof the following: 

“237. All sugars above No, 16, Dutch standard in color, shall pay a duty of 
five-tenths of l cent per pound: Provided, That all such sugars above No. 16, 
Dutch standard in color, shall pay one-tenth of | cent per pound in addition 
to the rate herein provided for, when exported from, or the product of any 
country when and so long as such country pays or shall hereafter pay, directly 
or indirectly, a bounty on the exportation of any sugar that may be inciuded 
in this grade, which is greater than is paid on raw sugars of a lower saccharine 
strength; and the Secretary of the Treasury shall prescribe suitable rules and 
regulations to carry this provision into effect: And provided further, That all 
machinery purchased abroad and erected in a beet-sugar factory and used in 
the production of raw sugar in the United States from beets produced therein 
shall be admitted duty free until the Ist day of July, 1892: Provided, That any 
duty collected on any of the above-described machinery purchased abroad and 
imported into the United States for the uses above indicated since January 1, 
1830. shall be refunded.”’ 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 165: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 165, and agree tothe «ame with an 
amendment as follows: Strike out the paragraph and insert in lieu thereof the 
following: 

“241. That the provisions of this act providing terms for the admission of im- 
ported sugars and molasses and for the payment of a bounty on sugars of do- 
mestic production shall take effect on the Ist day of April, 1891: Provided, That 
on and after the Ist day of March, 1891,and prior to the Ist day of April, 1891, 
sugars not exceeding No.16 Dutch standard in color may be refined in bond 
without payment of duty, and such refined sugars may be transported in bond 
and stored in bonded warehouse at such points of destination as are provided in 
existing laws relating to the immediate transportation of dutiable goods in 
bond, under such rules and regulations as shall be prescribed by the Secretary 
of the Treasury."’ 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendments numbered 177 and 178: That the House recede from its disa- 
greement to the amendments of the Senate numbered 177 and 178, and agree to 
the same with an amendment as follows: Striking out the paragraph and in- 
serting in lieu thereof the following: 

“2sl. Pease, green, in bulk or in barrels, sacks or similar packages, 40 cents 
per bushel of 60 pounds; pease, dried, 20 cents per bushel; split peas, 50 cents 
per bushel of 60 pounds; pease in cartons, papers, or other small packages, 1 
cent per pound.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 181: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendmentof the Senate numbered 141, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: Striking out the paragraph and inserting in lieu thereof 
the following: 

293. Fish, smoked, dried, salted, pickled, frozen, packed in ice,or otherwise 
prepared for preservation, and fresh fish not specially provided for in this act, 
three-fourths of 1 cent per pound.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 183: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 183,and agree to the same with an 
amendment as tollows: Strike out the paragraph and insert in lieu thereof the 
following: 

“301. Oranges, lemons, and limes, in packages of capacity of 1} cubic feet or 
less, 13 cents per package; in packages of capacity exceeding |} cubic feet and 
not exceeding 2} cubic feet, 25 centa per package; in packages of capacity ex- 
ceeding 2} cubic feet and not exceeding 5 cubic feet, 50 cents per package; in 
packages of capacity exceeding 5 cubic feet, for every aiditional cubic foot or 
fractional part thereof, 10 cents; in bulk, $i.50 per one thousand, and in addi- 
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tion thereto a duty of 30 per cent. ad valorem upon the boxes or barrels con- 
taining such oranges, lemons, or limes."’ 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered int: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 188, and to the same with an 
amendment as follows: Strike out the paragraph and insert in lieu thereof the 
folowing 

“518. Chocolate (other than cheeolate confectionery and chocolate commer- 
cially known as sweetened chocolate), 2 cents per pound.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 190: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 190, and ree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: Strike out the paragraph and insert in lieu thereof the 

ollowing 

7 \ De xtrine, burnt starch, gum substitute, or British gum, 1) cents per 
pound, 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 194: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 194, and agree to the same with an 
ugsn tment as follows: Strike out the paragraph and insert in lieu thereof the 
following : 

“329. Brandy and other spirits manufactured or distilled from grain or other 
materials, and not specially provided for in this act, 92.50 per proof gallon.” 

And the senate agree to the same. 

Amendments numbered 196 toand including 223 : That the House reeede from 
its disagreement to the amendments of the Senate numbered 196 to and includ- 
ing 223, and agree to the same with amendments as follows: Strike out the par- 
agraphs and insert in lieu thereof the following 

32. Cordials, liquors, arrack, absinthe, kirsehwaseer, ratafia, and other spir- 
ituous beverages or bittersof ail kinds containing spirits, and not specially pro- 
vided for in this act, $2.50 per proof gallon. 

“333. Ne lower rate or amount of duty shall be levied, collected, and paid on 
brandy, spirits, and other spirituous beverages than that fixed by law for the 
description of first proof; but it shall be inereased in proportion for any greater 
strength than the strength of first preof, and all imitations of brandy or spirits 
or wines imported by any names whatever shall be subject to the highest rate 
of duty previded for the genuine articles respectively intended to be repre- 
sented, and in no case less than $1.50 per gallon, 

‘334. Bay-rum or bay-water, whether distilled or compounded, of first proof, 
and in proportion for any greater strength than first proof, $1.50 per gallon. 

335, Champagne and all other sparkiing wines, in bottles containing each 
not more than | quart and more than | pint, $8 per dozen; containing not more 
than | pint eachand more than one-half pint, $ per dozen; containing one-half 
pint each or less, $2 per dozen; in bottles or other vesselscontaining more than 
. quart eaeh, in addition to $8 per dezen bottles, on the quantity in excess of 1 
quart at the rate of $2.50 per gallon. 

t ‘286, Still wines, including ginger wine or ginger cordial and vermouth, in 
casks, 50 cents per gallon; in botties or jugs, per ease of one dozen bottles or 
jugs, containing each not more than 1 quartand more than 1 pint, or twenty-four 
bottles or jugs, containing each not more than | pint, $1.60 per ease; and any 
excess beyond these quantities found in such bottles or jugs shall be subject to a 
duty of 5 cents per pint or fractional part thereof, but no separate oradditional 
duty shall be assessed on the bottles or jugs: Provided, That any wines, ginger 
cordial, or vermuth imported containing more than 24 per cent. of alcoho! shal! 
be forfeited to the United States: And provided further, That there shall be no 
constructive or other allowance for breakage, leakage, or damage on wines, 
liquors, cordials, or distilled spirits. Wines, cordials, brandy, and other spirit- 
uous liquers imported in bottles or jugs shall be packed in packagescontaining 
net less than one dozen bottles or jugs in each ; and all such bottles or 
jugs shail pay an additional duty of 3 cents for each bottle or jug, unless spe- 
cially provided for in this act. 

. “387. Ale, porter, and beer, in bottles or jugs, 40 cents per gallon, but no sepa- 
rate or additional duty shal be assessed on the bottles or jugs; otherwise than 
im bottles or jugs, 26 cents gallon. 

* 333. Malt extract, urd. ten eusks, Deents per gallon ; in bottles or jugs, 40 
cents per gallon; solid or condensed, 40 percent. ad valerem. 

“$39. Cherry juice and prune juice, or prune wine, and other fruit juice, not 
specially provided for in this act, eoutaining not more than 15 per cent. of alco- 
hol, 60 cents ver gallon; if containing more than 18 per cent. of alcohol, $2.50 
per proof gallon, 

“340. Ginger-ale, ginger-beer, lemonade, soda-water, and other similar waters 
in plain green or colored molded or pressed glass bottles, containing each not 
more than three-fourths of a pint, i3cents per dozen; containing more than 
three-fourths of a pint each not more Ss 26 cents per dozen; but 
no separate or additional duty shall be on toe bottles; if imported 
otherw se than in plain green or colored molded or pressed giass or in 
such bottles containing more than 1} pints each, 50 cents per gallon and in ad- 
dition thereto duty shall be collected en the bottles, or other coverings, at 
the rates whiel would be chargeable thereon if imported empty. 

“S41. All miners! waters, and ali imitations of natural mineral waters, and 
al) artificial mineral waters not specially provided for in this act, in plain green 
or colored glass bottles, containing net more than | piat, 16cents per dozen bot- 
thes. If containing more than I pint and not more than 1 quart, 25 cents per 
dozen botties. But no separate duty shall be assewed upon the bottles. If im- 
ported otherwise than in plain green or colored giass bottles or if imported in 
such bottles containing more than | quart, 20 cents per gallon, and im addition 
thereto duty shall be collected upon the bottles or other covering at the same 
rates that would be charged if imported empty or separately.”’ 

And the Senate agree te the same, 

Amendment numbered 230: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendmentof the Senate numbered 230, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: Striking out the paragraphand inserting in lieu thereof 
the following: 

“ Provided, That all such clothing ready made and articles of wearing rel 
having India rubber as a component material (not including gloves or ie 
articles that are specially provided for in this act) shall be subject to a duty of 
60 cents per pound, and in addition thereto 50 per cent. ad valorem.” 

And the Senate agree to the same, 

Amendments numbered 231 and 292: That the House recede from its disa- 
greement to the amendments of the Senate numbered 231 and 232, and to 
the same with amendments as foliows: Striking out the paragraph and con 
ing in lieu thereof the followin: 

‘*350. Plushes, velvets, velveteens, corduroys, and all pile fabrics com 
of cotton or other vegetable fiber, not bleached, dyed, colored, stained, or 
or printed, LO cents per square yard and 20 per cent. ad valorem; on all such 
goods if bleached, |2 cents per square yard and 20 per eent, ad valorem; if dyed, 
colored, stained, painted, or printed, 14 cents per square yard and 20 per cent. 
ad valorem; but none of the foregoing articles in this paragraph shall pay a less 
rate of duty than 40 per cent. ad valorem. 

“351. Chenille curtains, table covers, and all goods manufactured of eotton 
chenille, or of which cotton chenille forms the eomponent material of chief 
valu per cent. ad valorem.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 233: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
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the amendment of the Senate numbered 233, and agree to the same wii|: ,, 
amendment as follows: Striking out the paragraph and inserting in lieu theres; 
the following: 

‘353. Stockings, hose, and half-hose, selvaged, fashioned, narrowed, or sha p.,; 
wholly or ia part by knitting-machines or frames, or knit by band, inc) )),; 
sach as are commercially known asseamless stockings, hose or half-hose. «)) |; 
the above, composed of cotton or other vegetable fiber, finished or unfinis)..) 
valued at not more than 60 cents per dozen pairs, 20 cents per dozen pairs, « 
in addition thereto 20 per cent.ad valorem; valued at more than G0 cents ¢; 
dozen pairs and not more than $2 per dozen pairs, 50 cents per dozen pairs.) 
in addition thereto 30 per cent. ad valorem; valued at more than @ per «, 
pairs,and not more than #4 per dozen pairs, 75 cents per dozen pairs, and in 4) 
dition thereto 40 per cent. ad valorem; valued at more than $4 per dozen pai; 
$1 per dozen pairs, and in addition thereto 40 per cent. ad valorem; and all si)ir. 
and drawers composed of cotton or other vegetable fiber, valued at more (/ 
$1.50 per dozen and not more than $3 per dozen, $1 per dozen, and in additio 
thereto, 35 per cent. ad valorem; valued at more than $8 per dozen and 
more than S per dozen, $1.25 per dozen, and in addition thereto, 40 per coy; 
ad valorem; valued at more than % per dozen and not more than $7 per doz 
$1.50 per dozen, and in addition thereto, 40 per cent. ad valorem; valued at more 
than 37 per dozen, $2 per dozen, and in addition thereto, 40 per cent. ad valore:: 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendments numbered 235, 236, and 237: That the House recede from its <i, 
agreement tothe amendments of the Senate numbered 235, 236, and 2:7 
agree to the same with amendments as follows: Striking out the paragra 
and inserting in lieu thereof the following: 

“357. Plax, not haekled or dressed, | cent per pound. 

358. Flax, hackled, known as ‘dressed line,’ 3 cents per pound. 

“359. Tow, of flax or hemp, one-haif of 1 cent per pound.’ 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendments numbered 241 and 242: That the House recede from ils disa 
greement to the amendments of the Senate numbered 241 and 242, and agre» 1. 
the same with amendments as follows: Striking out the paragraph and ise; 
ing in lieu thereof the following: 

“362. Cables, eordage, and twine (except binding-twine composed who!! 
manila or sisal-grass), 14 cents pound; all binding-twine manufactur: 
whole or in part from istle or pico fiber, manila, si . OF SUNN, ser 
en-tenths of l cent per pound; cabies and cordage made of hemp, 2} cents per 
pound; tarred cables and cordage, 3 cents per pound,” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendments numbered 249 and 250: That the House recede from its ( 
agreementto the amendments of the Senate numbered 249 and 250, and ag 
to the same with an amendment as follows: Striking out the paragraph and 
inserting im lieu thereof the following: 

‘267. Flax gill-netting, nets, webs, and seines, when the thread or twin. 
which they are composed is made of yarn of a number not higher than 2 
cents pet pound and 3 per cent. ad valorem; when made of threads or twiics 
the yarn of which is finer than number 20, 20 cents per pound, and in additi 
thereto 4 per cent. ad valorem.” 

And the Se agree to the same. 

Amendments numbered 252 and 253: That the House recede from iis disagr«c- 
ment to the amendments of the Senate numbered 252 and 253, and agree to tic 
same with amendments as follows: Striking out the paragraphs inserting 
in lien thereof the following: 

“370. Yarns or threads composed of flax or hemp, or of a mixture of eitlie: 
of these substances, valued at 13 cents or less per pound, 6 cents per pound 
valued at more than 13 cents per pound, 45 per cent. ad valorem. 

“371. All manufactures of flax or hemp, or of which these substances, 0: 
either of them, is the component material of chiet value, not cially provide: 
for in this act, 50 per cent. ad valorem: Provided, That wntil January 1, 15): 
such manufaeturesof flax containing more than 100 threads to the square inc): 
counting both warp and filling, shall be subject to a duty of 35 per cent. ad \. 
lorem in lieu of the duty herein provided.”’ 


And the Senate to the sume. 
That the House recede from ita disagreement tv 


| 


agree 

Amendment numbered 255: 
the amendment of the Senate nambered 255, and agree to the same with a1 
amendment as follows: Striking out the amendment and inserting in licu 
thereof Ahe following: “Shirts, and all articles of wearing apparel of every 
description, not ay ee for in this act, wholly or in part 
of linen, 56 per cent. ad ;"’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

ndments numbered 256, 257, and 259: That the House recede from 
tethe amendments of the Senate numbered 256, 257, 258, and 
259, agree to the same with amendments as follows: Striking out the par.- 
graphs and inserting in lieu thereof the following: 

“373. Laces, ings, embroideries, insertings, neck rufflings, ruchings, trim 
mings, tuckings, lace window-curtains, and ether similar tamboured artic!es 
and articies embroidered by hand or machinery, embroidered and hem-stiteh: 
handkerehiefs, and articles made wholly or in part of lace, rufflings, tackings 
or ruchings, all of the above-named articies, com of flax, jute, cotton, or 
other vegetable fiber, or of which these substances or either of them, or a mixt 
ure of any of them, is the component material of chief value, not special!) 
provided for in this act, 60 a Cee: Provided, That articles of 

n 
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cent. 


wearing apparel, and textile w embroidered by hand or machinery 
and een 6: aoreees eotaes Sb Sen as not pay a less 
rate of oh Rent £9 Ge mapeciave pencemene on sshete of this 
act upo embroideries of the materials of w they are respectively com 
And the Senate to the same. 
Amendment n 260: That the House recede from its disagreement to 


the amendment of the Senate numbered 260, and agree to the same with an 
— eae tas follows: Striking out the paragraph and ineerting in lieu there! 
ng: 

* 374. All manufactures of jute, or other vegetable fiber, except flax, hemp, or 
cotton, or of which jute, or other vegetable fiber, t flax, hemp, or cetton 
is the pomgenes material ef chief value, not specially provided for in this ac! 
valued at 5 cents per pound or less, 2 cents per pound; valued above 5 cen‘ 
per pound, 40 per cent. ad valorem.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 269: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 269,and agree to the same with a) 
amendmentas follows: Striking out the paragraph and inserting in lieu thereo! 
the following: 

“396. On clothing, ready made, and articles of wearing apparel of every (: 
nem up or manufactured wholly or in part, not specially provided 
for in this act, felta not woven, and not specially provided for in this act, and 
plushes and ether pile fabrics, all the foregoing, composed wholly or in part of 
wool, worsted, the hair of the camel, goat, al or other animals,the duty 
per pound shall be four and one-half times the dut imposed by this act on 
pene Sa wool of the first class, and in m thereto 6) per cent 


And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendments numbered 271, 272, and 273: That the House recede from its dis- 
agreement to the amendments of the Senate numbered 771, and 273, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Striking out paragraph 
and inserting in lieu thereof the following: 


ne 
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“407, Carpets and carpeting of wool, flax, or cotton, or composed in part of 
cither, not ially provided for in this.act, 50 per cent. ad valorem.” 

‘And the Senate agree to the same. 5 

‘Amendment numbered 279: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 279, and agree to the same with an 
amendment asfollows: Striking out the paragraph and inserting in lieu thereof 

following: 
the 41, Velvets, plushes, or other pile fabries containing, exclusive of selvages, 
jess than 75 per cent. in weight of si!k, $1.50 per pound and 15 per cent. ad valo- 
rem; containing, execiusive of selvages, 75 per cent. or more in weight of silk, 
$3.50 per pound and 1) per cent. ad valorem; but in no case shall any of the 
foregoing articles pay a less rate of duty than 50 per cent. ad valorem.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 231: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 281, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: Striking out the proviso and inserting in lieu thereof 
the following: ; 

“ Provided, That ali such clothing ready made and articles of wearing app-re! 


when composed im part of India rubber (not including gloves or elastic articles 
that are specially provided for in this act) shall be subject to a duty of 8 cents 
per ounce, and in addition thereto 60 per cent. ad valorem.”’ 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 290: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 290, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: Strike out the paragraph and insert in lieu thereof thx 
follow ing: 
wee 119. Papers known commercially as copying-paper, filtering-paper, silver 
paper, and all tissue-paper, white or colored, made up in copying-books, reams 
or in any other form, 8 cents per pound, and in addition thereto 15 per cent. ad 
valorem ; albumenized or sensitized paper, 35 per cent. ad valorem.”’ 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 292: That the House recede from its disagreen 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 292, and agree to the same wi: 
amendment as follows: Strike out the paragraph and insert in lien thereo 
following: 

“422, Paper hangings and paper for screens or fire-boards, writing-paper,draw- 
ing-paper, and all other paper not specially provided for in this act, 25 per cent 
ad valorem.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendments numbered 297 and 298: That the House recede from its disagree- 
ment to the amendments of the Senate nu:nbered 297 and 298. and agree to the 
same with amendments as follows: Striking out the paragraphs and inserting 
in lien thereofthe following: 

429, Buttons commercially known as agate buttons, 25 per cent. ad valorem 
pearland shel! buttons, 2} cents per line button measure of one-fortieth of | ir 
per gross, and in addition thereto 25 per cent. ad valorem. 

“450, Ivory, vegetableivory, bone or horn buttons, 50 percent. ad valorem 

And the Senate agree to the same. 








Amendments numbered 302 and 303: That the House recede from its dis- | 


agreement to the amendments of the Senate numbered 302 and 303, and agree 
tothe same with amendments as follows: Striking out the paragraph and in- 
serting in lieu thereof the following: a 

“443. Feathers and downs of all kinds, crude or not dressed, colored, or 
manufactured, not specialiy provided for in this act, 10 per cent. ad valoren 
when dressed, colored, or manufactured, including quilts of down and other 
raanufaectures of down, and also including dressed and finished birds suitable 
for millinery ornaments, and artificial and ornamental feathers and flowers, 
or parts thereof, of whatever material composed, not specially provided for in 
this 50 per cent, ad valorem.”’ 

And Senate agree to the same. 

Amendments nambered 368and 309: Thatthe House recede from its disagreec- 
nent to the amendments of the Senate numbered 308 and 309, and agree to the 
same with an amendment as follows: Striking outthe paragraph and inserting 
in lieu thereof the following : 

“456. Calf-skins, tanned, or tanned and dressed, dressed upper leather, includ- 
ing patent, enameled, and japanned leather, dressed or undressed, and finished ; 
chamois or other skins not specially enumerated or provided for in this act, 20 
per cent. ad valorem; book-binders’ calf-skins, kangaroo, sheep and goat skins, 
including lamb and kid skins, dressed and finished, 20 per cent. ad valorem; 
skins for morocco, tanned but unfinished, 10 per cent. ad valorem; piano-forte 
leather and piano-forte actiou leather, 3 ae oan. ad valorem ; japanned calf- 
skins, 30 per cent. ad valorem; boots and s , made of leather, 25 per cent. ad 
valorem.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendments numbered 311, 312, 313, 314, and 315: That the House recede from 
its disagreement tothe amendments of the Senate numbered 311, 312, 315, 314, 
and 315,and tothe same with an amendment as follows: Striking out the 
paragraph and inserting in lieu thereof the following: 

* 459. Manufactures of alabaster, amber, asbestus, bladders, coral, catgut, or 
whip-gut. or worm-gut, jet, paste, spar, wax,or of which these substances or 
either of them is the component material of chief valuc, not specially provided 
for in this act,25 per cent.ad valorem; osier or willow prepared for basket- 
makers’ use, 30 per cent.ad valorem; manufactures of osier or willow, 40 per 
cent.ad valorem.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendments numbered 317 and 318: That the House recede from its disa- 
greement to the amendments ofthe Senate numbered 317 and 318, and agree to 
the same with an amendment as follows: Striking ont the paragraph and in- 
serting in lieu thereof the following: 

“461. Manufactures of leather, fur, gutta-percha, vulcanized India rubber 
known as hard rubber, human hair, papier-maché, indurated fiber wares and 
other manufactures composed of wood or other pulp, or of which these sub- 
stances oreither of them is the component material of chief value, all of the 
above not s ally provided for in this act, 35 per cent. ad valorem.’’ 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 320: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 320, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: 

“463. Masks, composed of paper or pulp, 35 per cent. ad valorem.” 

And the Senate ee to the same, 

Amendment numbered 325: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 325, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: Strike out the paragraph and insert in lieu thereof the 
following : 

“465. Paintings, in oil or water colors,and statuary, not otherwise provided 
for in this act, 15 per cent. ad valorem; butthe term ‘statuary’ as herein used 
shall be understood to include only such Statuary as is cut, carved, or other- 
wise wrought by band from a solid block or mass of marble, stone, or alabaster, 
or fom metal, and as is the professional production of a statuary or set! ptor 
only, 

And the Senate agree to the same. 








Amendment numbered 327: That the Flouse recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 327, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows : 


% Slate pencils, 4cents per gross.” 
And the Senate to the same. 
Amendment panbeved 329: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
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the amendment of the Senate numbered 329, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: Striking out the paragraph and inserting in lieu thereof 
the following: 

“468. Pipes, pipe-bow!ls, of all materials, and all smokers’ articles whatso- 
ever, not specially provided for in this act, including 
book covers, pouches for smoking or chewing tobac 


cigarette-books. cigarette- 
», and cigarette-paper in 


























all forms, 70 per cent. ad valore all co n tobaceo pipes of clay, 15 cents 
per gross. 
And the Senate agree to t! . 
Amendments numbered 3vand rhatthe House recede from ita disagree- 
| ment to the amer its of the Senate numbered 330 and 331, and agree to the 
same with an amendmen ws: Striking out the paragraph and insert- 
ing in lieu thereof the fo 
70. Umb S$, parase eric shades, covered with silk or alpaca, 55 per 
eent, ad valorem ; if covered 1 other material, 45 per cent. ad valorem,” 
And the Senate agree to t fame 
Amendment numbered 333: That the House recede fro ts disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate nu <i 333, and agree to t ne with an 
amendment as follow Striking out the paragraph and inserting in lieu thereof 
the following 
‘Src. 2. On and after the ida October, 1890, unless otherwise specially 
provided for in this act, the followi icles when imported shall be exempt 
from duty.” ; } 
And the Senate agree to th ime 
Amendmer imbered 341: That t House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 341, and agree to the same with an 
a iment as follows: Striking out t \ragra and ig in lieu thereof 
the following 
‘491, Art educational stops, composed ¢ 33 and metal and valued at not 
ore than 6 cents per gross 
And the Senate agree to the same 
Amendments numbered 344, 345, and 34 That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendments of the Senate numbered 344, 345, and 316, and 


agree to the same with an amendment as foliows: Striking out the paragraph 
and inserting in lieu thereof the f ¥ 

515. Books, maps, lithographic prints, and charts. speci.lly imported, 1 
more than two copies in any one invoice, in good faith, for the use of iny s0o- 
ciety incorporated or established for educational, philosophical, literary, or re- 
ligious purposes, or for the encouragement of the fine ar or for the use or 
order of any college, academy, school, or seminary of learning in the United 





ites, subject to such regulations as the 


retary of the Treasury shall pre 
” 


a be. 
And the Senate agree to the same 
Amendment numbered 352: That the House recede from its disagreement to 


imendment of the Senate numbered 352, and agree tothe same with an 


amendment as follows: Striking out the paragraph and inserting in lieu thereof 
the following: 

35. Clay: Common blue clay in caskssuitable for the manufacture of cruei- 
bles. 


And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 356: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Se © numbered 356, and agree to the same with an 
amendment, asfollows: Striking outthe paragraph and inserting in lieu thereof 
the following 

“S71. Fish, the product of American fisheries, and fresh or frozen fish (ex- 
cept salmon) caught in fresh waters by American vessels, or with nets or other 
devices owned by citizens of the United States, 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 372: That the House recede from its disagreement to 





|} the amendment of the Senate numbered 372,and agree tothe same with an 


amendment as follows: Striking out the paragraph and inserting in lieu thereot 
the following: 

“674. Peltries and other usual goods and effect of Indians pas<ing or repass 
ing the boundary line of the United States, under such regulations as the Sec 
retary of the Treasury may prescribe: Provided, That this exemption shall not 
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apply to goods in bales or other packages unusual among Indians.”’ 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendments numbered 379 and 380: That the House recede from its disa 
greement to the amendments of the Senate numbered 376 and 38), and agree to 
the same with amendments as follows: Striking out the paragraph and insert- 
ing in lieu thereof the following: 

“699. Seeds: Anise, canary, caraway, cardamon, coriander, cotton, cummin, 
fennel, fenugreek, hemp, hoarhound, mustard, rape, St. John’s bread or bene, 
sugar-beet, mangel-wurzel, sorghum or sugar-cane for seed, and all flower and 
grass seeds; bulbs and bulbous roots, not edible; all the foregoing not spe- 
cially provided for in this act.”’ 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 388: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 388, and agree tothe same with an 
amendment as follows: Striking out the paragraph and inserting in lieu thereof 
the following: 

‘736. Tin ore, cassiterite or black oxide of tin, and tin in bars, blocks, pigs, or 
grain or granulated, until July 1, 1893, and thereafter as otherwise provided for 
in this act.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendments numbered 390 and 391: That the House recede from its disagree- 
ment to the amendments of the Senate numbered 300 and 391,and agree to the 
same with amendments as follows: Striking out the paragraph and insertingin 
lieu thereof the following: 

“755. Fire-wood, handle-bolts, heading-bolts, stave-bolis, and shingle-bolts, 
hop-poles, fence-posts, railroad ties, ship-timber, andship-planking, notspecially 
provided for in this act.”’ 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 401: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 401, and agree to the same with 
amendment asfollows: In lineZ of saidamendment strike out the words ‘Ju 
eighteen hundred and ninety-one,”’ and insert in lieu thereof the words “ Janu- 
ary, eighteen hundred and ninety-two;"’ and the Senate agree to the same 

Amendment numbered 404: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 404, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: Striking out the u thereof 
the following: 

“Suc. 6. That on and after the Ist day of March, 1891, all articles of foreign 
manufacture, such as are usually or ordinarily marked, stamped, branded, or 
labeled, and all packages containing such or other imported articles, shall, re- 
spectively, be plainly marked, stamped, branded, or labeled in legible English 
words, so as to indicate the country of their origin; and unless so marked, 
| stamped, branded, or labeled they shall not be adinitted to entry.”’ 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendments numbered 105, 406, and 497: That the House recede from its dis 

agreement to the amendments of the Senate numbered 405, 406, and 407, and 
} agree to the same with amendments as foliows: Striking out the section and 
| inserting in lieu thereof the following : 





‘nn 








section and inserting in! 


“Sme. 7. That on and after March 1, 1891, no article of imported merchandise 
which shall copy orsimulate the name or trade-mark of any domestic manu- 
facture or manufacturer shall be admitted to entry at any custom-house of the 
United States, And in order to aid the officers of the customs in enforcing this 
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prohibition any domestic manufacturer who has adopted trade-marks may re- 
quire his name and residence and a description of his trade-marks to be recorded 
in books which shall be kept for that purpose in the Department of the Treas- 
ury under such regulations as the Secretary of the Treasury shall prescribe, and 
may furnish to the Department fac-similes of such trade-marks; and thereupon 
the Secretary of the Treasury shall cause one or more copies of the same to be 
transmitted to each collector or other proper officer of the customs.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Aiwendment numbered 445: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 445, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: Striking out the section and inserting in lieu thereof 
the following: 

‘suc. 27. That all provisions of the statutes imposing restrictions of any kind 
whatsoever upon farmers and growers of tobacco in regard to the sale of their 
leaf-tobacco, and the keeping of books, and the registration and report of their 
eales of leaf-tobacco, or imposing any tax on account of such sales, are hereby 
repealed: Provided, however, That it shall be the duty of every farmer or planter 
producing and selling leaf-tobacco, on demand of any internal-revenue officer, or 
other authorized agent of the Treasury Department, to furnish said officer or 
agent a true and complete statement, verified by oath, of al! his sales of leaf- 
tobacco, the number of hogsheads, cases, or pounds, with the name and resi- 
dence, in each instance, of the person to whom sold, and the place to which it 
isshipped. And every farmer or planter who willfully refuses to furnish such 
information, or who knowingly makes false statements as to any of the facts 
aforesaid, shall be guilty of a misdemeanor, and shall be Jiable to a penalty not 
exceeding $500."’ 

And tive Senate agreeto the same. 

Amendment numbered 446: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 446, and agree to the same with an 
amendmentas follows: Striking out the section and inserting in lieu thereof the 
following: ‘i 

“Sec, 28, That section 3381 of the Revised Statutes be,and the sameishereby, 
amended by striking outall after the said number and substituting therefor 
the following: 

*** Overy peddler of tobacco, before commencing, or, if he has already com- 
menced, before continuing to peddle tobacco, shall furnish to the collector of 
his district a statement accurately setting forth the place of his residence, and, 
if in a city, the street and number of the street where he resides, the State or 
States through which he proposes to travel; also whether he proposes to sell 
his own manufactures or the manufactures of others,and, if he selis for other 
»arties, the person for whom he sells. He shall also give a bond in the sum of 

500, to be approved by the collector of the district, conditioned that he shall not 
engage in any attempt, by himself or by collusion with others, to defraud the 
Government of any tax on tobacco, snuff, orcigars; thathe shall neither sell nor 
offer for sale any tobacco, snuff, or cigars, except in original and full packages, 
as the law requires the same to be put upand prepared by the manufacturer for 
sale, or for removal for sale or consumption,and except such packages of to- 
baceo, snuff, and cigars as bear the manufacturer's label or caution notice, and 
his legal marks and brands, and genuine internal-revenue stamps which have 
never before been used.’ ”’ 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 447: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 447, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: Striking out the section and inserting in lieu thereof 
the following: 

‘Spc. 29. That section 3383, Revised Statutes, as amended by section 15 of the 
act of March 1, 1879, be, and the same is hereby, amended by striking out all of 
said section and by substitutiug in lieu thereof the following: 

*** Every peddler of tobacco shall obtain a certificate from the collector of his 
collection district, who is hereby authorized and directed to issue the same, 
giving the name of the peddler, his residence, and the fact of his having filed 
the required bond; and shall on demand of any officer of internal revenue pro- 
duce and exhibit his certificate. And whenever any peddler refuses to exhibit 
his certificate, as aforesaid, on demand of any officer of internal revenue, said 
officer may seize the horse or mule, wagon and contents, or pack, bundle, or 
basket, of any person so refusing; and the collector of the district in which the 
seizure occurs may, on ten days’ notice, published in any newspaper in the 
district, or served personally on the peddler, or at his dwelling house, require 
such peddiler to show cause, if any he has, why the horses or mules, wagons 
and contents, pack, bundle, or basket so seized shall not be forfeited. Incase no 
sufficient cause is shown, proceedings for the forfeiture of the property seized 
shall be taken under the general provisions of the internal-revenue !aws re- 
lating to forfeitures. Any internal-revenue agent may demand production of 
and inspect the collector's certificate for peddlers, and refusal or failure to pro- 
duce the same, when so demanded, shall subject the party guilty thereof 
to a fine of not more than $500 and to imprisonment for not more than twelve 
monthes.’’’ 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 448: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 448, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: Striking out the section and inserting in lieu thereof 
the following: 

* Sec. 80. That on and after the Ist day of January, 1891, the internal taxes 
on smoking end manufactured tobacco shall be 6 cents per pound, and on snuff 
6cents per pound "’ 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 450: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 450, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as fellows: Striking out the section and inserting in lieu thereof 
the following: 

‘Sec, 31. That section 3363, Revised Statutes, be, and hereby is, amended by 
striking out all after said number and substituting the following: 

“*No manufactured tobacco shall be sold or offered for sale unless put up in 
packages and stamped as prescribed in this chapter, except at retail by retail 
dealers from pickages authorized by section 3362 of the Revised Statutes; and 
every person who sells or offers for sale any snuff or any kind of manufactured 
tobacco not so put up in packages and stamped shall be fined not less than $500 
nor more than $5,000, and imprisoned not less than six months nor more than 
two years,’”’ 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 451: That the House recede from its disagreoment to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 451, and agree to the same with aa 
amendmentas follows: Striking out the section and inserting in lieu thereof 
the following: 

*' Sec, 82. That section 3392 of the Revised Statutes, as amended by section 16 
ef the act of Mareh 1, 1879, be, and the same hereby is, amended to read as fol- 
lows: 

** All cigars shall be packed in boxes not before used for that purpose, con- 
taining respectively 25, 50, 100, 200, 250, or 500 cigars each: Provided, however, 
That manufacturers of cigars shall be permitted to pack in boxes not before 
used for that purpose cigars not to exceed 13 nor less than 12 in number, to 
be used as sample boxes; and every person who sells, or offers for sale, or 
delivers, or offers to deliver, any cigars in any other form than in new boxes as 
above described, or who sin any box any cigars in excess of or less than 
the number provided by Jaw to be put in each box respectively, or who falsely 


brands any box, or affixes a stamp on any box denoting a less amount of tax 
than that required by law, shall be fined for each offense not more than ¢| |.» 
and be imprisoned not more than two years: Provided, That nothing in (),;< 
section shall be construed as preventing the sale of cigars at retail by reta,) 
dealers, who have paid the special tax as such, from boxes packed, stam, 
and branded in the manner prescribed by law: And provided further, That e 
manufacturer of cigarettes shall put up all the cigarettes that he manufa: + 
or has manufactured for him, and sells or removes for consumption or use 
packages or parcels containing 10, 20, 50, or 100 cigareties each, and sha!) «.. 
curely affix to each of said packages or parcels a suitable stamp denoting (}), 
tax thereon, and shall properly cance! the same prior to such sale or remoya| { 
consumption or use, under such regulations as the Commissioner of [n:¢ 
Revenue shall prescribe; and all cigarettes imported from a foreign count, 
shall be packed, stamped, and the stamps canceled in like manner, in addi: 
to the import stamp indicating inspection of the custom-house beiore they ; 
withdrawn thcrefrom.’” ; 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 452: That the House recede from its disagreemen ; 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 452,and agree to the same wit}; a: 
amendment as follows: Striking out the section and inserting in lieu theres; 
the following: 


“Sco. 33. That section 3357 of the Revised Statutes, as amended by sect ) 
of the act of June 9, 1830, be, and the same is, amended by striking out a!! a/i, 
the number and inserting in lieu thereof the following: 

“*bkvery collector shall keep a record, in a book or books provided for 
purpose, to be open to the inspection of only the proper officers of internal re 
enue, including deputy collectors and internal-revenue agents, of the nanic a 
residence of every person engaged in the manufacture of tobacco or snuff | 4 
district, the place where such manufacture is carried on, and the number . 
manufactory; and he shall enter in said record, under the name of each many 
facturer, a copy of every inventory required by law to be made by eu: h man 
facturer, and an abstract of his monthly returns; and he shal! cause the se~e; 
manufactories of tobacco or snuff in his district to be numbered consecutiy e!, 
which numbers shall not be thereafter changed, except for reasons satisfact 
to himself and approved by the Commissioner of Internal Revenue.’”"’ 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 453: That the House recede from its disagreement | 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 453, and agree to the same with a: 
amendment as follows: Striking out the section and inserting in lieu thereo/ 
the following: 

“Sec. 34. That section 3389 of the Revised Statutes, as amended by sectio 
— act of March 1, 1879, be, and the same is hereby, amended so as to read as 

ollows: 

“* Every collector shall keep a record, in a book provided for that purpo - 
to be open to the inspection of only the proper officers of internal revenu: 
cluding deputy collectors and internal-revenue agents, of the name and re. 
dence of every person engaged in the manufacture of cigars in his district, the 
place where such manufacture is carried on, and the number of the manu{a 
tory; and he shall enter in said record, under the name of each manufacturer 
an abstract of his inventory and monthly returns; and he shall cause the «« 
eral manufacturers of cigars in the district to be numbered consecutively, wh 
number shall not thereafter be changed.’”’ 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 455: That the House recede from its disagreement t 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 455, and agree to the same with « 
amendment as follows: Striking out the section and inserting in lieu there: 
the following : 

* Sec, 35. Phat section 3337 of the Revised Statutes, as amended by section | 
of the act of March 1, 187y, be, and the same is hereby, amended by striking 
from the said section the foliowing words, namely, ‘$500, with an additiona 
$100 for each person proposed to be employed by him in making cigars,’ a 
inserting in lieu of the wordsso stricken out the words ‘one hundred dollars. 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 480: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 480, and agree to the same with 
amend ment as follows: Striking out the section and inserting in lieu thereof t!ic 
following: 

“ Suc. 42. That any producer of pure sweet wines, who is also a distiller, a: 
thorized to separate from fermented grape-juice, under internal-revenue law 
wine spirits, may use, free of tax, in the preparation of such sweet wines, unde: 
such regulations and after the filing of such notices and bonds, together wit 
the keeping of such records and the rendition of such reports as to materials a1! 
products, as the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, with the approval of the 
secretary of the Treasury, may prescribe, so much of such wine spirits so se}a- 
rated by him as may be necessary to fortify the wine for the preservation of tlic 
saccharine matter contained therein: Provided, That the wine spirits so used 
free of tax shall not be in excess of the amount required to introduce into suc! 
sweet wines an alcoholic strength eyual to 14 per cent.of the volume of su 
wines after such use: Provided further, That such wine containing, after such 
fortification, more than 24 per cent. of alcohol, as defined by section 3249 of the 
Revised Statutes, shall be forfeited to the United States: Provided further, Tha 
such use of wine spirits free from tax shal! be confined to the months of Augus! 
September, October, November, December, January, February, March, ani 
Aprilof each year. The Commissioner of Internal Revenue, in determining t 
liability of any distiller of fermented grape-juice to assessment under section 
3309 of the Revised Statutes, is authorized to allow such distiller credit in bh 
computation for the wine spirits used by him in preparing sweet wine und: 
the provisions of this section.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 485: That the House recede from its disagreement |v 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 485, and agree to the same wit! a: 
amendmentstriking out the section and inserting in lieu thereof as follows 

“Sec. 47. That all provisions of law relating to the reimportation of any goods 
of domestic growth or manufacture which were originally liable to an interna! 
revenue tax shall be, as far as epotinahte. enforced against any domestic wines 
sought to be reimported; and duty shall be levied and collected upon the samc 
when reimported as an original importation.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 436: That the House recede from its disagreement ‘> 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 486, and agree to the same with a 
amendment striking out the section and inserting in lieu thereof as follows 

“Sec. 48, That pa eee using wine spirits or other spirits which have 00! 
been tax-paid in fortifying wine, otherwise than as provided for in this act, s!.!! 
be guilty of a misdemeanor, and shall, on conviction thereof, be punished fo: 
each offense by a fine of not more than $2,000, and for every offense other than 
the first also by imprisunment for not more than one year.’ 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 491: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 491, and agree to the same with 41 
amendment striking out the section and inserting in lieu thereof as follows: 

. i mpnoony tanpastet merchandise deposited in bond in any public or 
private bo warehouse. having been so deposited prior to the Ist day of Oc- 
tober, 1890, may be withdrawn for consumption at any time prior to February 

1, 1891, upon the ment of duties at the rates in force mp AT wend 
this act: urther, That when duties are based upon the weight of mer 
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eposited in any public or private bonded warehouse said duties shall 
chandies 4o%s collected i the weight of such merchandise at the time of its 
withdrawal.” 

‘And the Senate agree to the same. 

‘Amendment numbered 494: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 4M, and agree to the same with an 
amendment striking out the section and inserting in lieu thereof as follows: 

“Sec, 52. That the value of foreign coin as expressed in the money of ac- 
count of the United States shall be that of the pure metal ofsuch coin of standard 
yalue; and the values of the standard coins in circulation of the various nations 
of the world shall be estimated quarterly by the Director of the Mint, and be 
pr claimed by the Secretary of the Treasury immediately after the passage of 
this act, and thereafter quarterly on the Ist day of January, April, July, and 
October in each year.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. i 4 

Amendment numbered 495: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 495, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as fy-llows: Add to section 35, at the end, the following: 

* And it shall be the duty of special-tax payers to render their returns to the 
deputy coilector at such times within the calendar month in which the special- 
tax liability commenced as shall enable him to receive such returns, duly signed 
and verified, not later than the last day of the month, except in cases of sickness 
or absence, as provided for in section 3176 of the Revised Statutes.”’ 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

. NELSON W. ALDRICH, 
JOHN SHERMAN, 
W. B. ALLISON, 

FRANK HISCOCK, 
Managerson the part of the Senate. 
WM. McKINLEY, Jr., 

) J. C. BURROWS, 
THOS. M. BAYNE, 
N. DINGLEY, Jr., 
Managers on the part of the House of Representatives 


fhe VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on concurring in the re- 
port of the committee of conference. 


SHERMAN AND NORTHWESTERN RAILWAY. 


Mr. DAWES. I desire to get a conference on the amendment of the 
House of Representatives to Senate bill 4309. I ask that it be laid be- 
foré the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amendment of 
the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 4309) granting the right of 
way to the Sherman and Northwestern Railway Company through the 
Indian Territory, and for other purposes, which was, in section ], line 
4, to strike out the word ‘‘ owning ”’ after the word ‘‘ constructing.”’ 

Mr. DAWES. I move that the Senate non-concur in the amend- 
ment of the House of Representatives, and ask tor a conference thereon. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. DAWES. Mr. President, I will move that the Senate concur 
in this amendment. 

Mr. COCKRELL. There are two motions, one directly the opposite 
ofthe other. I! should like to hearan explanation of the amendment. 

Mr. DAWES. Itis suggested that it will be impossible to get a con- 
ference report through the other branch in the present condition of 
business there, and therefore it is better that the amendment of the 
House be concurred in than that the bill be lost. 

Mr. HARRIS. Then move to reconsider the vote by which the Sen- 
ate non-concurred. 

Mr. DAWES. I make whatever motion is necessary. If it has gone 

so far, I move to reconsider. 

Mr. CULLOM. Ido not think any decision was announced as to the 
result of the motion. 

Mr. PLUMB. It can be brought back, anyway, in a minute ona 
motion to reconsider. 
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Mr. HARRIS. What has been done with the conference report on 
the tariff bill? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It is before the Senate. 

Mr. HARRIS. What action does the Senator from Kansas desire 
with his conference report? One coulerence report is now pending. 

Mr. PLUMB. [ask unanimous consent to present this conference 
report. It is a mere formal matter, | take it. It is a matter that has 
not occasioned any debate heretofore in either House, and [ think will 
not now. I rather understood from a suggestion made by the Senator 
from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN], and seemingly assented to by the Senator 
trom Khode Island, that business of this kind would not be interrupted 
by the pendency of the report on the tariff bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. If there be no objection, the conference 
report submitted by the Senator from Kansas will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the report, as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 789) opening to settlement a 
portion of the Fort Randall military reservation, in South Dakota, having met, 
after full and free conference have agreed to recommend and do recommend to 
their respective Houses as follows: 

That the House recede from its disagreement tothe amcndment of the Senate, 
and agree tothe same with an amendment as follows: Amend the title soas to 
read: 

‘An actopening to settlement a portion of the Fort Randall military reser- 
vation, in South Dakota, and to dispose of the Sisseton military reservation,” 

And the Senate agree to the same 


Oe 





P. B. PLUMB, 
A. 8S. PADDOCK, 


. PASCO, 


Managers ¢ the part of the Senate 
L. E. PAYSON, 
EK. J. TURNER, 
W. S. HOLMAN, 
Munagers on the part of the ITousc 


The report was concurred in. 





THE REVENUE BILL. 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the report of the committee 
of conterence on the bill (H. R. 9416) te reduce the revenue and equal- 
ize duties on imports, and for other purposes. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The conterence report has been printed in the Rrc- 
ORD, and the bill as it passed the House ani with the Senate amend- 
| ments, and the action of the conference committee has been printed so 
as to show definitely the effect of the ac\ion of that committee. I do 
not deem that any further explanation of the provisions of the report 
is necessary unless some Senator should desire turther information. I 
will only say that I hope we may be able to reach a vote at an early hour 
this afternoon upon the report. I have no knowledge of the intentions 
of Senators upon the other side of the Chamber in regard to debate, 
but 1 am aware of the anxiety of Senators upon both sides to arrive at 
an early conclusion of the business of the session, and with that in view 
I shall ask for a vote as soon as it can possibly be obtained. 

Mr. COCKRELL. As I understand, this is the only form in which 
the report has been printed, is it not? 

Mr. ALDRICH. It was printed in Saturday’s Recorp, 

Mr. COCKRELL. Printing in the RecorD amounts to nothing. 
| This is the only form in which it has been printed outside of the 

RECORD ? 
Mr. CULLOM. It is in bill form. 
Mr. ALDRICH. It is before us in bill form. 
Mr. COCKRELL, I think we ought to have it printed in pamphlet, 


Mr. DAWES. If the non-concurrence was announced I move that | octavo form. 


the Senate reconsider its vote to non-concur with a view to a concur- 
rence, 

Mr. COCKRELL. Now let the amendment be read and let us hear 
what it is, so that we may know what is being done. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The amendment will be again stated. 

The Cuter CLERK. Page 1, line 4, section 1, strike out the word 
‘‘owning;’’ soas to read: 

That the Sherman and Northwestern Railway Company,a corporation cre- 
ated under and by virtue of the laws of the State of Texas, be,and the same is 
hereby, investedand empowered with the right of locating, constructing, equip- 
ping. operating, using, and maintaining a railway, telegraph, and telephone 

ine through the Indian Territory, etc. 

Mr. DAWES. The word “ owning”’ isstricken out. They can build, 
construct, and operate a railroad, but the other House have insisted 
up >a it that they shall not own it. 

Che VICE-PRESIDENT. TheSenator from Massachusetts moves to 
reconsider the vote by which the Senate non-concurred in the amend- 
ment of the House of Representatives. 

The motion to reconsider was agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on concurring in the 
amendment of the House of Representatives. 

The amendment was concurred in. 


FORT RANDALL MILITARY RESERVATION. 


Mr. PLUMB. I present a conference report and ask that it may be 
considered, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The conference report will be read, if there 
be no objection. 


Mr. ALDRICH. That can be done for distribution afterwards, and 
I shall consult the wishes ot the Senator from Missouri and other Sena- 
tors in thatregard. I think whenever the action ot the Senate is taken 
finally an order had better be made for printing whatever number of 
copies the Senate may desire. 

Mr. COCKRELL. We shall want not only the bill as it may be- 
come a law, but also the old law in connection with it, so that they 
can both be printed together. I should have been exceedingly gratified 
if it had been possible to get up a schedule showing the rates of duty 
under the present law and under the law as it will be when the meas- 
ure proposed takes effect. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I should be glad if the Senator from Missouri 
would prepare a resolution covering what he desires in the matter, and 

| I have no doubt it can be passed without objection. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to ask the Senator, who is thor 
oughly familiar with the details, whether it would be possible to have 
printed at an early day a statement showing the rates of duty under 
the bill as reported by the conference committee. 

Mr. ALDRICH, The Committee on Finance asked the Chief of the 

sureau of Statistics a few days ago how long a time it would take to 
prepare a statementof the kind indicated by the Senator from Missouri, 
and he said at that time that it would take several days. I think he 
gave no definite answer, as the changes were not known at that time. 
I should suppose that within ten days or two weeks a statement 
might be prepared which would show the relative effect ot the confer 

ence report as compared with the existing law. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I wanted to know if it were possible really, in 
: View of the fact that under the existing Jaw there are certain ad valo- 
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rem dutieson certain articles—I will not specify the articles—and under 
the proposed Jaw, which will doubtless be agreed to, instead of ad 
valorem duties there are specific duties, whether the Bureau of Statis- 
tics could make any calculation that would be reliable as to what the 
proposed rates of duty ad valorem will be. 

Mr. ALDRICH. They can not. 

Mr. COCKRELL. They could not unless they had the quantity of 
importation of the article upon which the specific duty is imposed. 

Mr. ALDRICH. No, and they have no statistics of that kind, so 
that it would be impossible for them to furnish any data that would be 
reliable which would show the effect of the conference report in that 
respect. 

Mr. COCKRELL. In other words, the Bureau of Statistics only 
the value of the articles and not the quantities. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes, sir. 

Mr. COCKRELL. And therefore they have not, as a rule, the 
means of determining what would be thead valorem rate under a law 
imposing specific duties, 

Mr. ALDRICH, ‘The Senator is right in that regard. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I think, then, the best wecan do probably would 
be to have the old law and the new law printed in connection with 
each other, in octavo or pamphlet form, and that ought to be done at 
once, it seems to me. 

Mr. ALDRICH. As soon as the conference report is disposed of I 
shall ask to have the act printed in parallel columns with existing law 
in an edition of sufficient size to meet the wants of Senators. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, the tariff bill, asit has been molded 
by the final manipulations of the Republicans of the conference com- 
mittee, has many new features that neither the House nor the Senate 
have agreed to nor voted upon. It isimpossible, and would be thought 
obstructive to the will of the majority, to gointo an examination of all 
these changes in the bill. They are all of real importance to the peo- 
ple, but the parliamentary law applicable to this stage of the bill de- 
nies to us the privilege of a separate vote on any one of these numerous 
changes. It is a bolus that we must either swallow whole orreject it. 

All that we can do is to discuss in a very general way the principles 
on which the measure is founded, using some of the itemsto illustrate 
their application to those principles, 

The one great leading and avowed principle that has controlled this 
measure, and appears in every feature of it, is that it is intended to 
secure the higher taxation of the people, in order to give greater income 
and profits to those engaged in manufacturing. 

Imports which yield revenue are driven out, and revenues are de- 
creased while taxation is increase‘l, This is the culmination, the cli- 
max of the doctrine of the taxation ot the people in order to give in- 
creased advantages to certain pursuits. If it is successful, according 
to the wishes and hopes of its supporters, it will, atan early day, drive us 
into the imposition of direct taxes for the support of the Government. 

We had as well look this result square in the face, for it will cothe 
sooner than we now expect. 

When prohibitory duties have destroyed the import commerce of the 
country, and have prevented revenues from that source coming into 
the Treasury, the people will soon demolish the barriers within which 
they are imprisoned only to be robbed. The McKinley bill reverses 
and refuses to comply with a demand of the tax-payers of the United 
States, which is correctly stated as follows: ‘‘Let money bear its just 
part of the burdens ot Government.’’ Money has enough of power 
now without our adding to it, and is virtually exempt from taxation. 

Foreign money is here in vast sums claiming and holding our home 
market for its own profit and to gather from our people the money its 
birelings imported to underbid American labor. It is here to enrich 
the non-resident capitalist and to degrade and depress the native-born 
laborer. 

The foreign capitalists send their money here for investment in man- 
ufacturing and expend their profits in building up and beautitying 
their own country. 

While we are inviting them to share with our people the rich har- 
vests of our protective tariff monopolies, their governments make com- 
me'cial war upun us. 

The governments of Europe are ill at ease over our increasing strin- 
gency in commercial intercourse. France threatens to retaliate more 
stubbornly as to our hog products. Austria endeavors to combine Eu- 
ropean powers in a commercial league against us. 

Germany, the exemplar, in Europe, of our tariff system, continues 
to work women and horses in the same plow and in the shafts of the 
same market-carts. Germany is loud in its applause of ou? system. 
But she will be more moderate when she finds that we are also taxing 
the land of the farmer and the products of pasturage and grain farms 
to pay bounties to the growers of beet-sugar. Still, in her disregard 
for the sufferings of her highly protected people she also excludes, as 
far as possible, our meats and provisions from her markets. 

Italy sends to us her lazzaroni to work our mines, and they drive the 
negroes, Chinamen, and even the Irish, from working on our railroads 
and mines. 

Italy is a fertile and beautifal land, and that Government hasa high 
protective tariff system to protect her laborers, as Germany also has, 
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but her people swarm into this country to get higher wages and ,.. 
turn home, like the Chinese, with what they haveearned. Why sh. y),4 
a German come here from a country with a high protective tari; 
why should an Italian come? It is not the rate of protection to | 

in the tariff that brings him, but the general expansion and pros; 

of the country that raises the price ot labor here. 

While we are thus inviting foreign capital and labor to con: 
and enjoy the feast which our tariff laws provide for them, at th 
of our people, those who get the lion's share—the moneyed mo 
lists—are growing up into a dangerous and distinct class whose ; 
is enormous and whose arrogance is unlimited. 

Our country is taking on a new form of entails and perpetaii t 
It is making settled provision for certain families and classes of pe. 

It is creating masters to rule over the destiny of leboring peo 
perpetual domination, and all the producing classes are held in 
servitude that poverty enforces, to a shoddy nobility that is imperi 
vulgar, and despicable. 

Stocks and bonds, corporate franchises, coveringevery valuable | 
erty, railroads, canals, mines, electric-telegraph and telephone 
tems, gas-works, water-works, street cars, the supply of food | 
markets—indeed, nearly all that isvaluable in the country is dri! 
into the control of corporate bodies. 

Capital and credit are ensconced behind corporate powers, priv 
and exemptions and are safely fortified, while they raid all sectio: 
the country. 

Corporation stocks and bondsare the chief inheritance of most o 
rich families of the country. They are easy to keep, easy to trans! 
and readily escape taxation. 

The Army and Navy are largely supplied with officers by a so 
family inheritance. These are not natural conditions, they are for 
They are not the outgrowth of our system of government, but « 
abuses. 

Paternalism, such as professes to be established in the MeKinley |)i! 
monopoly, that lurks in every schedule; sectionalism, that is as _pro- 
nounced and distinct as the difference between the Arctic zone ani {| 
equatorial belt, pervade this cruel measure. Cotton-ties and binding 
twine, rice and wheat, sugar and salt, hides and fish, cotton and woo 
are placed in contrast in the provisions of the McKinley bill in suc! 
definite way that the mind of a fair man can not resist the conclusi 
that this part of the bill was simply measured and settled by the ma 

Irritated by the indignant comments of Southern men on this pateut 
outrage, the Senator from New York [Mr. Hiscock] denounces us | 
our alleged ignorance, indolence, and poverty, and upbraids us wit! 
want of gratitude for being permitted to live in this free country. 

The Senator from New Hampshire, with that anxious paternal i: 
that he so often and so kindly expresses towards us, and that has so! 
ened under the sweet influences of benevolence unti] it has bec 
motherly, in a sudden and brief fit of irritation broadly intimate: ‘o 
one of our very best men that he, and others like him, owed his life to 
the forbearance of the. North, and that he had no right to complain 
anything they might do to us. 

The South has done very little for New Hampshire. 
needed our help. 


She has not 
Indeed, she is so self-sustaining and independent t! 


the Almighty has not found it necessary todo much for her. But \. 
York is our forced heir, and we have made her very rich. 
In the drift of Congressional legislation for a hundred years | 


great bulk of appropriations and favors have floated into the harbo: 
New York. 

They went adrift from Norfolk while Virginians like President: 
Washington, Jefferson, Madison, Monroe, the elder Harrison, and”) 
were looking after the general welfare of the whole country and were 
not jealously engaged in schemes of taxation and appropriation to hui! 
up Norfolk and retard the growth of New York. 

They were as proud of the growth and welfare of New York as » 
allare. Butif the productions of New York in wheat, corn, and p 
visions for export are compared with those of Ohio, Illinois, or Indian 
that State has nothing to boast of. If all her native productions were 
compared with the cotton crops that the South has sent to her for sale 
and export she would become as insignificant in the world’s estimate 0! 
the value of the materials of her commercial greatness as we of t! 
South are in the opinion of the self-satisfied Senator from New York 

It is not New York, but the unjust and disreputable gerryman(«: 
that sent him to the Senate to speak for a Democratic State, that us: 
the privileges of debate in the Senate to utter against Southern Den 
erats the aspersions that he poured upon them in closing the de!):‘° 
on this bill. 

This is what that Senator said; I wish to repeat it, that I may exon- 
erate the people of New York from responsibility for the ingratitude 
and the inhumanity of these false accusations: 

Mr. Hiscock. Mr. President, in the discussion of the pending revenue ! 
the representatives of the Democratic party have surpassed their predecess: 
and themselves in charlatanism, dem . misre atation, and insincere 
giao of devotion to the in ai interests of the country. 

For a half century that party advocated, at elections and in the Senate, t!\.! 
; ital should own labor, a consummation of their efforts to accom- 
They 


as the 
that uns event crime they aa their blood and expended their treasure freely 
resisted the devotion of free labor of the coun- 


domain to the 
try, aa by peaceful and lawful oe alone, but = violent and armed resist- 





to 
to 


Every step of national to provide free homes and insure free 
‘eech for free labor, up to 1861, was resisted by every method that statesman- 
p could provide an ruffianism execute; and the last great effort was con- 
summated in the civil war. . : 
Their armies del and their people subjugated, they have since opposed 
al] measures that look to the elevation and equal rights of the agricultural! !a- 


boring class of the old siave States. Not content with that, by assassination 


and murder they have so terrorized that class, that while its members are 
connted under the Constitution for representation in the House of Represent- 
atives, they dare not exercise the right of suffrage guarantied to them by that 
Constitution; and since the subjugation of their armies in the field there has 
never been a period in the history of the party when Democracy more defi- 
antly, more lawlessly, or with more bloody methods subjugated the laboring 
classes of the South in defiance of constitutional guaranties; it has been rele- 
ted back to a condition of slavery, unless it is less than servitude to be de- 
prived by violence of the lawful participation in one’s own government. 

More unjust and undeserved vituperation than that is was never 
uttered in an equal number of words. 

The soul of the Senator sat before a mirror for that picture. It does 
pot show what we have done, bat it reflects what would have been his 
conduct and his feelings if he had suffered as we have been compelled 
tosuffer. ‘The language of this diatribe is in good New York style, and 
I must not be so unfashionable as not to admit that it is decent. 

One fact that may some day become an experience will still control 
opinion in New York against the rash vehemence of this child of the 
gerrymander. It is that if for twenty years we should ship our sur- 
plus cotton to Europe through Norfolk, and should spin and weave the 
rest and sell it through Chicago, many of the palaces we have built for 
lordly despots in New York would be covered with dust, in which the 
finger of time would write ‘‘desolation.’’ If the Senator from New 
York could see at one glance the wealth that New York has harvested 
from the profits of our labors it would look greater in value to him 
than the Presidency of the United States. We have been very rich, 
and were robbed until we were very poor. We are going soon to be 
rich again. But we have never asked Congress to tax other people for 
our advantage, and we never will. 

It would be ingratitude to God if we should ask that the rich boun- 
ties He has bestowed upon our Southern land should be supplemented 
with tribute taxed from people who are Jess favored than we are. 

We are to be rich enough without the aid eflegislativelarceny. For 
years together I have advised our Southern people to show their faith 
in the goodness of God and the ultimate justice of man by refusing to 
build up their future greatness on the movable sands of Congressional 
favors and bounties. I know that cotton factories will locate beside 
the cotton fields in spite of a 38 per cent. tax on spinning and weaving 
machinery. 

I know that hematite iron and basic steel will defy the rivalry of 
all competitors with our mines, furnaces, foundries, machine-shops, 
car factories, ana mills that are not too far from us for the profitable 
transportation of our productions. I know that our pineries are a mo- 
nopoly of yellow pine and ship stores that defy competition in all the 
world, I know that our phosphates are to be the resurrection and the 
life to the worn fields of the agriculturist. 

I know that in sugar production the countries bordering the South 
Atlantic and Gulf coasts and the Pacific coast of Southern California 
hold the monopoly of production in the United States, and that rice 
has no home in the United States west of Texas or north of North Car- 
olina. Knowing these thingsas I do, and as all the South knows them, 
the Southern people will laugh at and despise your puny efforts to re- 
verse these decrees of Providence. 

In a spirit of honest and faithful regard for the rights of those who 
by the invitation of the tariff laws have invested their capital in iron 
industries in the Northern and Middle States, we have not voted for 
free pig-iron, so much needed along the North Atlantic coast. 

With England to supply that want, and an interior market, limited 
and circumscribed by the cost of transportation to the places of con- 
sumption, capital, engaged in iron production and manufacture, would 
migrate from Pennsylvania and Ohio to the South, and our mines of 
coal and iron, our forests, fields, and water courses would come into 
demand, at prices that would repay to us the losses of the war. 

You will have it so, and you may. But itis the iron of the South 
that is your competitor, not the iron of England. 

England is now looking at the wondertul fact that the iron of the 
South, and not of Germany or Russia, is her new and imperial competi- 
tor for the markets of the world. She begins to understand that a 
furnace in the Sheffield and Birmingham regions of Alabama can lay 
down iron at Sheffield or Birmingham, England, at a profit. 

We now laugh at your folly in trying to repress our honest indus- 
tries based on honest principles. When your self-inflicted destruction 
comes we will not laugh at your calamity. 

The protection you give to iron and timber is not really a protection 
against England and Canada so much as it is against the South. You 
fence out the timber of Canada and the iron of England because trans- 
portation is cheap from those countries to our large centers of con- 
sumption. These centers of the home market for iron and timber are 
nearer to England and Canada, when the distance is measured by the 
cost of transportation, than they are to our Southern fields of production. 

On these articles, as on many others, your real protection is in the 
cost of transportation from the South, which is your real competitor. 
If you can shut out foreign countries with the tariff, and the South 


ance. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


10655 


with the cost of transportation, you have a nice, close, sequestered home 
market, dedicated to your own service, 
But capital is leaving you, and population is moving to the South. 


They are hunting cheaper fields of production, cheaper—less costly — 


houses, food, and clothing; a better climate, broader and sunnier fields, 
brighter waters, and communities where labor is respected for the man- 
hood there is in the laborer, and not for the increment of profit it 
yields to the capitalist. The laborer is respected for his intrinsic value 
as a man in the South, and not because his toil and skill are a good in- 


vestment for capital. 


This measure is a great hardship on the South, and is no credit to 
any other section, but it will only force us into more determined ef- 
fortsto use our natural advantages to greater profit In this ‘‘ full and 
free conference,’’ as itis called, the South is a mute victim. But it 
will have a great and supreme prosperity in spite of all that Congress 


can do to depress our industries. Congress did not clothe our hil's and 
valleys with the grand forests that nod their plumes in welcome to the 
toilers of the sea; and Congress can not check the flow of wealth that 
foreign nations and the naked prairies of the West will pour in upon 
us in exchange for the timber they afford. 

Congress does not send the snowy fleece upon our cotton-fields, and 
it can not prevent the human family from enjoying the comforts that 
are grown there and paid for in gold. 

Congress did not make the coal and iron and limestone in the won- 
derful abundance and quality that make the South the best field of 
iron production tor the world, and no taxes that it can put on or take 
off from the yield will prevent capital and labor from going there as 
they rushed into California in 1849. 

Congress can not remove the phosphates nor diminish their value 
that the waves and fishes of the sea have deposited around the coasts 
of the South. Congress can not change the configuration of the con- 
tinent, or reverse the trade winds, or stop the Gulf Stream, that supply 
heat and moisture to the foot-hills of the Appalachian range, or the great 
rivers that fertilize the South, and make that the sunniest and most 
favored land for the laborer to be found in the world. 

Congress gave us none of these blessings, and while it may mar them 
and retard them, as it has done for many years through unjust and hos- 
tile taxation, they will, in the end, bring us and the whole country into 
a prosperity that will cause us to thank God, who bestowed these bless- 
ing upon us, that the power of Congress to destroy is not equal to His 
power to create. 

The only offer of relief made to the agriculturists in this bill, besides 
the bounty on sugar, is in the third section, which relates to reciprocity 
of trade with foreign countries. 

The taxes imposed on the cereals and provisions are of no practical 
value, because we produce them in such abundance that if they were 
admitted duty free none of them would be imported. 

Not less deceptive is the scheme for reciprocity that is provided in 
the third section of this bill. 

I doubt if any member of the Senate expects that anything what 
ever will be done or attempted under that section. It contains the 
lesson of a distinct admission that the McKinley bill does not provide 
a market for a single additional bushel of grain or pound of cotton, 
and is to be of no benefit to those industries. But it has the unseemly 
fault that it is a deliberate effort to deceive the people into the false and 
alluring hope that they are to have freer trade and better markets with 
foreign countries for the immense surplus of agricultural crops that we 
produce every year. 

This deceptive pretense is intended further to protect the protected 
manufacturers against the sudden and serious indignation of the peo- 
ple until their necks are hardened to the yoke of the McKinley bill. 
If this pretense of reciprocity was a real and substantial movement, 
the country would welcome it with rejoicing. They would not stop to 
appreciate the effort to get fairer and more liberal trade with foreign 


countries, although its promoters were marching under banners stolen 
from the Democracy. 
It is not possible that we can make any just claim on foreign nations 


for reciprocity in trade while we are enacting prohibitions against their 
sending goods to our markets for sale. 

Especially is this true when every increase of duties made in this 
bill—and there are hundreds of them—has been made upon the dis- 
tinct ground that it will lessen or prevent importations. 

That answer has been given in the debates on this measure to every 
question that has been asked, as the best justification of an increase of 
duties above the existing law. © There has been no evasion on this point. 


| The American doctrine is fixed in this bill that we will exclude from 


this country every import that is orcan be produced hete or for which 
we can produce a substitute. 

Whatever may have caused the party in power to make this decla- 
ration of war upon the commerce of the world, there is an air of in- 
dependence about it, like the independence of China—the hermit 
among the nations—that argnes a strong confidence in the command- 
ing power of the native resources of our people and our country. 

This rash declaration is as ill-suited to the genius of our race as it 
is to English people, from whom we are descended. 

It isnew in our declared policies, and naturally excites alarm. There 
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was a similar haughtiness and rigor in the policy of our kinspeople in 
England in excluding grain from that country for the protection of 
landholders, until the cry of ‘‘ bread or blood ’’ was heard in the streets. 

That anguishing protest aroused Cobden and Bright, and presently 
all the United Knigdom, to the necessity of a thorough change ol 
British policy. 

Our new policy, which is but the flowering of our century plant of 
gaudy monopoly, has alarmed those who have been most responsible 
for its nurture. Mr. Blaine is about to bloom out as a new Cebden, 
and the President as a resurrected John Bright. They both demand 
that a white flag—not the plume of Navarre, but a flag of trace—shall 
be constantly borne by a guard of honor, by the President himself, at 
the head of the marching column of the home-market guard. 

On the 19th of June, 1890, this white flag was borne into the Sen- 
ate. It was sent in with a message from the President. 

I will read it that the country may see how the President pleads for 
authority to repeal or modify in whole or in part the heroic prohibi- 
tions upon commerce that you have so long labored to arrange and 
enact and have finally secured in the McKinley bill: 

To the Senateand House of Representatives : 

I transmit herewith, for your information, a letter from the Secretary of 
State, inelosing a report of the International American Conference, which rec- 
ommends that reciprocal commercial treaties be entered into between the 
United States and the several other republics of this hemisphere. 

It has been so often and so persistently stated that our tariff laws offered an 
insurmountable barrier to a large exchange of products with the Latin-Ameri- 
can nations that | deem it proper to call especial attention to the fact that more 
than 87 percent. of the ptotucte of those nations sent to our ports are now admit- 
ted free. If sugar is placed upon the free-list, practically every importantarticle 
exported from those states will be given untaxed access to our markets, except 
wool, The real difficulty in the way of negotiating profitable reciprocity trea- 
ties is that we have given freely so much that would have had value in the 
mutual concessions which such treaties imply. I can not doubt, however, that 
the present advantages which the products of these near and friendly states en- 
joy in our marke's—though they are not by law exclusive—will, with other con- 
siderations, favorably dispose them to adopt such measures, by treaty or other- 
wise, as will tend to equalize and greatly enlarge our mutual exchanges. 

lt will certainly be time enough for us to consider whether we must cheapen 
the cost of production by cheapening labor, in order to gain access to the South 
American markets, when we have tairly tried the effect of established and re- 
liable steam communication, and of convenient methods of money exchanges. 
There can be no doubt, I think, that with these facilities well established, and 
with a rebate of duties upon imported raw materials used in the manufacture 
of goods for export, our merchants will be able to compete in the ports of the 
Latin-American nations with those of any other country. 

If after the Congress shall have acted upon pending tariff legislation it shall 
appear that, under the general treaty-making power, or under any special pow- 
ers given by law, our trade with the states represented in the conference can 


be enlarged upon a basis of mutual advantage, it will be promptly done. 
BENJ. HARRISON, 








EXECUTIVE MANSION, June 19, 1890, 


The last paragraph contains the pledge of the President that if power 
is given him toenlarge our commerce “it will be promptly done,’’ pro- 
vided he thinks that a better policy than that enacted in this bill. 

The President sent Mr. Blaine’s letter to the Senate, in which he 
argues elaborately and with force in favor of free and unrestricted trade 
with countries on this hemisphere that could be induced on a basis of re- 
ciprocal advantages to conduct free trade with us. I will quote a para- 
graph from that letter: 

Toescape the delay and uncertainty of treaties it has been suggested that 
a practicable and prompt mode of testing the question was to submit an amend- 
ment to the pending tariff bill, authorizing the President to declare the ports 
of the United States free to all the products of any nation of the American 
enaenes upon which no export duties are imposed, whenever and so long 
as such nation s .all admit to its ports free of all national, provincial (state), 
municipal, and other taxes, our flour, corn-meal, and other breadstuffs, pre- 
served meats, fish, vegetables, and fruits, cotton-seed oil, rice, and other pro- 
visions, including all articles of food, lumber, furniture, and other articles of 
wood, agricultural implements and machinery, mining and mechanical ma- 
chinery, structural steel and iron, steel rails, locomotives, railway cars and 
supplies, street-cars, and refined petroleum. ‘I mention these particular articles 
because they have been most frequently referred toas those with which a valu- 
able exchange could be readily effected. Tbe list could no doubt be profitably 
enlarged by a careful investigation of the needs and advantages of both the 
home and foreign markets. 


Mr. Blaine had already caused the delay which he asks Congress to 
help him to escape in the omission, during the period of nearly two 
years, to ask any country to make such a treaty with us, as he seem- 
ingly so much desires, while this cloud of commercial war is passing 
over us. 

He speaks of au amendment to this bill which will give to the Pres- 
ident both the treaty-making power without the consentof two-thirds 
of the Senate, and the power to originate bills for the raising of rev- 
enue without the consent of the House of Representatives, and the 
power to suspend or repeal or modify or amend a tax law without the 
consent of Congress. 

That amendment was ready, and the moment the message was read 
it was launched upon the Senate by the Senator from Maine. L will 
read it: 


And the President of the United States is hereby authorized, without further 
legislation, to declare the ports of the United States free and open to all prod- 
ucts of any nation of the American hemisphere upon which no export duties 
are imposed, whenever and so long as such nation shall admit to ite ports, free 
of all national, provincial (state), municipal, and other taxes, flour, corn-meal 
and other breadstufls, preserved meats, fish, vegetables and fruits, c tton-seed 
oil, rice, and other provisions, including all articles of food, lumber, furniture, 
and all other articles of wood, agricultural implements and machinery, mining 
and mechanical machinery, structural steel and iron, steel rails, locomotives, 
rail way cars and supplies, street-cars, refined petroleum, or such other products 
of the United States as may be agreed upon, 
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A man will have a very keen intellect to discriminate between ;},, 
amendment and the language of Mr. Blaine’s letter. As the Sen.1, 
from Maine [Mr. Hate] framed it, what he proposed by it jp}, 
possibly have escaped condemnation on a judicial test of its const\,). 
tionality. It was this danger that created the necessity for haying | 
doctored in the Committee of Finance, so that it would perish ox ¢};, 
first blow that a jurist like the senior Senator from New York { \{; 
EVARTS] might deliver upon its feeble head. 

The committee’s subterfuge came out in due season. 
part of it: 

Sec. 2. That the exemptions from duty of sugar, molasses, coffee, t: 
hides, provided for in this act, are made with a view to secure reciprocs 
with countries producing these articles; and for this purpose, on and ater). 
ist day of July, 1891, whenever and so often as the President shall be «a: \.;\.. 
that the Government of any country producing and exporting sugars, wu 
coffee, tea, and hides, raw and uncured, or any of such articles, imposes ),; 
or other exactions upon the agricultural or other products of the United Siq:,. 
which, in view of the free introduction of such sugar, molasses, coffee, tea, 4), 
hides into the United States, he may deem to be reciprocally unequal ani .). 
reasonable, he shall have the power and it shall be his duty tosuspend, |), 
lamation to that effect, the provisions of this act relating to the free introduc: 
of such sugar, molasses, coffee, tea, and hides, the production of such country 
for such time as heshall deem just, and in such case and during such suspe))sic), 
duties shall be levied, collected, and paid upon sugar, molasses, coffee, tea, ang 
ne na product of or exported from such designated country, as follows 
namely. 

He proceeds then with a schedule of the duties which are then to je 
reinstated, and they differ from the duties that are imposed upon sii, 
under the existing law, so that if the President ever imposes these du- 
ties upon sugar or molasses he is obliged to impose duties that are not 
sanctioned by any law except the provisions of the third section of this 
tariff bill. On coffee he is to impuse a tax of 3 cents a pound, on tea 
a tax of 10 cents a pound, and on hides a tax of half a cent a pound 

I have read part of that amendment, Mr. President, to show what « 
weak and inconsequential thing it was as compared with the first zeal- 
ous response of the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE] to the earnest a; 
peals of the President and Mr. Blaine. Its unconstitutionality as it 
came from the committee was so apparent that the Senator from New 
York, than whom there is no abler or more devout party leader in the 
Senate, was compelled to nflldly denounce it. He gave it an easy death 
because of his sympathy for its parents. The Senator from Vermont 
[Mr. EpMuNDs] joined in the judgment, but suggested other grounds 
of condemnation. He, too, is always kind to his friends. 

After the Senator from Maine had defended the policy couched in 
his resolution in an able speech he abandoned it and voted for that o/ 
the committee which adroitly provides so that his policy can never be 
tested. The Senator is content to enjoy the reputation of having de- 
vised a wise policy which, in deference to his friends (for he, too, is a 
kind-hearted man), he has helped to make impossible, and alter speak- 
ing in its favor voted against it. 

The resolution of the Senator from Maine is a fair offer for free trad: 
That of the committee is at once a supplication and a threat to the other 
nations. 

Its five points of trade-fellowship are sugar, tea, coffee, hides, and 
molasses. These are to be admitted free if the countries producing 
them will give us free trade to any extent that the President may sce 
fit todemand. Otherwise the President, in his discretion, is to put 
them under the ban of high taxation. They are to become contrahani 
of commerce in our commercial war. 

It excites mirth to contemplate a proclamation of President Harr: 
son imposing a tax of 3 cents a pound on coffee and 10 cents a pound 
on tea. He would shrink from it as he would from placing his naked 
hand in the hot kettles where these beverages were brewed. 

The Committee on Finance must have been hilarious with light hu- 
mors when they put on this grotesque mask, either to frighten Chin:- 
men or to deceive their own constituents. 

Sir John A.. Macdonald, the premier of the Canadian Dominion, wis«|y 
says that there can be no reciprocity without reciprocation. The recip- 
rocation we offer, of five leading imports—three of which we have |oug 
kept on the free-list in order to promote the welfare of our own peo))e — 
in exchange for any or all of our productions as the President in his :ii- 
cretion may require, does not give much promise to the infant indu-try 
of free trade that the Finance Committee have taken to their }osums 
for nurture. 

The Senator from Delaware [Mr. GRAy] put the Committee on | 
nance to a crucial test when he made a slight modification of the 
amendment of the Senator from Maine and offered it as a substitut: 
for the amendment of the Pinance Committee. He changed it only t 
remove doubts about its constitutionality, and, as he offered it, it rea! 
as fol ows: 


Srec.—. And the President of the United States is hereby directed, wit)ou' 
further legislation, to declare the ports of the United States free and open \ 
all the products of any country of the American hemisphere upon whicli no cx- 
port duties are imposed, whenever and so long as the Government of suc'! 
country shall admit to the ports of such country of all national, provincia! 
(state), municipal, and other taxes, flour, corn-meal, and other breadstu'!s, 
preserved meats, lish, vegetables, and fruits, cotton-seed oil, rice, and other pro- 
visions, including all articles of food, lumber, furniture, and all other articles of 
wood, agricultural implements and machinery, mining and mechanica! ™«- 
chinery, vessels or boats of iron, steel, or wood, structural steel and iron, stvc! 
rails, locomotives, railway cars and supplies, street-cars, refined petroleum, o! 
such other products of the United States as may be agreed upon. 


Every Democrat in the Senate voted for that amendment, and eve!y 
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Republican against it. If this amendment was not prepared by Mr. 
Blaine, speaking of the one offered by the Senator from Maine, he 
and the President knew what it contained. It was of twin-birth with 
the message I have read. Itcame forth in the same travail, and it 
died at the hands of its brother. Theinfantindustry of free trade that 
sprung from the loins of the committee, like a young serpent, devoured 
its brother. 

The circumstances leave little or no room for doubt that the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Maine had the express approval! of the Pres- 
ident and of Mr. Blaine when it was offered in the Senate. It was 
the expression in legal form of a principle of tariff taxation announced 
by Mr. Blaine ina letter to the other Senator from Maine [Mr. Frye] 
and more definitely formulated in the letter which the President sent 
to the Senate. 

It was more than the expression of a principle; it was a measure, 
an enactment, a new and distinct feature to be incorporated in a great 
statute. Itwas like the propeller of a ship that could make the vessel 
go forward or backward upon a sailing chart that Congress should pre- 
scribe, or to change its course in a new direction. Mr. Blaine saw the 
rocks ahead in the course that the House of Representatives had laid 
out, and he knew that the world would say that he had forced the 
ship of state upon them. 

Without openly repudiating the false principles that had led him 
into this error, he desired to have the power given him by Cungress to 
reverse his course without being apparently responsible for having 
previously driven his party into a dangerous situation. He desired to 
wear the honor of having rescued his friends from a great peril, to 


which, however, he had exposed them. The amendment offered to } 


this bill by the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE] was, in every sub- 
stantial and practical sense, the amendment of Mr. Blaine. The 
amendment reported by the committee came after that of the Senator 
from Maine [Mr. HALE], and was intended to supplant and overlay 
it, to destroy it. 

It was a vaccination given by the learned doctors of the committee 
to the body of the bill, to prevent and forestall the fatal virus of free 
trade which Mr. Blaine intended to inject into it through the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE]. The learned doctors 
will claim the credit of having saved the life of the bill for the protec- 
tion of trusts and monopolies against the popular epidemic of fair trade 
and equal rights, with which Mr. Blaine was about to destroy it, by 
inoculating it with a preventive. They adopt the theory similia simili- 
bus curantur, which the people translate into the crude phrase, ‘‘ The 
hair of the dog is good for the bite.’’ 

On this plan of treatment they have succceded in giving to this tar- 
iff bill the mildest form of the disease of free trade and have cured it 
entirely of that. 

Mr. Blaine was saved from the rash folly of thrusting free trade into 
the McKinley bill by the timely cunoing of the adroit and learned 
Committee on Finance. They surely are doctors of laws. 

Instead of the seeds of death which he desired to plant in the bill 
his contribution to the scheme has not been allowed togerminate. The 
committee have composted the dead remainsof his free-trade hobby— 
born out of season—with the burning and devouring acids of higher 
and fiercer taxation, and Mr. Blaine has becn made to fertilize what 
he meant to destroy. 

Like all good men he rejoices at the approach of death. In his ju- 
bilant letter to Col. W. W. Clapp, of Boston, dated September 15, 1890, 
he thus dwells uponand extracts consolation from the fact that his own 
theory of free trade was destroyed by the skill of the Committee on 
Finance. He suys, speaking of the votes on the committee’s amend- 
ment as to reciprocity: 


Finally, there is one fact that should have great weight, especially with pro- 
tectionists. Every free-trader in the Senate voted against the reciprocity pro- 
vision, The free-trade papers throughout the country are showing determined 
hostility toit, Itis evident that the free-trade Senators and the free-trade papers 
have a specific reason for their course. They know and feel that with a system 
of reciprocity established and growing, their policy of free trade receives a most 
seriousblow. The protectionist who opposes reciprocity in the form in which it 
is now presented knocks away one of the strongest supports of hissystem. The 
enactrent of reciprocity is the safeguard of protection. The defeat of reci- 
procity is the opportunity of free trade, 

fours very respectfully, 
JAMES G. BLAINI 

Barn Harsor, Me., September 15, 1890. 


Any cheek but that of an inveterate politician would crimson at that | 


statement. Mr. Blaine knew that every Democrat in the Senate had 
voted for his own amendment to the bill, which I have read, and every 
Republican, including the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE] who offered 
it in connection with and in aid of the recommendations of his letter 
to the President, had voted against it. And because we thought and 
voted with the Senator from New York [Mr. Evarts] and the Senator 
from Vermont [Mr. Epmunps], the great Republican leaders of the 
Senate, against the committee’s amendment, he employs the cheap 
catch-word ‘‘free-traders’’ as an epithet towards us. He is so glad to 
live for a time even at the mercy of his own household that he loads 
with scoffs and revilings the men the friendly shelter of whose opinions 
he sought when his own people turned against him in his opposition 
to the McKinley bill as it passed the House of Representatives. 

Mr. Blaine knows that the discretionary power conferred upon the 
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President to tax hides and tea and coffee, now on the free-list, and 
sugar and molasses at rates different from those in this tariff bill, when- 
ever he shall conclude that the taxation of our productions by foreign 
states is unlair toward us, is at least a questionable power. He knows 
that it is a power that no prudent President will attempt to use 

Knowing these things he reproaches Senators for voting against the 
creation of these shorn powers and this mockery of reciprocity, which 
makes a show of good-will towards reciprocity in trade, but makes 
actual reciprocity impossible. He thanks us for defeating his scheme 
of reciprocity by giving it the full support of the Democratic strength 
in the Senate, while he reproaches us with groundless and insulting 
accusations because we voted against the amendment of the Finance 
Committee, which was successfully antagonized to hisown amerd ment 
He says that ‘‘they ’’ (the free-traders) ‘‘ know and feel that with a 
system of reciprocity established and growing their policy of free trad 
receives a most serious blow.’’ 

Where this blow comes from and who delivers it is more than an3 
man can tel]. The legendary question of ‘‘ Who strack Billy Patter- 
so?” is very simple beside this politico-economic puzzle. We only 
know that Mr. Blaine did not strike that blow. Free trade is trade 
that is free from taxation, whether that freedom is secured by agree- 
ment with foreign countries or is the result of our own free action as 
to our internal policy. 

If Cuba admits our flour free and if we admit her sugar free, that 
free trade in flour and sugar as to that country. If we make a treaty 
by which the same result is obtained, that is equally free trade in 
flour and sugar. 

If, in accordance with Mr. Blaine’s original plan, as set forth in the 
amendment of the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALe], we so !egislate 
that the goods we import from South America shall be admitted free 
of duty, provided the productions we send to the South American 
states, respectively, shall be admitted by them without taxation, that 
is free trade with the South American states. Mr. Blaine advocates 
this sort of free trade in all his recent public utterances. ‘That he still 
calls himself a protectionist only displays his fondness for a pet name 
which seems to be more sacred in his affections than any principle of 
tariff taxation. 

The Committee on Finance excuse theirdelinguency in bringing forth 
their little free-trade infant—free trade in five articles, provided the 
President likes it-—on the ground that it is a very small baby and will 
not live long, and can do no harm, and is really intended as a iittle 
doll, with which the free-thinkers of their party may amuse them 
selves while the main business of the strong-fisted monopolists is going 
on. Itis like the Punch and Judy show at a horse fair. It is intended 
for amusement while the jockeys aregrowing rich selling theirold stock 
of spavined animals, 

It is marvelous and very sad that any American statesman should 
so cruelly undervalue the common sense of the American as to pretend 
to them that he is, in principle, a protectionist for the sake of protection 
while he is openly advocating free trade with every nation that I 
admit our exports free of duty. 


These catch words, *‘ protectionists’’ and ‘‘free-traders,’’ are fra 
and are used oftener to misdescribe and deceive than they are toex press 
any substantial truth. Our vast free-list is, in every item, « free-trade 
schedule in the tariff laws. 

There is a reason for having put each one of these hundreds of a 
cles on the free-list, and that only reason is that it is better to have 
free-trade than to have protection in each of these articles. 

The sugar schedule, asit came from the House to the Senate, is free 


trade in the paroxysm of a new liberty. Not only is it free trade 
everybody is taxed to make up acompensation for any loss t n 
follow to those who were recently fed by protection and are sudden 
deprived of part of their income. A bounty is voted to the suga 
grower which the cotton-grower, corn-grower, wheat-grower, and 
_other producers must pay out of their earnings 


The vote of the Senate also gave this bounty to tl ur-yrowei 
and, by taxing sugar of a grade as low as 13 Dutch standard, it gave to 
the sugar trust more than $20,000,000 a year. The conference com 
mittee have finally given to the sugar trust all the free sugar t! 


want—sngar that can not be used until it is refined. 

This is free trade in sugar for the sugar trust, and a proti 
by law, on all the sugars they refine above 16 Dutch standard 

This saw cuts both ways in their favor. ‘These chosen free-t 
the elect of the new dispensation of subscribers to campaign fund 
the sugar refiners’ trust, illustrate perfectly Mr. Dlaiue’s idea, that 
this sort of free trade is the most profitable sort of protection. It is 
this: that South America has nothing to export but crude productions 


as they come from the hand of nature. We can afford to let these in 


free of duty because we need them to sustain our manufacturers. We 
will then tax our people on the goods made from this free material so 
as to prevent imports from other countries, and our pretext for this will 
be that South America opens her markets to our productions free from 
taxation. 


If England or Canada offers us the same ternis we will not accept the 
offer, because they will send along with their crude material their 
manufactured goods to compete in the home market with our manu- 
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facturers and to destroy their monopoly. He is for partial and limited 

free trade, regulated by the law in our country and in certain countries 
that have pn wulactures, 

ty of securing this concordance of legislative action with 

obvious. And if we secure it with any one South 

American state and not with all, or the larger number, of them, the ad- 

vanta ‘ people would be practically lost. But we are pledged 


.mercial treaties that we will deal fairly and equally 





with all of ‘ s that deal fairly and equally withus. Weagree 
not to discriminate against them, if they do not discriminate against 
us, i ta 

[ will read the } ions of a few of those treaties. The treaty of 

2 wilf: Russia provides, in Article VI 

duties shall be imposed on the importation intothe United 

States of any e the produce or manufacture of Russia, and no higher or 
other duties shall he imposed on the importation into the Empire of Russia of 
any article the uce or manufacture of the United States, than are or shall 
be payable on the like article being the produce or manufacture of any other 
foreizn counts 

Then it speaks of prohibitionsof importation or exportation which it 


is not necessary to refer to,for we had no power to prohibit exports. Now, 
our treaty with Great Britain contains the same language with a modi- 


fication. Article Li provides: 


No higher or other duties shall be imposed on the importation intothe United 
States of ar articles the growth, preduce, or manufacture of His Britanni: 
Majesty’s territories in Europe, and no higher or other duties shall be imposed 


on the importation into the territories of His Britannie Majesty in Europe of 
any articles the crowth, produce, or manufacture of the United Statcs than are 
or shall be payable on the like articles being the growth, produce, or manufact- 
ure of any other foreign country. 

We see here that the reciprocity in respect ot this ebligation not to 
impose other or higher duties on British commerce entering our ports 
is confined to the European possessions of Great Britain, and that leaves 
Great Britain free, as she has always remained free, to discriminate 
against us in tariff legislation in respect of our commercial intercourse 
with Canada. We have never been able to remove that. In fact, I 
do not know that we have ever made any serious effort to do it except 
in the free-trade treaty of Washington, as it is called. 

The Senator from Wisconsin [ Mr. SPOONER], who I see is in his seat, 
has recently declaimed in terms ot severity and eloquence and ability 
against the unjust discriminations of Canada against our commerce, 
and yet we see from the exceptions made in the treaty of 1815 that 
Great Britain reserved that right to Canada and to herself, to herself 
first and to Canada after she became a taxing power, and she is merely 
exercising the right that she claims under the treaty of 1815, which 
we made no serious effort ever to change; and we can do the same 
thing. We can discriminate against her productions in the same way 
without in the slightest degree affecting our relations with Great 
Britain. 

But as to European Great Britain we are bound by this treaty that 
whenever by law—not by especial treaty stipulation based upon a quid 
pro quo of a special nature—we provide a discrimination against Great 
Britain by providing a discrimination in faver of some other foreign 
country, at once we break the treaty of 1815. We do the same thing 
with Russia, as I have read the article; we do the same thing with 
Austria, the Argentine Confederation, Bolivia, Belgium, Colombia, 
Costa Rica, Denmark, the Dominican Republic, Eeuador, Mecklenburg- 
Sehwerin, Great Oldenburg, the Hanseatic Republics, Hawaiian Islands, 
Hayti, Honduras, Italy, Liberia, Nicaragua, the Orange Free State, 
Pern, Paraguay, Portugal, Prussia, Salvador, the Swiss Confederation, 
and Tonga. 

Now, whata vain and futileeffort isthis false pretense, this miserable 
sham that this great eommittee have brought before the Senate, when 
if the President of the United States should makea proclamation under 
it to carry it into effect he would violate the solemn engagements of 
the United States with every country I have mentioned. Of course 
the committee never supposed that anybody except the uninformed 
and unthinking masses of the busy people of this country would be 
for one instant mistaken in the stamp of fraud that this reciprocity ar- 
rangement puts upon that section of this tariff bill. They may recover 
from it, but they will have a long and serious sickness before there is 
any recovery from that disease that they have inflicted upon them- 
selves. 

I know of but one condition that will excuse a departure from this 
almost universal engagement, and that is, that we may make aspecial 
agreement by treaty with another nation for the exchange of the pro- 
ductions of the twe countries.on terms of mutual and special advan- 
tage. We can make all coffee free of duty. But if by law, and with- 
out any special agreement or equivalent, we tax the coffee of Porto 
Rico and let the coffee of Brazil comein free of duty, we declare a com- 
mercial war on the coffeeof Porte Rico, and thereby violate our treaty 
engagements with Spain. We have the power todo all this, and will 
do it if we want a war of commerce. This has been done by other 
nations, but never without serious damage to their trade. A com- 
mercial warfare is the next worse condition to actual belligerency be- 
tween nations. Friendly rivalry in commerce is the health of all nations 
and the true support of all civilizations and progress. When this de- 
generates into hostility all the world is injured by the conflict. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 





SEPTEMBER 2). 
| — Te =<" eee = 


Why has not Mr. Blaine, in the two years of his oflicial pows 
or offered to make, a treaty of reciprocity with some foreign « 
He has had the clear overture of the Pan-American Congress, + 
he refers in his letters with self-gratulation and cordial deli 
the South American states and those of Central America and ) 
are in a state of readiness to enter into such treaty engagemen 

Does he share with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. Morr 
the Senater from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] in their often-expr 
victions that the treaty-making power has not and can not 
control of a question of taxation or of free trade under our | 
tion ? 

Those Senators have always heretofore held that the treat 
dees not include the power to regulate the revenues derived 
ation. Yet it has often been done, and is now being done in t} 
| with Hawaii. Mr. Blaine does not take such ground, but « 
claims the right to negotiate such treaties. Here is what he 
the letter sent to the Senate by the President June 19, 1890 








The conference recommended that the several Governments repres 
gotiate reciprocity treaties “ upon such a basis as would be acceptable 
case, taking inte consideration the special situations, conditions, and i 
of each country, and with a view to promete their common welfare. 

The delegates from Chili and the Argentine Republic did not concur 
recommendations, for the reason that the attitude of our Congress at that 
was net such as to encourage them to expect favorable responses fr: 
United States in return for concessions which their Governments might 
They had come here with an expectation that our Government and peo 
sir to make whatever concessions were necessary and possible to i: 
the trade between the United States and the two countries named. 

The President of the Argentine Republic, in communieating to his C: 
the appointment of delegates to the International Conference, said: ‘| 
gentine Repubtie feels the liveliest interest in the subject and hopes t 
commercial relations with the United States may find some practica! so 
of the question of the interchange of produets between the two countries 
sidering that this is the most efficacious way of strengthening the tics w 
—e this country with that grand Republic whese institutions serve 1 
meodei.”’ 

It is therefore unfortunate that the Argentine delegates, shortly after 
arrival in Washington in search of reciprocal trade,should have read 
daily press that propositions were pending in our Congress to impose a | 
duty upon Argentine hides, which for many years have been upon the fre: 
and to increase the duty on Argentine wool. Since the adoption of the re 
mendations of the conference, which I herewith inclose, hides have bec 
stored to the free-list, but the duty upon carpet wool remains, and, asthe A: 
tine delegates declared, represents the only concession we have to offer | 
in exchange for the removal of duties upon our peculiar products. 


This letter was prompted by the earnest desire of Mr. Blaine to | 
vent the repeal of the duties on sugar, as the House bill did, so that 
might have those duties, equal to $60,000,000 a year, to be used as 
diplomatic trading capital. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. DAWEs in the chair). Does |) 
Senator from Alabama yield to the Senator from Ohio? 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SHERMAN. As the Senator from Alabama alludes to my « 
repeated opinions that the treaty-making power can not originate 
revenue bill, and therefore can not negotiate anything except in tl 
nature of a proposition to submit to Congress as to a law affecting the 
rates of duty upon imported merchandise, I will ask him whether t) 
converse proposition is not true, that Congress has the absolute righ! 
not only to impose duties, but to leave to the President or to any othe: 
executive authority the determination of some fact upon the happeni 
of which a duty may be either removed or may be levied. Is ther 
any doubt about the power of Congress, first fixing the rate of du 
and the circumstances and facts upon which its taking effect may «|. 
pend, to leave to the President the power to determine that fact and ' 
proclaim it as a fact and act upon it? Is there amy doubt about it ? 

Mr. MORGAN. The Senator is not discussing the question that 
presented at all. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I thought that was the question involved in th 
bill. 

Mr. MORGAN. No, sir; I present these questions, and the Sena‘ 
from Ohio and the Senator from Vermont, on the same committee w 
myself, have always denied the constitutional power to make treati 
of reciprocity regulating the tariff duties between two countries in a 
sense. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I have never changed my opinion upon that <u 
ject. I never voted for such a reciprocity treaty so far as I know, | 
cause I believe that the power to originate every bill in regard to « 
tariff duties is in the House of Representatives, and until Congress a 
the treaty-making power can not be called into existence to propos: 
rate of duty. 

Mr. MORGAN. That is the point I was discussing, the constit 
tional power of the Senate of the United States in conjunction wit 
the President to originate what Mr. Blaine claims in his letter that | 
a eee reciprocity, cpeemneres 
convention any foreign country for the purpose of regulating wh.’ 
the tariff shall be. . 

I will not wander, Mr. President, as I promised myself that I wou! 
confine te the text of my prepared remarks on this occasion. 

Mr. I have no desire to interfere with the Senator, 


bat I inferred from his remarks that he theught I had yielded some- 
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what and given away my opinion upon the question of the right of the 
treaty-making power to originate either a tax or the repeal of one. 
'r. MORGAN. Lateron I shall read a letter from the Senator from 

Ohio which will convince him that he has yielded. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I shall be glad to hearit. Ido not think Ih 

Mr. CARLISLE. If I understood the Senator from Ohio, his p1 

vn was that it was entirely competent for Congress to provid 

non the ascertainment of a certain fact the President mig 
nties already imposed by law, or impose duties. 
“Mr. SHERMAN. According to law. 

Mr.CARLISLE. According to law. I suppose there is no contro- 
yersy about that proposition; but the question which I desire the Sena- 
tor from Alabama to notice is whether this bill does not go far beyond 
that and authorize the President,not merely to ascertain a state of 
facts, but confide to his judgment and discretion alone the questi 
to whether the circumstances have arisen under which he ought to im- 
ose duties. The President is not directed by this bill to ascertai: 
any particular fact and upon the ascertainment of that fact impose 
rate of duty prescribed by law, but it is provided that whenever in hi 
opinion any country imposes taxation or other restrictions which in h 
judgment are unequal and unreasonable, he shall impose these rates 
of duty. AIl that Congress does in the matter is to prescribe the rate 
of duty, leaving all the circumstances, the entire question whether it 
ought or ought not to be imposed, to the judgment and discretion ot 
the President himself. 

Mr. MORGAN. The Senator from Kentucky—— 

Mr. CARLISLE. I beg pardon of the Senator from Alabama, but 
I supposed it might not be in the line of his written remarks. 

Mr. MORGAN. It is not in the line of my written remarks, and 
was not put in the line of my written remarks for the reason that I 





have heretofore discussed that point in the Senate, and Iam notin the | 


habit of repeating myselfif I can avoid it. I think I afflict the Senate 
about enough with a single appearance on a subject; but I will state 
what my rendition of this bill is. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does theSenator from Alabama yield? 

Mr. MORGAN. In amoment. My rendition of the third section 
of the bill is this, so far as the question of constitutional power given 
to the President is concerned, that it gives to the President the right 
to determine the expediency of taxing coffee at 3 cents a pound and tea 
at 10 cents a pound, and hides at a centand a half. All that we do is 
to say what rate an article shall be taxed at if the President, in view 
of all the surroundings here and abroad, looking over the whole world 
for his facts and without any necessity for disclosing them to anybody, 
should deem that it was expedient to put a tax on tea and coffee, and 
a different tax on sugar from that contained in the bill. That is my 
ground of objection to its constitutionality. 

Mr. SHERMAN. AIII have to say in answer to the remark made 
by the Senator from Xentucky is, that if it becomes material I am en- 
tirely prepared to show by authority that the Congress of the United 
States has exercised the same power time and time again in regard toa 
great multitude of provisions in the tarifflaws. Ifwe gointo that dis- 
cussion I can show, too, by judicial authority of the courts of the United 
States and the State courts where the questions have arisen, that that 

wer has been sustained, and that propositions of that very kind have 
toe made here at this session on the other side of the Chamber and 
have been voted for by the great body of the Senators on that side. I 
think this argumenthas been pretty well gone over by my friend from 
Wisconsin [Mr. Spooner], but if it should become involved in the 
adoption of this report, I believe I am prepared to show that in every 
stage of our history Congress has left a like discretion, similar in its 
nature, to the President of the United States. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, the Senator from Ohio is a very 
learned statesman, and he is full of information in regard to the public 
affairs of this country and doubtless understands the bearings of stat- 
utes and legislation at large; but it reminds me of the case of an Irish- 
man who had a lawyer in my State, and had a discussion with another 

rson about the ability of his lawyer. He said his lawyer knew more 
aw than anybody in the world, he was satisfied, and the only difficulty 
about him was that he could not separate it. Now, that is the diffi- 
culty with the Senator from Ohio on this case. He can not find a case 
in legislation where this language was used. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Not this precise language, but-—— 

Mr. MORGAN. He can not find one in any judicial decision where 
this language was used. He can not find one in the whole range of legis- 
lation or judicial determination which gives to the President of the 
United States, or to anybody else, the right to determine upon the ex- 
pediency of imposing a tax upon the people of any kind or changing a 
tax from one figure to another. That is an authority that can only ex- 
ist in the law-making power of this country. It is reserved to it, and 
any other law than that would be utterly and presumptuously and 
ridiculously unconstitutional. 

Mr. SHERMAN, You never find two cases exactly alike, and you 
never find two visions of Jaw exactly alike, but the principle in- 
volved has been decided and acted upon over and over again. 

Mr. MORGAN. No; in order to get the same principle into two 
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| than 87 per cent. of the products of those nations sent to our ports are now ad 
mitted free. If sugar is placed upon the free-list, practically « ry important 
article exported from those states will be given untaxed access to our market 
except wool. 


There is no abandonment of the treaty-making power in that state- 
ment. There is only a hint that it is too slow to meet the disasters 
| that the McKinley bill is about to inflict upon the country in giving 
| up $60,000,000 annually of our diplomatic trading capital. 

Mr. Blaine, following a lead that has become blind to the constitu 
| tional distribution of powers in our Government, and is the common 
| highway out of all difficulties that seem to lie in the way of anything 
that a political party may find it expedient to do, resorts to the Presi 
dent as the embodiment of all power. The prerogatives of the crown 
were never insisted upon more earnestly in the privy council of any 
king than the power of the President is to rule the country in the in 
terests of his party. And no more complete example of this assump 
tion of power could be given than is to be found in the amendment of 
the Committee on Finance which is now a part of this bill. 

No case will ever arise under this section of this bill which a court 
can settle. 

The President could not frame a proclamation upon its provisions 
that would not, on its face, violate the Constitution of the United States. 

If he should say in his proclamation, ‘‘I have examined all the tariff 
laws of Brazil. Iam satisfied that the Government of that country, 
which exports coffee, imposes duties upon the products of the United 
States which, in view of the free introduction of such coffee, I deem to be 
reciprocally unequal and unreasonable. I there/ore suspend the provis 
ions of the act of Congress relating to the free introduction of such 
coffee for ten years—that being the period I deem just. AndI further 
declare that, until I shall otherwise order, by proclamation, coffee ex 
ported from, or the product of Brazil, from whatever country it is ex 
ported, is subject to a duty of 3 cents a pound, as provided in said act 
of Cougress.’’ 

Such a proclamation is the only one he could make under the third 
section of this bill. It is so preposterous on its face that it can not be 
intended to be a serious proposition that will be enforced. 

But when Mr. Blaine saw that Congress could not be forced to retain 
the $60,000,000 a year of duties on sugar and molasses as diplomati 
trading capital, and that the sugar trust would be selected in preter 
ence to him to use this vast sum of money, he acce 
what grace hecould and turned upon the free-tr 
for not having voted for this placebo to his wounded pr 
wsthetic to relieve his lacerated sensibilities. 

As to the President, this power, thus magnified in words that are 
the swelling utterances of a legislative sarcasm, is no more than the 
tin sword intended to amuse a little boy on a holiday occasion. 

It is ashame to indulge in such jesting pretenses on a subject so 
solemn and interesting. A reciprocity with foreign nations, to be co 
erced from them by sucha proclamation, and which, being withheld by 
them, shall react on our own people and impose a tax of 3 cents a pound 
on coffee, 10 cents a pound on tea, a cent anc a half a pound on hides, 
all of which are now on the free-list, besides increased taxes on sugar 
and molasses, is not so great a possibility as to give foreign nations 
much concern. 

What is it to China if tea is taxed 10 cents a pound, or to Brazil if 
coffee is taxed 3 cents a pound? Our people are compelled to have 
tea and coffee, and what we add to the price, under our tax laws, does 
not affect the cost of tea in China, or of coffee in Brazil. 

We are punished enough under this bill in paying tribute to trusts 
and capitalists, without further punishing us in order to compel China 
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ted his defeat with 
ulers and reviled them 
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and Brazil to admit the products of our manufacturers duty free into 
those countries. : 
If this reciprocity sham had enough substance in its retaliatory 
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treaty-making power extends to either putting on or taking off a d 
but I do believe that the two countries could by matual laws grea: 


| advance the trade and prosperity of both countries. That has | 


provisions ever to be put into operation, through the proclamation of | my position all along. 


the President, it would be the most unjust oppression that a free peo- 
ple were ever called upon to submit to. 

No Democrat of modern times has ever discouraged fair and recipro- 
cal trade with foreign countries. This has been the life ofevery Demo- 
cratic movement, the pledge of every convention, the burden of every 
essay and argument in Congress and in every Democratic journal until 
it has become the fixed and settled policy of the Democratic party. It 
is now antagonized for the first time by the open and avowed declara- 
tions of the friends of the McKinley bill that the measure we are now 
considering is a tariff for protection with revenue as an incident; that 
the leading purpose of this act is to prevent all importations that com- 
pete with anything in our markets that can be produced or substituted 
in our country. 

This is the demand of monopoly made upon the politicians, awd it 
has been uniformly opposed by the Democracy. 

The people joined the Democratic party on this issue and have given 
frequent, large majorities, 100,000 in the last Presidential election, in 
favor of fair trade and reciprocity with foreign Governments, and 
against unequal privileges to capital and monopoly, whether in the 
hands of individuals or of corporations. 

These majorities have startled the great leaders of the Republican 
party. In their alarm they are looking out for the opportunity te get 
to the head of the column and lead a sentiment that will otherwise 
crush them. They fasten their eyes upon the safe harbor, as they 
think it is, of free trade, not fair trade, secured by contract or treaty 
with foreign countries or by threats of retaliatory laws and proclama- 
tions against them; and they steer desperately to reach that port. 

The Republican party divides on this new movement, and in their 
efforts to heal their divisions they reach a compromise on the strictly 
neutral ground, the dead center of opposing forces, arranged in the 
third section of this bill. 

Free trade, on the Blaine idea, and prohibition of all trade, on the 
McKinley idea, meet in equal opposition in the third section of this 
bill, and they create a scheme of reciprocity which can not reciprocate. 
Che engine stops on its center until the President, by a proclamation, 
shall start it in a forward or a backward movement, at his pleasure. 
‘That engine will never turn a wheel! It puts reciprocity in a ** state 
of innocuous desuetude.’’ 

The second grade of statesmen, who deal in ‘‘soap’’ and *‘ fat ’’ and 
‘* blocks of five,’’ and other vulgar helps to force majorities in return- 
ing boards and in precincts and in the Houses of Congress, serve thei! 
imasters—the trusts and monopolisis—through the cabalistic triangle, 
so disgraced in our political history ‘‘ addition, division, and silence,”’ 
while the first grade of statesmen, who aspire to the Presidency, look 
out over a wider field and think of the people and of free trade and 
reciprocity. 

Mr. Blaine advocates free trade with South America, the Senator 
from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] looks hopefully to reciprocal treaties for 
free trade with Canada. He denied the constitutionality of free trade 


with Hawaii, and he now pleads for ‘‘special arrangements for reci- | 


procity and trade * * between the two countries.’’ 

His letter to Mr. Wiman is an important proof of his radical con- 
version to reciprocity. I will readit. It is short and pithy: 

Senate Cuamerr, Washington, September 15, 1890. 

Dear Sin: Your note of the Mth, inclosing one from Mr, Goldwin Smith, is 
received, The provisions of the McKinley bill no doubt apply with some sever- 
ity to Canada, but the bill is general in its application to all countries. It is 
no doubt a high protective tariff, and will test the policy of such alaw. It is 
not especially aimed at Canada, but is general initsterms. I do believe that 
with a little forbearance and moderation on both sides of the line the feeling 
will become universal here that special arrangements for reciprocity and trade 
should be entered into between the two countries. 

There is no purpose to wage commercial war on the Dominion of Canada with 
a view to force annexation, Such a thought, I suppose, never entered the mind 
of a member of Congress, If there is any feeling here for annexation it grows 
outof the belief that annexation would be better for the people of both coun- 
tries, and not from a wish to annex, or conquer, or persuade the people of Canada 
to become a part of the United States. I intend, atthe firstopportune moment, 
to offer a resolution for reciprocity, and test the sense of the Senate. 

JOHN SHERMAN, 

Mr. Erastus Wimay, 

I have been looking with anxiety for that resolution to come in. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator will see that not only is thatentirely 
consistent with what I have said, but it explains more definitely and 
distinctly than I did a moment ago my position. I strongly believe 
in reciprocal relations with Canada, and have for years, but I never 
undertook to bring those relationsabout by treaties. On the contrary, 
I have introduced propositions in Congress by the action of both 
Houses to bring about reciprocal relations. It so happens now that 
Canada is in a position where it can pass laws upon the subject, and 
if Congress will pass a law authorizing certain articles to be admitted 
duty free or upon certain conditions from Canada, they would make 
reciprocal arrangements not by treaty, but by a law. 

Those are the reciprocal relations that I referred to there. I spoke 
of introducing a measure before Congress. I did the other day intro- 
dnce a measure looking to the action of Congress. I do not believe the 


duty free from Canada, to take effect when Canada by a similar | 
| 


Mr. MORGAN. How could there be a special arrangement 
Canada for reciprocity in trade without some agreement ? 


| Mr. SHERMAN. It could be done by mutual legislation. 


Mr. MORGAN. Without any understanding at all ? 

Mr. SHERMAN, Yes, sir; I introduced a bill to that effect. 

Mr. SPOONER. Sappose we should pass a law upon condition | 
Canada should do a certain thing, would that be an agreement ? 

Mr. SHERMAN, I introduced abill to that effect here, making 


admitted our coal duty free into Canada. 

Mr. MORGAN. I know very well that the Senator from Ohio i 
very sagacious gentleman. There is no one more so in this countr; 
He looks forward to the sudden breaking down and extermination 0 
that doctrine which he has been advocating all his life, ahigh protect 
ive tariff, and hence he apologized for the McKinley bill in this ver) 
letter by saying ‘‘it does look to be somewhat severe upon Canada. 
The Senator sees that there is a coming fall of this high, massive | 

nacle of protection that we have been erecting for the benefit of trus: 
| and the interested classes, and he wants to stand {rom under; and | 
do not blame him. So, baving committed himself that he would not 
go into a convention or into a treaty, he would yet go into a spe 
arrangement for reciprocity in trade to be entered into between the 
two countries, not by parallelism of legislation in each, but a contract 
between the two countries. 

It it was Mr. Gladstone who was speaking on a subject of this kind 
| connected with the American policy, he would rise in the Senate ani 
| say, ‘‘ I have been mistaken in my opposition heretofore; I was mis 
| taken in regard to the constitutionalty of the Hawaiian treaty, and th 
| treaty with Mexico that General Grant and Mr. Trescott negotiated, 
and the treaty of Washington, and the treaty with Spain that Mr. A: 
| thur negotiated; I have been mistaken in regard to the constitutiona 
power of Congress to ratify and confirm a treaty of that kind, and find 
ing that free trade with Canada, limited or unlimited, is the best fo: 
| both countnes, I unhesitatingly change my policy,’’ as Gladstone di 








when, after having been an opponent of the Irish people in the privy 
council, he came out afterwards and threw himself into the breach to 
prevent the overthrow of what little of life, to say nothing of liberty 
was left in that great country. 
No, sir, whatever the Senator meant, Canada understands him to | 
| eutirely willing, if he were the premier of the United States at thi 
moment, to enter into a treaty with Canada in regard to this matter « 
| reciprocal trade. There can not be free reciprocity between two cou: 
| tries in the interchange of their commerce where either country tax: 
the same article that the other imports and the othercountry taxes th: 
same article that the other exports. That is an impossibility. Id 
| not care to argue upon refinements that have no substance in them. 
The meaning of this is all plain enough, the country will not misun- 
derstand it. 

Here is a Roland for Mr. Blaine’s Oliver. The Senator from Ohio 
| is suddenly so impressed with the necessity of free trade with Canada 
and the danger of the ‘‘ severity ’’ of the McKinley bill towards thos: 
Tory provinces, that he is afraid that his zeal for the alleviation of th'- 
hardship will cause Canada to fear that he is advocating annexation 
when he is only apologizing to our neighbor for an apparently u 
friendly attitude in this severe bill. 
| While the greater lights of the Republican party are thus leading o 
to free trade, the lesser lights are sticking the more closely to protectio 
for the sake of monopoly. They hold to the cash advantages of th: 
| McKinley bill, and leave to the greater men the advantages of the sev 
| timent it is nade to express in favorof free trade. All of them agr 
however, on three practical facts—addition, division, and silence. ‘The; 
add to the duties until they are prohibitory; they divide the benetit 
but have much troubleabout it; but they destroy the investigating com 
mission, voted by the Senate, so thut silence and darkness shall “ reiy 
supreme ’’ and hide their troubles. 
| Some discussions in the Senate since this bill passed this body have 
| disclosed to the conference committee the fact that it is unwise aud 
| dangerous to put this measure on the statute-books and let the ligh' 
in upon its workings, and they close and bar the door against inqui! 





and investigation by men who are sworn and placed under official 0!) 
ligation to inform Congress and the country as to its effect upon all the 
industries and classes of this great country. 

The body of the Democratic party in the Senate voted against this 
provision for raising a commission. In company with two other Dem 
ocrats [ voted for it. The commission was to be appointed, as near!) 
as could be, in equal nambers from the great political parties. I ha 
the hope that this feature of this bill would finally withdraw tariff tax- 
ation from the category of political or party issues. 

That this needs to be done is apparent from the fact that neither tl: 
tariff nor any other that we have had has commanded the sincere ap- 
proval, in all its details, of any man who has ever voted for a tam! 
bill. This bill has not the approval, in this respect, of any man !n 
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either House of Congress. It has passed, in its present shape, only 
under the stress of party discipline. 

Bat it is a party measure, and will draw into the elections very 
large sums of money, to be used in corrupting, or purchasing, or con- 
controlling them. 


‘A free ballot and a fair count’’ are impossible when hundreds of | 
po 


millions of dollars depend upon the vote of a doubtiul State or a 


doubtiul Congressional district. This is, and is to be, the case while 


the tariff is regulated in party conventions, as this tariff has been. 
The pledges of the Chicago convention have been quoted, construed,and 
insisted upon ten times, as the obligatory rule of action, during the 
debate on this bill, where the Constitution has been once alluded to as 
having any effect upon our votes. 

It was objected on the Democratic side of the Chamber that the 
President would appoint Democrats as commissioners who would favor 
the principles of the McKinley bill. In my opinion, there is not one 
Democrat in the United States who would frame a tariff law on the 


avowed principles upon which this bill is based if he had full power | 
to decree a tariff law. It may just as well be said that the Republican | 


conferees who have destroyed this prov.sion of the bill feared that the 
President would appoint men like Mr. Blaine or the Senator from Lowa 


as commissioners, who support the bill as a party measure, believing | 


that its principles are not sound in political economy, and that it will 
recoil upon its inventors, to their serious discomiort. 

In any case Americans must trust their Government to do what is 
right and best for the country, and rely upon the powers of the Senate 
and of the people to compel honest and faithful administration. 

Party behests, and these alone, have required the rejection of this im+ 
portant measure of relief against the oppressions of the McKinley bill. 

This action of the conferees is, to my apprehension, the most decisive 
evidencethat the McKinleybill is to become a political set-fast upon the 
country, and that in darkness and secrecy it is to run its full course to 
the bitter end. This bill is the political apotheosis of ‘‘ addition, divis- 
ion, and silence.’’ 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MCPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had passed a bill (H. R. 12163) 


making an appropriation to supply a deficiency in the appropriation | 


for compensation of Members of the House of Representatives and 
Delegates from Territories; in which it requested the concurrence of 
the Senate. 

INTERNATIONAL AMERICAN CONFERENCE. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communication 
from the Secretary of State, transmitting verbutim reports, in English 
and Spanish, of the discussions of the International American Conier- 
ence; which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations, and 
ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary 
of State, in pursuance of the requirements of section 5 of the act of 
Congress approved May 24, 1883, transmitting the official minutes of 
the International American Conference, recently in session at this Cap- 
ital; which, with the accompanying papers, was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary 
of State, in pursuance of the requirements of section 5 of the act of 
Congress approved May 24, 1888, transmitting a statement of the dis- 
bursements of the appropriation for the expenses of the International 
American Conference; which, with the accompanying papers, was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


COMPENSATION OF SENATORS FROM NEW STATES. 


Mr. HOAR, from the Committee on Privileges and Elections, re- 
ported the following resolution; which was read: 


Resolved, That in the judgment of the Senate the Senators from the newly 


admitted States of North Dakota, South Dakota, Montana, and Washington | 
are entitled to receive their compensation as Senators from the date of the ad- | 


mission of their States. 


Mr. HOAR. I desire that the resolution may go over so as to be in 


order in the morning. I also submit a report to accompany the re- | 


solve, 


. The resolution and accompanying report were ordered to lie on ihe | 


table and be printed. 
THE FUR-SEAL FISHERY, 

Mr. MORGAN. I ask unanimous consent to introduce a resolution 
for which I ask present consideration. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be read for informa- 
tion. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Resolved, That the President be requested to communicate to the Senate, if 
not incompatibie with the public interests, copies of all orders and instructions 
issned since the Ist day of March of the present year, to the commanders of 
revenue vessels, and other officers or employés of the United States, respecting 
the ion or protection ot the fur-seal fishery in the waters of Alaska and 
of Bebring Sea. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present consid- 
eration of the resolution ? 
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| Mr.SHERMAN. I inquire if the phrase ‘‘if notincompatible with 
| the public interests ’’ is inserted in the resolution ? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. §Itis. 
| Mr.SHERMAN. Then I have no objection to the resolution. 

The resolation was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to. 


j eR 


PAY OF SESSION EMPLOYES. 
Mr. MORGAN submitted the following resolution; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses 
| of the Senate 


Resolved, That the employés of the Senate now ceiving pay, and who are 
| not borne on the annual rolls, shall have additional pay at the rates now al 
| lowed them for thirty days after the date of t t 
| paid out of the contingent fund of the Senat 

THE REVENUE BILI 

} The Senate resumed the consideration of the report of the committee 

of conference on the bill (H. R. 9416) to reduce the revenue and equal 
| ize duties on imports, and for other purposes, 

Mr. ALDRICH. I ask for the question on the pending report. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on concurring in the cou- 
| ference report upon the tariff bill. Is the Senate ready for the ques- 
tion? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President, I should like if the Senator from 
Rhode Island making this report would condescend to give the Senate 
| some information as to the changes which have been made by the con- 
| ferees in the bill as it was passed by the Senate. I understand that 
| the changes involve millions of dollars, and yet not one solitary ex- 
|} planation has been given. Itis dueto the country. This is the same 
| process that you started when this bill was brought into the Senate. 
| You refused to answer this demand, and yet before the discussion was 
| through half the time of the discussion was occupied on that side of the 
| Senate Chamber. Now, itdoes seem to me that we are entitled to have 
| some explanation made of what is done and that the Senate shall not, 
| the day this report is made, undertake to force a vote upon it. It is 
neither just nor fair nor right. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Ido not desire to force a vote upon this question 
| if any Senator wishes to occupy che attentionof theSenate. It seems 
to me from indications which must be apparent to every one that the 
| Senate at least is tired of this discussion. 1 am qyite willing for one 
| that the vote shall be taken without any further time being consumed 

upon either side of the Chamber; but if the Senator from Missouri or 
any other Senator desires to proceed with the discussion, of course I 
have nothing to say in that respect except to express a desire and a dis- 
position to have a termination reached at the earliest possible moment. 
I stated in what I said in submitting the report, what the Senator 
from Missouri perhaps did not understand, that the conference report 
had been printed in the RecorD on Saturday last, and that it had been 
printed in connection with the bill asit came from the House of Repre 
| sentatives and as it passed the Senate, in a form which is before Sena 
| tors, subject to their inspection and investigation. 

Of course the Senator from Missouri does not expect me or any other 
Senator to take up each one of these items and state what is the effect 
of the changes made. He can ascertain that as easily and as readily 
as any Senator can. We have discussed, asthe Senator from Conpecti 
cut [Mr. HAWLEY] very well suggests, every item of this bill fully 
in the Senate, within the hearing of all the Senators upon that side of 
the Chamber. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Will the Senator permit me to interrupt him 
| just there? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Certainly. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That is true; but wedo not know what the con 
| ference has done. We know what the Senate did, but we have not 
been advised as to what changes the conterees have agreed upon in the 
| work of the Senate. We have not discussed that, and we know noth- 
| ing about it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I have already suggested to the Senator that the 
| report has been read in the hearing of the Senate this morning; that it 
| has been printed for three days; and that it has been laid upon his 
| desk. He certainly does not expect-—— 

Mr. COCKRELL. Did I understand the Senator to say that the ré 
port was printed on Saturday ? 


t of Congress, to be 


| 


Mr. ALDRICH. It was printed on Saturday in the Recorp, | 
| think. 
|} Mr. COCKRELL, I did not know that the report had ever been 
| printed until Saturday. We got the bil! Saturday. 
| Mr. ALDRICH. It was printed in the Recorp of that day 


| Mr. COCKRELL. I got it Saturday evening and went home with 
| it. That is the first time I saw the bill and the report, and I do not 
| apprehend anybody else saw it before then. 

| Mr, ALDRICH. It was printed in Satarday morning’s Recorp 

Mr. COCKRELL. It was printed in Saturday morning’s Recorp. 
Certainly I never saw it until 12 o’clock on Saturday. 

Mr. ALDRICH. If it is evident that Senators on the other side of 
the Chamber are not ready to vote on this question, and if they will 
indicate any time when they will be ready or the time which they 
will desire for discussion, I am sure they will find a disposition on this 
side to meet them in the spirit of the utmost liberality. 
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Mr. COCKRELL. Se far as I am concerned, I do not know that I 


shall consume any time upon it, but I know the Senator from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. CARLISLE] desires to be heard, and it is right and just to 
us that be should be heard. He is indisposed to-day, and therefore 
we do not think it is right for him to occupy the time now 

Mr. CARLISLE ro 

ir. ALDRICH, Iam quite sure if the Senator from Kentucky de- 
sires to postpone his remarks until to-morrow, and some time can be 
fixed at which a vote can be taken, there will be no objection to that 
on this side of the Chamber. 

Mr. COCKRELL. If the Senator will wait a moment I will explain 
the situation, as | was going todo. The Senator from Kentucky can, 


a matter of course, proceed, and will do it if necessary, but it is due 
to him that heshould have until to-morrow. He may be feeling much 
better then. His indisposition is unavoidable. There are probably 
one or two other Senators who will want to be heard. They did not 
expect this report to be disposed of to-day. ‘There is other business 
that can be disposed of this evening which will amount to a final dis- 
position of it We shall come to a vote just as soon if we do that, and 
there will not be one solitary moment of unnecessary time consumed 
in the discussion upon this side of the Chamber, as there has not been 
from the beginning. Ido not know whether we can get to a vote to- 
morrow or not, for I can not tell when some speeches have been made 
what will be developed and what they may lead other Senators to de- 
sire to do, but I feel perfectly certain, so far as I have heard an ex- 
pression on this side, that if a vote is not reached to-morrow it will be 
reached the next day. 

Mr. ALDRICH, Iam unwilling, so far as I am concerned, to post- 
pone the discussion of this question unless we can have an understand- 
ing at to when a vote shall be taken to-morrow. If we can arrange 
that, I have no objection, especially on account of the request of the 
Senator {rom Kentacky to have the matter go over until to-morrow, 
but I think in fairness that Senators upon that side of the Chamber 
ought to indicate some hour at which time they will consent to a vote 
being taken, and I would suggest to the Senator from Kentucky that 
we fix the time at 3 o'clock to-morrow. 

Mr. CARLISLE. I will say, Mr. President, that it seems to be ex- 
pected that having served upon the conference committee and upon the 
Ways and Means G@ommittee of the House as well as upon the Senate 
Finance Committee while this bill was under consideration, I should 
say something betore the debate is closed, and I expected to doso. I! 
am suffering somewhat from a cold to-day, and would much prefer to 
say what I have to submit to-morrow; but of course if it is absolutely 
necessary I can proceed this afternoon for a while, at least, and so far 
as I am concerned I should very gladly agree with the Senator from 
Rhode Island upon a time to take the vote if it be agreeable to other 
Senators, but I have no information upon the subject, and the Senate, 
as everybody knows, has been very thin to-day and there has been no 
opportunity for consultation upon the subject. 

I do not know of anybody now who wants to speak on this side of 
the Chamber except myself, nor do I know what the situation is on 
the other side of the Chamber. There has been one speech made upon 
this side of the Chamber, and I suggest if any Senator upon the other 
side desires to participate in the discussion he should go on now, leav- 
ing the Senator from Khode Island and myself as members of the com- 
mittee to come in afterwards if that is agreeable to the Senate. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I would suggest that we fix the time at 4 o’clock 
to-morrow for taking the vote, with the understanding that the time 
prior to that, say after 12 o’clock, shall be devoted, two hours to the 
Senator from Kentucky, and two hours to the members of the com- 
mittee who may desire to speak upon this side of the Chamber, and that 
we meet in the morning at 10 o’clock, and that the time between now 
and 2 o'clock to-morrow be given to general discussion. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of the 
Senator from Rhode Island ? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I will put itin this form: I now ask unanimous 
consent that the vote may be taken upon the pending conference re- 
port at 4 o’clock to-morrow, and that after 12 o’clock to-morrow, for 
two hours, the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. CARLISLE] shall be en- 
titled to the floor, and after 2 o’clock the members of the committee 
on this side of the Chamber shall have charge of the time, and that the 
time between now and 12 o’clock to-morrow shall be devoted to the 
general discussion, and that we meet at 100’clock to-morrow morning 
in order to give everybody an opportunity to speak who may so de- 
sire. : 

Mr. HOAR. Is that tointerfere with the routine morning business ? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Not with the routine morning business, 

Mr. HOAR. I wish to ask the Senate to take up at some time, either 
to-day or to-morrow morning, the resolution I reported from the Com- 
mittee on Privileges and Elections providing for the compensation of 
Senators from the newly admitted States. That ought to be passed at 
this session 

Mr. ALDRICH. There will probably be time enough for that on 
Tuesday. 

Mr. BLAIR. I would say to the Senator that I desire that the at- 
tention of the Senate may be called to the labor bill which has been 
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discussed and is partially disposed of, and I hope no arrangement 


be undertaken that will interfere with action upon that bill. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Ido notseek to interfere with any business \ 
the Senate may see fit to take up outside of thisreport. I desir. 
the time which I have mentioned may be given to the conside: 
and disposition of the report. 

Mr. HAWLEY. What does the Senator expect between now 
o'clock to-day ? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I expect a general discussion of this report. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request 
Senator from Rhode Island ? 

Mr. BLAIR. I object to the day being takenup. I desire, if 
essary, to ask for the consideration of the unfinished business 
not apparent that any one desires to discuss the conference report 
one seems to be ready. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That is within the disposition ot the Senate 
majority of the Senate can determine whether they will proceed 
afternoon or not. 

Mr. BLAIR. I object to a unanimous consent of that kind 
somebody is ready to discuss the conference report. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It does not require unanimous eonsent to 
part of it, [take it. ‘The Senator does not object, I understand, t 
request I have made as to the conference report? 

Mr. BLAIR. As to the time of taking the vote, certainly not 

Mr. ALDRICH. And as to the disposition of the time aft 
o'clock to-morrow ? 

Mr. BLAIR. Not in the slightest. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request o! 
Senator from Rhode Island ? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let us hear the request again. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That the vote be taken on the pending question 
4 o'clock to-morrow afternoon; that at 12 o’clock the Senator from 
tucky [Mr. CARLISLE] shall be entitled to hold the floor for two hou 
and from 2 o’clock to 4 the members of the committee on this s 
shail have the time at their disposal, and with the understanding th 
such time as is necessary between now and 12 o’clock to-morrow s! 
be given to the general discussion. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request ? 

Mr. BLAIR. I do not wish to be understood as waiving objectio 
the appropriation of this day to the tariff discussion. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That was not part of my request. 

Mr. BLAIR. But it was put in towards the close. 

Mr. HOAR. I understand that so far as to-day is concerned it do 
not require unanimous consent. This is a conference report and 
privileged. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair understands the request ma: 
by the Senator from Rhode Island to apply to the action of the Senate 
to-morrow from 12 to4o’clock. Is that the understanding of th 
Senate? Is there objection ? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Yes, sir, there is objection. I say frankly that 
we shall end this discussion, but there are two or three Senators on this 
side who desire to speak. A Senator may commence speaking and 
questions may be put to him and he may want to occupy a little mor 
time than an iron-rule limit will allow. 

I am satisfied that the fixing of a time to-morrow will not hasten 
the final vote upon this bill. In the discussion by some Senator, som: 
statement or point may be made that a Senator would desire to rep! 
to for fiveor ten minutes. 

There will probably not be more than two speeches on this side, an‘! 
Senators on the other side may want to reply to some statement: 
which may be made. s 

Now, this report coming in bere, as voluminous as it is, to-day, an 
asking us, when we have had uo opportunity of considering it, no op 
portunity of conferring one Senator with another to see what we want 
to agree upon a hour to-morrow as early as 4 o’clock and to meet ; 
10 o'clock, I do not think is fair. I do not think it is giving us a fai 
opportunity at all. 

I can give assurance, I think beyond any question, that the vote ca 
be taken the day after to-morrow just as soon as the disenssion 
through, if not taken to-morrow evening. It is possible it may | 
ended to-morrowevening. But there will not be onesolitary word sai: 
for the purpose simply of delay. Weare anxious that this matter sh-!! 
be disposed of, and just as anxious to get away from here as are tic 
Senators upon the other side; but we do ask a fair opportunity of show 
ing what this report is. The Senators upon that side declined to mak« 
any statement of what has been done by the conferees. It is only 
mere suspicion on our part, and we have got to take the report an‘! 
make the calculation. They have presented nothing as to what wil 
be the effect of the changes made in the conference report, and unfort- 
unately a great many of the changes are of such a character that we 
can not tell what will be the effect of them, nor can they tell on tha‘ 
side. 

In a measure of this kind we think that a little more latitude oug)h' 
to be allowed than is proposed by the Senator from Rhode Island. Lib- 
erty to have more opportunity, if we desire it, is all that we ask, and 
we think it is just and right. 


ade 


Phe gases 2S, Se 

























































mat 


{en 
urs 


ade 


late 


the 


hat 
his 
ind 
ore 


en 
mi 
aly 


nid 
its 


los ; 


1890. 





Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, I understand, then, that the Sen- 
ator from Missouri will object to any time being fixed for the voting 
to-morrow ? 

Mr. COCKRELL. 
reailily. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Then I desire to give notice that I shall try to 


At this time. We may agree to-morrow very 
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keep this report before the Senate until it is disposed of, and I shall | 


ask, at half past 5 o’clock, that a recess may be taken until 8 o’clock 
this evening, in order that we may proceed with its consideration. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. President, by the ordinary rules of discussion 
those who advocate the passage of this report ought not to insist that 
all t 
from them in favor of the bill. It seems to me uniair and unjust that 
it should be insisted on the other side to have two hours to close the 
debate on the bill, and to offer no arguments to be met until that time 


comes. 
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proceed to-morrow. I at once acceded to that request and tried to 


have an hour fixed at which the vote might be taken to-morrow, 
posing that that arrangement would at least include all the opportun 
ties which any Senator upon that si I ht desire to have to discuss 
this question to its fullest « nt, and Iam surprised that the Senator 
from Delaware, in view of the statement whieh I then made, should say 
that there was anyhaste upon this side of the Chamber in regard to 
it. I stated distinctly t that it wa 1t my desire to cut off any on 
| who desired to discuss t) it that I wished that som 
might be fixed within rea imits when the vote should be tak« 
Mr. GRAY. Allow me to ask my end from Khode Island if he 

did not distinctly g not upon the « { of Senator ft 


he opposition should be made to it before any expression comes | 


Mr. ALDRICH. Weare quite content with the bill and the report | 


upon this side of the Chamber. , 


Mr. REAGAN. Thatis not an answer. The Senator insists on two 
hours to argue it after this side has expended its time. 

Mr. HOAR. That is not the purpose. I understand it to be the 
purpose of the Seuator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN], to take the floor 
now. 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, I am somewhat surprised at the toneof 
the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] in threatening that we 
must stay here until midnight or some late hour unless we agree at 
once to this very peremptory suggestion that we close the debate to- 
morrow at 4 o’clock, or whatever the hour named was. I do not be- 
lieve that the country, whatever may be the people’s predilections in 
regard to this tariff bill or the tariff question in general, will view with 
entire equanimity and complacence the hurrying of this most impor- 
tant measure through its last stages without even the opportunity tor 
examination, without opportunity to know what the conferees on the 
part of the Senate and the House have really reported. 

I for one, sir, am in ignorance of all that they have reported. Ihave 
not had the opportunity nor has any Senator on either side had the op- 
portunity to acquaint himself in such a fashion and in such measure as 
becomes him in the discharge of his duty, with what this conterence re- 
port really is, and I demand here in the name of the people who are to bear 
the burdens of this bill when it becomes a law that there shail be at 
least reasonable time in order to examine this report, to make inquiries 
from those who are more particularly informed about it, the conferees 
on the part of the Senate, in order that we may vote with information 
and with the light that we are entitled to, and without which it is our 
duty to refuse to accelerate the passage of this bill. 

We have not heard one word from the conferees on the part of the 
Senate; we have not heard one word from the chairman of the Finance 
Committee or the Senator who has charge of this bill as to what the 
scope of this report is or what are its leading features, how far con- 
cessions have been made by the Senate, how far concessions have been 
made by the House, how many Senate amendments are retained, and 
how many we have been obliged to give up. 

Now, sir, here is 2 measure that when it becomes a law is, it is said, 
to remain a law without the possibility of modification or repeal for 
at least ten years. I have heard that over and over again from the 
ther side of this Chamber; and yet this peremptory and railroad sort 
of management of this conference report is suggested on that side when 
there is not the least provocation for it. 

There has been no attempt at delay; there is not the suggestion ofa 
dilatory speech or a dilatory motion upon this side, but we do demand 
that there shall be reasonable opportunity for the examination of this 
report and for the understanding of what are the modifications which 
have been made by the conference committee; and as the Senator from 
Louisiana [ Mr. GIBSON ] suggests, there has been no explanation on that 
side by any of the conferees as to what the effect of this bill is to be 
upon the revenue, although I know that certain Senators on that side 
have more than once during the progress of the debate said that the 
revenue is of no importance, that they had not considered the revenue 
in laying these imposts; yet we are concerned to know just what the 
effect upon the revenue is to be, whether it is to be increased or whether 
there is to be a real reduction as professed in the title of this bill. 

These are matters which common decency demands should be in- 
vestigated with some little deliberation, some show at least of exercis- 
ing our fanctions as Senators and legislators, and not to be threatened 
with being kept here after hours of fatigue to be forced into com- 
pliance with a measure that is to lay taxes without precedent upon 
the shoulders of the people of this country. 


Mr. ALDRICH. TheSenator from Delaware could not have been at- | 


tentive to the course of discussion and of business, or it seems to me 
he would not have made the speech which he has just made. 


The Senator from Alabama [Mr. MorGAn] finished his speech, and | 


to all appearances there was no one else in the Senate who desired to 
address the Senate upon the subject, and I called the attention of the 
Presiding Officer to my desire that a vote might be taken. ‘Then the 
Senator from Missouri [Mr. CocKRELL] rose and stated that there was 


Missouri that he 
and then take a recess until & o’ clo 
Mr. ALDRICH. Half past 5. 
Mr. GRAY. And then have a night session ? 
Mr. ALDRICH. Certainly. I was desir 


rous that the Senato1 





Delaware and those gentlemen who with him wish to speak upon t 


ubject shouid have the amples 


t opportunity 
' : 


Mr. GRAY. That is depriving us of any op; nity. If wesil 
night we shall have no opportunity to examine the report which the 
Senator as one of the conferees has given u 


Mr. ALDRICH, If itis the desire 
port, [hope he will accede to m; 
at which the vote shall be taken. 

Mr. GRAY. But the Senator threatens us that unless we do accede 
| to his request we shall have to sit to-night and fatigue us into com 
pliance. 

Mr. ALDRICH. 
| that I should do what I believed to 


is to press this report for consideration until it isd 


‘ 


of the Senator to examine the 





request and agree that atime be fix 


I simply stated 


I do not threaten Senators atall 
be my duty in this regard, and th 
vosed of, That i 
the only notice I have given, and thatis my only intention. 
| Mr. GRAY. I will say to the Senator we can arrive at a vote a 
| great deal sooner if the Senator does not press this proposition to-day 
the very first day the report has been placed on our dé 
Mr.SHERMAN, Mr. President, I desire tooccupy theattention of the 
Senate for a comparatively shorttime. I bave not given to this bill the 
| care and attention which other Senators on the Committee on Finance 
have done, nor have I participated in its preparation as fully as they. 
This bill is largely based upon the bill which passed the Senate in 188x, 
the work chiefly of the Senator from Rhode Island [ Mr. ALDRICH], the 
Senator from lowa[ Mr. ALLISON], and the Senator from New York 
[Mr. Hiscock]. For all the labor that has been expended upon it 
they are entitled tothe credit. J have, as a member oj the Committee 
on Finance, participated in framing all the former tariff |] 


laws which 
have passed for many years, but as to this bill I have done only what 
| [thought was my duty, in keeping pace with their labor and in examin- 
| ing it as far as I could consistent with other duties, and gave my 
| judgment upon its details whenever I thought it was necessary. 

Now the bill is bere before us in its final stage, and I was amazed 
| 

| 

\ 


at the sharpness with which the Senator from Delaware chided the 
Senators on tiis side of the Chamber for their impatience for a vote 
aiter four months’ consideration of this bill, four months of weary, 
weary talk. That Senator says he does not understand its provisions. 

Mr. GRAY. Where was the four months of debate on this bill? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Here. 

Mr. GRAY. In this Senate? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Well, more than two months in the Senate and 
two months in the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. GRAY. Two months is not four months. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think this bill came here in May and it has been 
here ever since. 

Mr. HAWLEY. It passed the House May 21, it was referred to the 
| Senate Committee on Finance May 25, it was reported to the Senate 
with amendments June 18, and on September 10 it passed the Senate 
with amendments. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It remained here four months. 

Mr. GRAY. The Senator from Ohio, if he will permit me, said that 
| it had been debated here iour months and weary speeches had been 
made here. It has been considered here about two months. 

Mr. COCKRELL. When was it reported back to the Senate? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Let uslookatit. Here isa bill that bas remain 
| in the Senate four months. 

Mr. GRAY. What time? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Four months from the 2Ist of May 

Mr. GRAY. The Senator stated that it had been debated four 
| months. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It has been debated in committee and here. 

| Mr. GRAY. We know nothing of what goes on in committee. 

Mr. SHERMAN. And we had it here two montbs. 

Mr. GRAY. It has been debated here two months and there ha 

| been four hundred amendments offered to it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Very well. Has not that been the course of all 
these tariff bills? The Senator says he does not know what has been 
done by this conference committee. They have considered four hun- 





@ desire on the part of the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. CARLISLE] to | dred amendments of which probably three hundred were inconsequen- 
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tial, changes of phrase ology or something of that kind, and there were 
one hundred amendments that involved some difference ot 


rovaoly 

ion as to rates and classification. The Senator could have known 
what is contained in this bill if he had brought bis acute intellect and 
his superior intelligence to the subject. It he had spent one hour on 
it he would have found out exactly what was done with all these amend- 
ments, for they are all numbered, and precisely what wasdone on each 
amendment. It is here stated in the first pages of thisreport. In the 
Iiouse of Representatives, where this bill originated the conferees are 
required to report the recommendations made by a committee of con- 
ference, and here have done so. In the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, con- 


taining now almost twelve thousand pages, I find one and a half col- 
umus are devoted to stating the sum and substance of all the changes 
in this bill. If the Senator will turn to page 11457 of the Recorp he 
will find on a little less than a page a statement signed by W. McKIN- 
LEY, Jr., J. C. Burrows, Tuomas M, BAYNE, and N. DINGLEY, Jr., 
which gives the substance and result of all the amendments acted upon 
in the committee of conference. 

Mr. GRAY. Will the Senator permit me a moment if I do not in- 
terrupt him? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. GRAY. According to the Senator’s theory we might dispense 
with debate entirely and read the record of debates in the House and 
not trouble ourselves or consume time and wear out the patience of 
the people of the country by debating at all. 

Mr. SHERMAN. If the Senator was so anxious for information as 
he now prolesses to be and complains that we have not given him the 
information, here the information is furnished to him, and it is not 
necessary or usual for us to repeat at this stage of the bill all the 
speeches made and read all the documents printed in this and the other 
Honse. 

Mr. President, I have this to say in compliment to the conferees on 
both sides and of both parties, that the publication of their proceed- 
ings and of the amendments proposed and made in the committee of 
conference has been more ample and plain in regard to this tariff bill 
than any tariff that was ever framed in the Congress of the United 
States. ‘There has been more done in respect to this tariff to give it 
publicity, so that every plain man could see exactly what was done, 
than ever has been done heretofore in my knowledge in respect to any 
tariff law. This printed report not only gives the amendments pro- 
posed in the same way as in ordinary conference reports, but it gives 
the text as it stands amended, so that any one may see precisely what 
is proposed by the conference. 

Now, let us go a little further and see what this bill is." The great 
body of the bill, I should say four-fifths of it, is precisely as it passed 
the House of Representatives after a long dehate there. The main, 
material features, and the most important features of the bill as it 
stands now, are just as they came tous from the House. Take, for 
instance, the woolen schedule and the great body of the bill, and Imay 
say four-fifths of it has not been changed or amended in the least. The 
principal amendments which have been adopted in the Senate involve 
not more than a score of debatable propositions, 

It is true the question of a tariff, whether it shall be a tarift for rev- 
enue or a tariff for protection, is aiways with us and always will be 
with us as long as time lasts. The general questions involved in a 
tariff discussion are as old as the Constitution itself, certainly as old 
as the First Congress. They have been debated time ont of mind. 
From the nature of a tariff law it is necessary that constant changes 
should be made, because, however perfect may be the form of a tariff 
law this year, in five years the change of production and manufacture, 
of consumption, the change of markets, demands achange of the tariff. 
Therefore it is thatdn most countries, even in those that are free, where 
the popular voice is heard in legislation, the necessary changes in the 
tariff laws are made by executive authority. It is so in our neighbor- 
ing country, Canada, and it is so largely in other countries, that the 
power to change and modify tariff rates and regulations rests with the 
executive, and not with the legislative authority, in order to meet the 
necessities of constant changes. 

So as to our tariff laws. A change and revision has been demanded 
by both parties since 1883. The tariff law of 1883 did not give satis- 
faction to the people of the United States, Ithad many imperfections 
init. LIalways thought the great error was made in 1883 in not mak- 
ing as the substantial basis, as the real substance of the tariff law of 
that year, the reportof the Tariff Commission. Whether that was wise 
or unwise. it is certain that the tariff of 1883 never gave satisfaction. 
‘There were defects found in it in a short time, and from then till now 
the subject of the revision of the tariff has been a matter of constant 
debate in both Houses, It has been thesubject of political debate 
before the people of the United States in two several Presidential cam- 
paigns, and the election of at least two Congresses depended upon ques- 
tions arising out of the teriff, until finally the Republican party, con- 
trolling in the Senate, and the Demovratic party, controlling in the other 
House, undertook to bring before the people of the United States their 
rival theories as to the tariff. We had the Mills bill two yearsago. It 
was verv carefully examined and sent to usas a Democratic production. 
It came here and in placeof it there was substituted what was called the 
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Senate bill of 1888. That was sent back to the House, and the } 
disagreed to it, and thus this controversy was at once cast into , 
Presideptial election. Here were the platforms of the two grea: 
ties embodied in the form of bills, and the choice between the: 
having been decided in Congress was remitted to the people, an 
people of the United States passed their judgment upon the ¢. 
principles involved in these bills. 

Now, what are those general principles? I think I can state | 
very clearly and very briefly. On theone hand, the Democratic | 
believe in a tariff for revenue only, sometimes they say with incid: 
protection, but what they mean isa tariff intended solely to raise m 
to carry on the operations of the Government. On the other band, : 
Republican party believe that we should do something more besi( 
merely providing revenue, but that we should so levy the duties oy 
imported goods that they would not only yield usan ample revenue to 
carry on the operations of the Government, but that they would do 
more; thatthey would protect, foster, and diversify American indust; 
‘This broad line of demarkation entered into the Presidential contes; 

Mr. President, the result of it all is that the Republican party ca 
ried not only both Houses of Congress, but they carried the popula: 
voice, elected the President, and now all branches of the Governmey; 
are governed by the Republican ideas, and not by the Democratic ide: 

What then was done? The House of Representatives took up th 
Senate bill of 1888, revised it, modified it, and changed it so as to s 
the popular will of the present day, and sent it to us, and we made 
some changes in it, and that is the bill now before us. To say that 
any one can be misled or may be deceived or does not know the con- 
tents of this bill is to confess a degree of ignorance that I wou'd not im 
pute to any Senatorof the United States or to any member of Congress, 

There are two or three principles involved in this bill: first, that it 
is the duty of Congress to foster, protect, and diversify American in- 
dustry. We believe that whenever a new industry can be started in 
our country with a successful hope of living with a reasonable protec- 
tion against foreign manufactures we ought to establish it here, and 
that that is a good policy for the country. It is not necessary for m: 
to show that this policy is as old as our Constitution; that Washington 
proclaimed it; that even Jefferson and Madison and the old Republican 
Presidents of the former times were in favor of that doctrine; and that 
General Jackson advocated it in the most emphatic way in many dif- 
ferent forms of speech, It has come down to us, and we are trying 
now to carry out that idea, to encourage home production by putting 
a tax upon foreign productions. As this tax does not apply to home 
production, therefore it is a protection against the importation of foi 
eign goods to the extent of the tax levied. We think that this tax 
ought to be put at such a rate as will give to our people here a chance 
to produce the articles and pay a tair return for the investment mad 
and for the labor expended at prices higher in this country than in any 
country in the world. That is the tirst rule, and I believe that that 
rule has been carried out, and I think liberally, and so as to secure in- 
creased production at home and a larger market. 

As I said in my letter, quoted here awhile ago, it is a high protect 
ive tariff, and it is put upon that basis, that we shall put such dutie 
upon foreign goods the like of which we can manufacture in this coun- 
try as will induce, persuade, and tempt American capital and Ame 
ican labor to supply our people with that article instead of the Euro 
pean article. ’ 

There is another principle involved in this bill. We propose to make 
the articles that can not be produced in this country tree of duty; ani 
therefore it is that this bill, for the first time in our history, pro 
vides for the admission of a greater amount in value of foreign goods 
free of duty than any tariff bill ever before framed in our history; so 
that now more than one-half of the imported goods, upon the basis o! 
last year’s importations, will be admitted free of duty, and the duty is 
levied only upon the other half. 

That is a principle in direct violation of the Democratic idea. We 
say that such articles us tea, coffee, sugar, all the spices, all thos 
things that can not be produced in this country on account of ou 
climate, ought to pay no tax, because any tax upon them is a direct 
tax upon the consumer. We say that they ought to be admitted irce 
that we ought to waive our right to levy a revenue upon this class of 
foreign goods. The Democratic theory is just the opposite. If they 
would be logical, as they rarely are, in framing their: tariffs, they 
would not only put a duty upon sugar, but upon the tea, coffee, spices 
and upon all those articles which enter into the common consumption 
of life, because that is the true way for a revenue duty. A revenut 
duty ought to be fairly and impartially placed upon all articles of im 
portation alike. Our theory is that every article which can not b 
produced in this country should be imported duty free without any 
restraint or limitation whatever, and we have furnished here a bill that 
does admit $380,000,000 worth of goods, upon the basis of last year’s 
importation, free of all duty or tax whatever. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Does the Senator mean to say, when he reiers (0 
last year, the fiseal year 1890 or 1889? 

Mr. SHERMAN, Either; it makes no difference. 

Mr. CARLISLE. If the Senator refers to the fiscal year 1889 he is 
mistaken in hisstatement, because our importations, dutiable and free. 
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were more than $741,000,000, while under this bill the articles still re- 
maining upon the dutiable list amounted in value this year to more 
than $390,000,000. So there is not one-half put upon the free-list, by 
$40, 000, 000. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The statement, as I saw, makes the amount of | 
goods admitted free of duty greater than the amount that is subject to 





= CARLISLE. The Senator has only to look at the official reports 
and be will find—— 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator says that is notso by $30,000,000 or | 
$40,000, 000. I will not dispute with him, because [ have not the figures 
before me; but, if that is the case, that is more than has ever been done 
by any other tariff measure. According to his own statement nearly 
one-half of the imports in this country are by this high protective tariff 
admitted free of all duty, so the consumer gets the benefit of these es- 
sential articles that enter into the home of every tamily free of all 
duty; and the other half is subject to a variety of duties. 

Mr. GIBSON. Will the Senator from Ohio permit me to ask him a | 
question ? j 

Mr. SHERMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. GIBSON. I understand the Senator from Ohio to say that the | 
Republican doctrine is to apply the tariff system to such commodities 
as may be produced ia this country ? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. GIBSON. I should like to have the Senator say why it is that 
sugar is taken out from among the protected industries and is placed 
with those that are not worth being included within the protective 


system. 

TM. SHERMAN. I intended to come to that after awhile, but I 
will answer that now to satisfy the Senator. Experience has shown 
that the cane sugar of Louisiana does not amount to anything like even 
a fair proportion of the sugar necessarily consumed in this country, 
and therefore it is, as I shall show hereafter, that we propose not to 
put the sugar-planter on a worse footing, but we propose to get the | 
benefit of cheap tree sugar and to give to the Louisiana planter and to 
the new industry that has sprung up in modern times, the manufact- 
ure of sugar from beets and from sorghum, a bounty of 2 cents a 
pound. But I amrather ahead of my time inthat. The Senator will 
see that we can not produce sugar enough; I believe only about 10 
per cent. of oursupply now is from domestic sugar. If I am mistaken 
about that I will take a correction. 

Mr. GIBSON. Will the Senator permit me to make a suggestion ? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. GIBSON. Does the Senator make any allowance whatever for 
the circumstance that this industry, an American industry, has been 
confronted by a policy on the part of European Governments whereby 
a large bounty is paid for all sugars exported by the people of European 
states, and that not only the sugar industry in Louisiana, but the sugar 
industry of Cuba, in fact all the cane-sugar industry, has fallen off in 
proportion as the beet industry has expanded under the bounty system 
which prevails in Europe? I should like then to ask the Senator if | 
the reason which he assigns for excluding the sugar industry from the 
protective system, namely, because we do not produce enough to sup- 
ply the American market, might not be applied also to other industries 
like wool, for instance, which is an industry in the Senator's own 
State and which is included in the protective system, although I be- 
lieve we only produce about one-third of the quantity of wool con- 
sumed in the United States. | 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator is wrong in his figures as to wool, | 
but this kind of debate only shows the great folly and the great in- | 
justice of endeavoring to conduct debate in the Senate not in the old- 
fashioned way. Now, I am willing to be diverted a little and will 
follow this sugar matter. The Senator says that the Republican party 
that framed this bill discriminates againstsugar. I give him asa reason 
why that, as they have shown now for twenty-five years, since the close 
of the war, they are not now able to produce more than comparatively 
a small portion of the sugar for use. But, on the other hand, there 
has sprung up in European countries a new manufacture, which, in 
my judgment, in ten or fifteen years will supersede the sugar-cane en- 
tirely. There is found sugar in everything, but in larger quantities 
and in more productive yield in the form of beets, a very lowly and 
humble vegetable of the kitchen-garden. It is found that of this veg- 
etable from 12 to 16 per cent. is sugar, and as fine a sugar as was ever 
produced from the cane. By the exigencies of war in the time of 
Napoleon the French were compelled to resort to the expedient of try- 
ing to make sugar from beets. The Germans followed, and a rivalry 
followed in the production of these two nations, which, with Austria 
and Italy combining, now prodace more sugar from beets than from 
all the cane in the world. When we come to meet this changed con- 
dition of things, how idle, how foolish it would be for us to protect 
by a discriminating duty the growth of sugar trom the cane in Loui- 
Siana, 

But, on the other hand, the Republican idea is that we take a 
broader scope, not to the injury of the people of Louisiana, not to make 
a sectional question of the tariff, but that they would adopt the same 
example set them by these wise nations of Europe and encourage 
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the production of sugar from the beet; and that is done by this bill 
Whether it is the wisest mode or not I do not know. My first im- 
pulse was all against this. My first impression was that it would be 
better and if I had had the framing of this bill I should have made it 
so as to continue one-half of the old duties on sugar ana give a bounty 
out of those duties to the producers of suger in our country. That 
would have been my way, to have been teutative, to have been cau- 
tious, not to have gone so far. But the sentiment of the people, the 
sentiment of the Honse of Representatives, which we are bound to re- 
spect as the representatives of the people, and the sentiment here in 
this Chamber, was that it was better to make one blow at once, tostrike 
sugar from the dutiable list and give a bounty of 2 cents a pound, or 
the full, fair average of the duty on sugar. So no one will be injured. 
Now, there will be a rivalry in our own country, as there is between 
Germany and the West Indies, as to whether sugar-cane or sugar-beets 
will yield at the lowest cost the largest amount of sugar; and that 
strugule of industry will be settled, no doubt, ina short time. ‘Then 


| you will have free sugar; and I have no doubt the time will soon come 


when we shall have plenty of sugar of American growth to supply the 
needs of our people. 

Mr. GIBSON. Ishould like, if the Senator will allow me, to cor- 
rect a mistake of fact. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, Does the Senator from Ohio yield to the 
Senator from Louisiana? 

Mr. SHERMAN. If I have made a mistake I shall be glad to have 
it corrected. 

Mr. GIBSON. The Senator says it has been found impossible to 
make any progress in the development of the sugar industry in Louisi- 
ana and that wonderful progress has been made in the European states. 

Mr. SHERMAN. In beet sugar, I said. 

Mr. GIBSON. In beetsugar. Now, I think it but due tothe Sen- 
ator that I should state that the extraordinary development of beet 
sugar has taken place in the last ten years; that in the last three or 
four years the very system which has caused this extraordinary devel- 
opment in European states has been applied successfully to the cane 
production in Louisiana; and that we have not only doubled the quan- 
tity of cane per acre that may be produced, bat we have doubled the 
quantity of sugar that may be extracted per ton of cane. Yet when 
we have this prospect of applying here this system to the cane in- 
dustry and to the importation of the beet industry here upon a scale 
that promises success, the Senator declares that it is the policy of the 
Republican party, notwithstanding its doctrine to give protection to 
American industries, to exclude this particular industry from the scope 
and benefit-of a protective system. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Now, Mr. President, I deny that. 

Mr. GIBSON. I believe the Senator intends to be fair, but | can 
not see the justice of this bill, nor how it accords with the Republican 
doctrine that protection should be given to American industries, for | 
find among the schedules in this bill many industries protected—I need 
not enumerate them, but the tin-plate industry, which is proposed 
to be established here, and many more which have not produced a 
sufficient quantity, though they are a hundred years old, some of them, 
to supply the American market. I should like to have the Senator 
explain that, so that the country will understand the discrimination 
which has been made against this sugar industry in the West and 
South. 

Mr. SHERMAN, I will explain, and I hope no Senator will feel 
that I am discourteous if I go on and finish my remarks, which have 
already been prolonged more than I intended. 

The Senator says that we deny to the people of Louisiana the benefit 
of our protective policy. On the contrary, we make them an excep- 
tion in favor of protection. We do what never has been done before 
in our history. We give to this article in which they are so deeply 
interested a bounty fully equal to any duty ever imposed upon sugar, 
a bounty of 2 centsa pound. So we discriminate in favor of sugar, 
but we do not discriminate in favor of sugar from cane as ayainst 
sugar from beets, nor vice versa. The Senator says that since the 
modern discoveries in the mode of rendering sugar from heets—and they 
have been adopted by the cane-growers—they have been able to make 
also the same application of the mode of treating the cane that is now 
used in treating beets. Well, itisa wonder. It seems to me if they 
had been all Yankees down there they would have found out betore 
this process by diffusion, I believe it is called. 

Mr. GIBSON. Many of our leading farmers and planters of sugar 
have always heen Yankees. 

Mr. SHERMAN. [am glad to hearit. Now, they have the same 
duties exactly as the makers of sugar have elsewhere, with this great 
advantage: the sugar industry of Louisiana, although insufficient for 
our wants, is there established, while the beet and sorghum industry 
is yet to be established. So they have that great advantage, and no 
discrimination has been made against them. 

Now, there is only one other principle in this tariff bill which, with 
some slight exceptions, has been applied fairly and justly, and that 
is that in framing a tariff for revenue and protection those articles 
which enter into the consumption mainly of the rich or are articles of 
taste, like tobacco, brandy, wine, etc., should pay the higher rate of 
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duty. That is upon the principle that a tax should be applied as 
slightly as practicable in order to secure protection to articles of prime 
necessity, but that a higher rate of duty should be applied to articles of 
Inxury or articles which people are better off without than with. That 
principle has been carried out in this bill further than ever before. The 
tax on brandies and wines, the tax on imported tobacco and luxuries 
of that kind, on articles of taste, has been applied more than in any 
former bill, and that diserimination has been founded upon that prin- 
ciple. The result of it is that you have this tariff bill beforo you. 

In some of its provisions I think the rates too high. In some of its 
provisions I think they are too low. I could take this tariff bill and 
make a good many amendments to it that would suit me better, but 
in a bill invelving a tax upon more than a thousand different articles, 
including all articles that enter into commerce and trade, I know itis 
impossible to have an absolute agreement upon them, and therefore 
when on the whole it appears that the bill bas carried out certain main 
principles, which ought to govern in framing a protective tariff, I am 
content to take the details as they are furnished by very intelligent 
committees of the two Houses. 

This bill is framed not only by Republicans, but by Democrats. As 
the Republicans are moat in number, they dictate the final form of the 
bill. All the provisions of the bill have been considered, with ample 
opportunity for eve ry provision to be known. 

I say, therefore, that while this is a high protective tariff and carries 
the principles of the Republican party to their logical sequence—of 
giving such a duty upon foreign products as will induce our own people 
to embark in the same industries and productions—I believe that this 
tariff will operate well. It will be the beacon of prosperity. It will 
add to our production. It will add to our industrial strength. It will 
be only of a piece with that policy which for thirty years has changed 
the character of our nation from a nation mainly pursuing farming as 
an industry to a nation rich in everything, not only with as many 
farms as before, but with manufacturing establishments all over our 
country. 

I look upon it as a bill thas is fair and just toall sections of the coun- 
try. It will be more wide in its benefits to the people of the South than 
to the people of the North, because in the North we have established 
in a certain way nearly all branches of industry, but in the South they 
But they have facilities in some ot the Southern States that 
we have not, and I have no deubt the time is not far distant when the 
general sentiment of the people of the Southern States will be that a 
protective tariff has doublec or trebled their wealth, has added to their 
population, bas removed in a measure the cloud that now rests upon 
them from the race issue thatthreatensthem from time totime; and I be- 
lieve that they will rejoice in the very policy that has been opposed so 
beldly and strongly and urgently by their Senators and Representa- 
tives 

My iriend from Rhode Island has handed me the exact figures as to 
the difference between the Senator from Kentucky and myself. I find 
that there will be admitted free under this bill $365, 406,000, and sub- 
ject to duty $390,437,000. So itis very nearly one-half, the difference 
between the two being only $25,000,000. 

Mr. GIBSON, I ask the Senator what would be the effect of taking 
sugar, this Southern industry, out from among the articles to be ad- 
mitted free? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Take eighty millionsoff and there would be three 
hundred and ten millions left—more by this bill than any other tariff 
bill that ever was framed in Congress, excluding sugar entirely. 

Mr. President, there is one feature of this bill about which I think 
@ few remarks ought to be made—and I am speaking without special 
order—and that is what are called the reciprocity sections. I have 
said all I care to about sugar and the reason why it was made free. 
I think the mostdoubtful problem involved in this bill is as to whether 
sugar had better be made all free or only partly free. But that isa 
question now settled, as I stated, by the judgment of the people and 
of both Houses of Congress, and by, I think, the general feeling even 
in the Senate. 

Mr. President, in connection with the bounty on sugar we had to 
deal also with another question that is not a new one at all; it has 
been presented over and over again. That is the question of inviting 
reciprocity with other natigus. When it was supposed that that was 


’ @new discovery there was a good deal of talk about it, but it has been 


debated here in the Senate for nearly fifty years, 

The first treaty with Canada was made in 1854, It was tried and 
was not satisfactory to the people of the United States, I think partly 
because the people of Canada did not behave themselves well, as we 
thought, during the war. I think that had about as much to do with 
it as anything else. So far as the advantage of trade in either way, 
both parties claimed that they lost by it, or at least that the other 
gained by it. But at any rate it was abandoned, and another treaty 
was made, and finally abandoned, mainly on account of the fisheries 
dispute. 

Now, in respect to other reciprocity treaties, we have had them with 
Spain and with Mexico. Those of us who were here and know how 
those treaties were received appreciate the fact that such a treaty has 
a hard road to travel. The Mexican treaty contained a great many 
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wise and good provisions, and on the whole would have been a 
vantage to both countries. I voted against it because I did not 
that the Executive had any authority to initiate a treaty of that 
and other Senators did the same; but the Senate finally ratifi 
treaty. A law was necessary to carry it into effect. In the Hi 
Representatives there was a very large Democratic majority 
House refused to pass such alaw. The treaty fell still-born, a: 
ing more was heard of it. 

Then a very judicious, a very ingenious, anda very able treat 
made by Mr. Foster on the part of the United States with the S 
Government that contained also some provisions that would hay: 
beneficial to both countries. It was sent here and was finally 
drawn by the Democratic Administration of Mr. Cleveland, a 
was the end of it. 

Now, Mr. President, when we are about to remove the d 
sugar, having already removed the duty on tea and coffee and 
it was observed that the balance of trade with the countries prod 
these articles was largely against us; that they bought from 
little, while we bought from them largely. While we admitted 
prodne tions free of duty, they levied very large and in some cas 
criminating duties on our productions. It was proposed to gi 
President some discretionary power, not to negotiate a treaty, | 
invite by reciprocal legislation or otherwise (in most of those « 
tries it would be done by the executive authority) such chan 
their duties on our productions as in the opinion of the President \ 
be reciprocally equivalent to the liberal provisions we had made fo 
admission of articles of their production now $n the free-list, or | 
posed to be made free, with a stipulation that in case these count 
did not do what the President thought was reasonable and right, 

a certain time, on a fixed day, duties should be again imposed upon t 
articles when coming from countries refusing reciprocal advantag 

As I understand the Senator from Kentucky, he contends that | 
is unconstitutional, that we have no right thus to delegate suc! 
power. I said awhile ago that if I had the time I could find nu: 
ous precedents; but I can refer him to two or three striking « 
where as great or greater powers were bestowed upon the President 
the United States than are proposed by this bill. ‘The most fam 
case is the embargo bill, a bill approved by Thomas Jefferson and en 
forced by James Madison. Every student of American history is { 
miliar with the passage of the embargo law, which did more to dest: 
our own navigation than that of the nations against whom it w 
aimed. By the fourth section of the act of March 1, 1809, it w 
enacted— 

That from and after the 20th day of May nex it shall not be lawful to impor! 
into the United States, or the Territories thereof, any goods, wares, or merc! 
dise whatever, from any port or place situated in Great Britain or Ireland, 
in any of the colonies or dependencies of Great Britain, nor from any port « 
place situated in France, or in any of ber colonies or dependencies, nor fro 
any port or place in the actual possession of either Great Britain or France. 

Here was a law absolutely prohibiting the importation of al! artic): 
from Great Britain and France. What power was given to the President 
in connection with this act? Let ussee. By the eleventh section of 
the same act it is provided— 

That the President of the United States be, and he hereby is, authorized, in 
case either France or Great Britain sha)! so revoke or modify her edicts as tha 
they shall cease to violate the neutral commerce of the United States, to declare 
thesame by proclamation, after which the trade suspended by this act and b) 
the act laying an embargo, etc., may be renewed with the nation so doing. 

What is the power here given? The power is to accept any proposi- 
tion, to make any modification, to make any change, accept any provis- 
ion, any compromise whatever. It leaves to the President todetermine 
when the orders of council are revoked—what amounts to a revocation, 
whether their edicts are modified; and, if so, whether the modification 
is sufficient; and allows the President to determine whether what the y 
propose to do ceases to violate the neutrality of the commerce of the 
United States. Then he was at liberty to throw open the doors o! our 
ports to the ships of France and Great Britain. The act confers on him 
not only a partial power over twoor three articles of import, but over the 
whole of the importations coming from these two great and power! 
countries. This power was maintained as constitutional by the courts. 
Here is a case in the United States courts sustaining the constitution- 
ality of that act, the case reported in 7 Cranch, to whieh my friend 
from Wisconsin [Mr. SpoonzR] alluded the other day. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Mr. President, I donot like to interrupt the 5: 
ator, and will not do so unless it is entirely agreeable to him. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Ohio yield ? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. CARLISLE. ‘The Supreme Court in the case to which the sen 
ator refers did not diseuss this question at all. They simply passed i| 
over by saying it was in the power of Congress to enact laws conditiona! 
or dependent upon a future event, which is a proposition, as I said this 
morning, which nobody disputes. Now, the act to whieh the Senato: 
refers simply requires the President, when he is satisfied that certai: 
foreign nations have ceased to violate the laws of neutrality or the 
neutrality rights of this country, to issue a proclamation to that effect, 
and then the act itself says that the prohibition orembargo shall cease. 
It does not leave the President to establish the embargo or to remove 
it, but says that whenever he issues his proclamation it shall cease. 
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It is trae that the language of the act is very broad and gives to the 
President, I concede, quite a large discretionary power in determining 
whether they are violating the rights of neutrality or not, but the law 
itself says that it shall cease, and does not leave it to the President to 
cay when the embargo shall cease, 

Mr. SHERMAN, I think the Senator from Wisconsin [ Mr. Spoon eR] 
put to the Senator from Delaware [Mr. GRAY] a pretty hard p 
sition, because certainly the proposed amendment to the trust bill goes 
far beyond any power conferred upon the President by this tariff bil! 


But I do not wish to enlarge the argument, because it was thoroughly 
stated by the Senator from Wisconsin and it is not necessary to re- 


peat it. , 

[ now call attention to the language of the powers conferred by this 
tariff bill; and it falls far short of many other cases in the statutes 
They are not alike at all, because the proposition here is much mild 
Section 3 provides: 

That with a view to secure reciprocal trade with countries producing > f 
lowing articles, and for this purpose, on and after the Ist day of January, Is 
whenever, and so often as the President shal! be satisfied that the governme: 
of any country producing and exporting sugars, molasses, coffee, tea, and hid 
raw and uncured, or any of such articles, imposes duties or other exactions u 
the agricultural or other products of the United States, which in view of the free 
introduction of such sugar, molasses, coffee, tea, and hides into the United States 
he may deem to be reciprocally unequal] and unreasonable, he siali have t 
power and it shall be his duty to suspend, by prociamation to that effect, the pro 
visions of this act relating to the free introduction of such sugar, etc. 

That is, the sugar is made by this proposed act free of duty, but if 
the President finds that these nations that are benefited by the pro- 
visions of the bill will not respond in some friendly way by giving 
some reciprocal advantage to us in the exportation of out products into 
their countries, then the President of the United States shall announce 
that fact, and that is all itis. We do not givehim the powerto make 
laws, to impose duties, but we say he shall proclaim a fact. Spair 
tor instance, refuses to make any concession to us because of free sugar. 
Spain refuses to allow our flour and wheat, productions necessary for 
the consumption of her own subjects, to enter her ports except upon 
the payment of exorbitant duties. Therefore, the President shall 
proclaim that fact, that the trade relations are not reciprocal and not 
fair and just. Then Congress says that from and after a certain time 
the duty on these articles coming from those countries shall be so and 
so. Nothing is left to the President of the United States except the 
mere examination of facts, to ascertain whether the nations producing 
articles are willing to yield whatinu his judgment would be reciprocally 
equivalent to the advantages we confer by our laws upon them. That 
being done, that fact being proclaimed, then the duty is imposed by 
the act of Congress, nut by an act of the President. The law takes 
effect upon the happening of a contingency to be determined by the 
President. Such a provision as that is not only within the scope of 
the authority of the Government, but it is within the limits of numer- 
ous precedents. 

I have not had time since the colloquy this morning with my friend 
from Kentucky to look over the authorities, but I find here in the Stat- 
utes at Large several] of these provisions. I will read the first: 

Sec. 4228. Upon satisfactory proof being given to the President, by the gov- 
ernment of any foreign nation, that no discriminating duties of tonnage or im- 
posts are imposed or levied in the ports of such nation upon vessels wholly be- 
longing to citizens of the United States, or upon the produce, manufactures, or 
merchandise imported in the same from the United States or from any foreign 
country, the President may issue his proclamation, declaring that the foreign 
discriminating daties of tonnage and impost within the United States are sus- 
pended and discontinued. 

Here the President of the United States is anthorized, by a law that 
has stood time out of mind, to actually suspend the operation of the 
law, to discontinue it by his préclamation and by his act. Asa mat- 
ter of course he must be satisfied upon satisfactory proof. 

There are other provisions here about vessels of Prussia, about Span- 
ish vessels coming {rom any port or place in Spain or her colonies where 
no discriminating or countervailing daties or tonnage are levied. The 
President must decide whether duties so levied are discriminating or 
countervailing, precisely what he does under this bill. If they dis- 
criminate against us, if they are countervailing against our policy, as a 
matter of course he suspends the operation of our laws. 





Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, I wish to interrupt the Senator for a | whether any beneficial results will come from thi 


moment. Is not that merely the ascertainment of a fact by him? 
Mr. SHERMAN. What is the other but the ascertainment of a fact. 
whether a nation has or has not done what in his judgment is a com- 


pliance? He mustdiscriminate; he must say whether what they have | 


done is reciprocal or fair and just, or, to use the language of the law, 





by the President as to w ther a fact has a certain « ct or I 
whether a certain fact exists not, but whether certain facts have th« 
quality of unreasonablen t y; and the discretion goes to 
this extent, that i i ] nt tached to t il 
there is interposed between ( ; and the imposition or 
non-imposition of duty , the will of the President 
| of the United States, and { 
it is a delegation ot leg ‘ : ke. 
Mr. SHERMAN. ‘I in respect to : 1 vessel 
the words ‘‘ discriminati : ntervailing d Vhat must the 
President do? Must he n k into it and ex himself and 
ascertain whether the provisions the Spanish law d ate 
against us? Is not that an act of judgment, an t 1 he as tl 
President must exercise and uj] vhich depends his power to suspend 
the law referred to? 
Not only do I re ly upon tl AaAUuLno! ty that I have already privée 
but I find here in Cooley’s Constitutional Limitations the sam 
trine laid down. After quoting the well known maxim of constitu 
tional law t the power conferred upon the Leg ire to ma Lws 
can not be delegated by that department to any other bod 
hority, he goes on and says 
But it is not always essential that a legislative should a pleted 
statute which must in any event take effect as law, at tt time it leav I 
I s of the legisiative departme A statute may be nditional, and ta 
ing effect may be made 1d upon some subsequentevent. Affirmative 
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which is better, what ‘‘he may deem to be reciprocal, unequal, and | 


unreasonable.’’ ‘That is a discrimination, and the word ‘‘discrimina- 
tion ’’ here in the old law has precisely the same meaning as these 
words here. 

Mr. GRAY. Would it interrupt the Senator, because it is an in- 
teresting question, and the Senator is treating it interestingly, if he 
would hear a suggestion ? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will hear the Senator. 

Mr. GRAY. The difference, if there is any difference, and I think 
there is, between the reciprocity amendment attached to this tariff bill 
and the instances the Senator is citing, is this: ‘That in the reciprocity 
amendment there is an absolute discretion or judgment to be exercised 











isiation May In some adopted, of which the parties interested are at lib 





erty to avail themselves or notat their option. A private act of incorporati 
can not be forced upon the corporato th the franchise if th 
so choose. In these cases the legislative act i 3 complete when it ha 
passed through the constituti nal formalities necessary to perfected legislation 
notwithstanding its actually going into operation as law may depend up 
subsequentacceptance 

Mr. President, here is a bill which takes effect as a law withina few 


days by which sugars will be duty free, but here in the same bill isa 
declaration that if the countries producing sugar will not by some recip- 
rocal legislation render a like benefit toour own country in the opinion 
of the President, who is the executive officer of the country, then upon 
his proclaiming the fact the duty is again ir 
articles coming from that country. 

Mr. President, this is an old, well-established principle that has been 
acted upon, as I said some time ago, from the beginning of the Govern 


iposed as against these 


ment. Almost every tariff law. every navigation act, and every com- 
mercial law has more or less provisions of this kind limiting upon some 
future event certain provisions of the statute. Nor does it make any 
difference when the ascertainment of that fact involves a reasonable 
degree of judgment which is expected of the President of the United 
States; that makes no difference. We leave it to him to say whether 
on the whole the legislation of these countries is reciprocal and proper 
as a proper equivalent for the benefits we bestow, and in doing that we 
do not give him any legislative power. He approves or disapproves 
this proposed act. His legislative power is in the passage of this meas 
ure. When it is passed, then he exercises the executive functions 
provided by the act, and when he does sa decide that these laws are 
not reciprocal in their character then this statute again utters its potent 
voice and the duty is again Jevied upon the specified articles from that 
country. 

Nor is there any ground to fear from the argument made by the Sen- 
ator from Alabama that this may in some way affect the favored-nation 
clause in our treaties, and that other nations differently situated and 
differently circumstanced may claim the benelit of thislaw. There is 
no danger of that. In the first place, no nation would claim the bene- 
fit of the imposition of a tax on its productions, and if it did not produce 
these articles it has no interest whatever in the subject-matter. The 
question could never arise. Nor woul: it arise even if a case should 
be put where a discrimination was made in favor of one against another, 
because the general rule applies to treaties that if for special reasons or 
a special consideration one nation conlers an advantage upon another 
that stipulation does not fall within the favored-nation clause. 

So in any view | take this provision is not ouly constitutional, 
but under the circumstances it is a wise one. I doubt very much 
s leyvislation. If 
either of the nations producing sugar refuse to make reciprocal arrangé 


| ments or to do what the President may think ought to be done und 


the circumstances and the imposition of the tax is again put upon the 
| sugar, say, of Brazil, the tendency of that may be to advance the p 


of sugar in Jamaica and in Cuba and i 
thus lose some of the benefits we hope from free sugar by limiting our 
market for supply. Still,the opinion prevailing as it does, that nosuch 
nation will refuse, I think it is wise to make the experiment. Cer- 
tainly it would not do to carry reciprocity to all productions or to all 
articles imported from any country rhe arrangement must in its 


1 othe countries ana we 





nature be limited to articles which are not prod i in our country in 
sufficient quantity to supply our wants. 

Now, Mr. President, there are one or two other observations I want 
tomake. The two questions that gave the committee the most em 


barrassment from the beginning to the end of this bill were what duties, 
if amy, should be imposed on sugars to be refined and on binders’ twine. 
I feel bound to say that if I had had my way about it | should have 
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given the people the benefit of free sugar up to No.20 Datch standard, 
or refined sugar, I would not levya tax upon the people tor the benefit 
of any manulacturer when we are about to make the article free. A 
strong objection mele in the House of Representatives—and I have a 
right to reter to it because it was made in conterence, and I have a right 
to allude to what was done in conference—the great objection made to 
the provisions of the Senate amendment was that no sugar cou!d come 
to the consumer uniess it was compelled to go through the American 
refinery, and in that way an additional cent would be added to the cost 
to the consumer of every pound of sugar. Therefore it was that the 
other House adhered tenaciously to their idea that sugars No. 16 and 
under should be allowed to come in duty free, in the belief that some 
of the grades of sugar between 13 and 16 would enter into consumption 
without being forced through the refineries, and to that extent many 
of the people would have the full benefit of free sugar. It was mani- 
fest that the House conferees would not yield on this point and the 
Senate conferees agreed, but insisted on a higher rate of duty for sugar 
above No. 16 than was proposed by the House. Finally it was agreed 
that the rate proposed by the House of Representatives on sugars above 
16 should be increased to five-tenthsof a cent a pound, and so it stands. 
If I had had my way I should have stricken off that duty and given 
to the people the full benefit of all sugar duty free. 

The refining of foreign sugar can be conducted here tor our domestic 
market as cheaply as anywhere. They should depend upon the devel- 
opment of our cane-sugar, our sorghum-sugar, and our beet-sugar iv 
different parts of the country. Then refineries will spring up in the 
neighborhood of production and refine sugars of domestic production 
and supply the market to our people cheaper than by any other mode. 

I fear very much that the power still resting with these refiners will 
enable them to control a monopoly of the sugar market on the seacoast, 
while the great body of the sugar hereafter should be produced in the 
interior. I take a different view of it trom my honorable friend from 
Nebraska [Mr. PaAppocK]. I believe the great threat now to the beet 
industry of the country is not this tariff, but it is the power of the 
sugar refiners, who in their present plants will only use imported 
sugar. 

Mr. PADDOCK. The great danger, if the Senator will allow me, 
to the beet-sugar industry of this country is the formidable competi- 
tion of European beet-sugar producing countries, with their enormous 
drawback duties and bounties. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The answer to thatis thatso far as we could learn 
the net bounties given by foreign countries did not amount to half a 
cent. On the other hand, our beet producers will get 2 cents a pound 
for every pound of sugar produced. Itseemstomethatisenough. If 
not, it is a question how much ought to be given, because now that 
we have embarked into this business of starting a new industry I am 
in favor of giving enough aid to induce our people to make sugar from 
beets, and if the bounty is not enough it can be very easily raised. It 
will be an industry in which the people of every State in the Union 
will be more or less interested. I have no doubt, therefore, if we have 
done injustice or not done sufficient to encourage the beet-sugar indus- 
try we can hereafter do more. Thatisall I cansay. Butthe highest 
bounty that anybody proposed in either House is 2 cents a pound, which 
is about the rate of duty now imposed upon foreign sugar. 

Mr. President, in regard to binder-twine I felt a good deal as many 
Senators expressed themselves, that the manufacturers of this binder- 
twine took advantage of their opportunity and demanded grossly un- 
reasonable prices jor their article; but it must be remembered that this 
was a new industry sprung up within ten years, made necessary by an 
invention which enormously reduced laboron thefarm. The material 
of which it is made, sisal and manila,hasto beimported. ‘The increased 
demand enhanced the price of these articles. Substitutes have been 
found in hemp, flax, and cotton, and now binder-twine is likely to be 
cheaper every year hereatter. Binder-twine is not madein Europe, but 
without protection it soon will be and replace a domestic industry. 
Afterall, manufacturers of binder-twine did very much as other human 
beings will do, as farmers will sometimes do—they took advantage of 
the enormous demand for twine, the deficient supply of raw material, 
to secure the highest market price. I never knew a farmer to refuse to 
take $2 a bushel for wheat when he could getit. Nevertheless, I think 
the dealers in twine have done what was inexpedient—they have ex- 
cited a feeling among the great mass of our farmers in the West of 
strong antagonism. When the farmers were compelled to pay 20 cents 
a pound for twine they felt that they were outraged and wronged. But 
the question with us as legislators is not whether we will punish dealers 
in binding-twine for charging unreasonable prices, but what policy 
ought to be adopted so as tosecure cheaper binding-twine in the future. 

Suppose we take off the duty on binder-twine and encourage its 
manutacture in foreign countries; it will be made entirely out of for- 
eign material. Is it probable that this will tend to reduce the price 
of binder-twine to the farmer? Op the contrary, my own opinion 
would be that a reasonable rate, such as that proposed by the House 
of Representatives, of one and one-fourth cents a pound, which is 
about one-half of the duty imposed on cordage made of the same mate- 
rial, would be a reasonable rate, and would encourage our people to 


-eontinue the manufacture, and by competing with each other reduce 
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the price of binder-twine as well as to induce the use of donest;, 
hemp and flax, instead of imported fibers. That I believe wou!, \,, | 
the effectofit. But still the Senate was so strong in favor of free :, 
the feeling was so general among the representatives of Western 
ers, that here it was placed on the free-list. However, the other | 
insisted that a reasonable duty ought to be levied, and a rat 
finally agreed on of seven-tenths ofacent. Itisa fair compr: 
and | hope will be accepted as such. - 

Mr. President, the great obstacle and menace that stands in th 
of the success of this tariff bill, that which more than all else wi 
termine the length of its life, that which will test its wisdom her: 
is the question which has been discussed heretofore in the Svy 
whether the manufacturers of this country are willing to maintain { 
and fair competition in their various productions, so that the | 
may have the benefitof that which they claim as their right—free ay4 
full competition in domestic markets of domestic products. The yreat 
danger of this tariff and of all schemes for building up domestic indys. 
try by law is that the beneficiaries themselves, capitalists and laborers 
a'ike, will not be content to realize the advantages they enjoy, but w)|! 
combine and confederate in order to cheat the people of that whic) 
they have the right to enjoy. 

All the people, whatever may be their condition or employment 
a right to share in the benefit of all laws. They have been conten; 
with the protective policy because they have a part in the common pros 
perity of diversified industry and in the reduction of price which 
mestic competition produces. The good of this policy is distributed 
among the people as fully and freely as the air of heaven. The v 
man finds employment, the capitalist a fair retarn for his investm: 
the farmer inakome market for his productions, and the citizen ; 
non-producer in the general prosperity. But this protective | 
must not degenerate into monopoly, into trusts or combinations to 
raise prices against the spirit of the common law. 

The uniform and universal effect of all tariff duties on articles that 
we can produce is to lower the prices by home competition, but ifthat 
home competition is destroyed, a tariff law, however strong, wil! not 
stand upon your statute-books two years. If, therefore, the manu fact- 
urers of this country who have reasonable rates of duty, ample for 
their protection, will now open up workshops and compete with each 
other as in the olden times, when every shoemaker was a compcetito: 
with every other shoemaker, when there was no opportunity to com- 
bine —if they resist that temptation, which aggregated capital al way: 
offers, to seek to combine to advance prices, to the injury of the con- 
sumer, they may then hope for a season of great prosperity. But ii 
not, and the notion prevails that it is right and just for people who 
engage in the same pursuit to pool their issues, to appoint a trustee to 
manage their affairs, to deprive themselves of the powers which they 
enjoy as citizens and as corporations in order to make corners and by 
various devices to cheat the people, then the protective-tariff system 
will disappear as rapidly as it has sprung into existence. What the 
people want is American production in all departments of industry 
made as cheaply as is consistent with fair wages, and sold to them at 
faif cost in free and active and open competition, That is my parting 
legacy. 

I do hope now that this bill when it becomes a law will be acted 
upon by the manufacturers inour country judiciously, that they wil! 
avoid those contracts which have been made and which have occasione 
popular discontent, that they will invite fair competition, and that they 
will give the benefit of this competition to the people in cheaper pr 
duction. If they do not, I, for one, will be as ready to repeal this |e 
as I am now ready to vote for it. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Mr. President, although the hour is late, I have 
a few remarks to submit on this proposition, which, with the leave o! 
the Senate, I shall submit at this time. 

With malice towards no one and with no disposition or desire w liat- 
ever tocomplain of a result unsatisfactory to me, but constrained Ly 4 
sense of duty to the State and section which I have the honor in part t 
represent here, I shall vote against this report. If this was a purely 
political question I should cheerfully accept the judgment of the ma- 
jority of my political associates and cast my vote accordingly. }u! 
upon a great economic question, affecting as this does interests most 
vital to my immediate constituency, I shall not be governed in 1) 
action by political considerationsorsentiment. Ishall endeavor, ratlic: 
to make my acts conform with what appears to me to promise the |est 
and surest conservation of such interests. If my judgment is at {au!! 
it will not be the first one that has proven its own fallibility. 

I shall not attempt a statement in detail of all my objections to tlie 
report. It would avail nothing at this time todoso. Ido, however 
desire to refer specially but briefly to the action of the committee upon 
the sugar schedule and its relation to the other protected interests |! 
this bill. I think a serious error has been made in the arrangement 0! 
that schedule, The importance of the sugar-beet industry, the deve!- 
opment of which has been recently commenced with so much vigor ani! 
with so large an investment in our State, has been undervalued as | 
think by the conference committee. . 

The competition from abroad against which it must contend fo: 
success has been underestimated. The assistance rendered by the 
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Governments of European countries to enable the manufacturers of 
beet-sugar ia those countries to overcome all competition in the mar- 
kets of the world has been understated. The benefits to accrue to 
the people by the sweeping away of the imports on sugar, when meas- 
nred in connection with the losses sustained by them through the in- 
crease of duties on many other articles essential to life, are not appar- 
orn e sugar, desirable as it is, when secured at the expense of dearer 
clothing, ete., does not relieve the debit side of the account for the poor. 
Moreover, when it proves an obstacle in the way of the development of 
the manufacture of sugar by ourselves, and when if the duty is re- 
tained it would be a more potential influence to command reciprocal 
trade with other nations than if removed in the face of contemplated 
negotiations, the action seems ill-timed and unwise. However, the 
committee have given these general subjects very careful consideration 
and I am not disposed to criticise for the sake of criticism, although I 
frankly say that in respect of them my judgment is not in accord with 
theirs. 

And as this whole matter of protective duties belongs properly to the 


domain of business and not politics,and would be so located if a non- | 
partisan commission, like that proposed by the Senate amendment on | 
that subject and eliminated by the conference committee, could be | 


adopted, I feel myself at liberty as a business man, representing a busi 
ness constituency, to express my approval or my dissent by public ut 
terance and legislative vote in respect of them as my judgment ap 
proves or disapproves. 


Mr. President, in view of the action of the conference committee on | 


the sugar schedule, which I consider disastrous to the beet-sugar in- 
dustry, I desire very briefly to ask the attention of the Senate to a few 
facts in connection with the history of the development, the instru- 
mentalities employed to that end, and the enormous advance made by 
the beet-sugar industry abroad. ' 


I havegleanedsome ofthese facts largely from the very able reports of | 


our consuls in Germany, Austria-Hungary, France, and other European 
countries, who have been afforded by these countries exceptional facili 
ties for investigation. I have also obtained much information from 
the current history of those countries relating to this particular indus- 
try, and some valuable statistics from our own national Bureau of Sta- 
tistics. 

Consul Miller reports that in 1886 Germany levied taxes amounting 
to $1,800,000 on sugar production. The import duty was 3} cents pei 
pound, which was in effect a probitory tariff. The excise, consump- 
tion, and other taxes, like our internal-revenue taxes, were charged to 


the product and formed a part ot the cost to the consumer, and were in | 


the end mainly paid by him. The heavy import duty was a sufficient 
protection to the manufacturer to fix the price to the consumer high 
enough to cover all internal taxes charged to production. So that in 
that year out of $1,800,000_of taxes thus collected the manwylacturet 
who produced 420,000 tons of sugar, received $10,100,000. 

This appears from the fact that after the drawback bounties were 


paid there only remained $7,100,000 in the Treasury to the credit of | 


that account. But there is another element in this calculation. The 
whole beet-sugar tax systems of Germany, France, and Austria are 
based upon assessments upon the sugar-beet actually consumed in man- 
ufacture. This assessment is at the rate of 6 to 7} per cent. on each 
100 pounds of raw beets, this being accepted by the Government as 
the average proportion of saccharine matter in each 100 pounds of raw 
beets. 

But the result from reduction of the beets into sugar has latterly been 
an average of from 9} to 10} pounds for each 100 pounds of beets, 
an excess above the assessment of from about 2) to 34 pounds which is 
free of all tax, although undoubtedly the manufacturer makes his price 
to the home consumer the same as if every pound of sugar sold by him 
bore the tax, a price which a prohibitory tariff enables him to get, so 
that he gains by this sleight-of-hand method, recognized by the Gov- 


ernment in drawback taxes, somewhere from 20 to 40 per cent. of the | 


whole tax. In I’rance this has resulted in some years to from $35 to 
$40 per ton in the form of drawback bounty to the producer. 

jut this changeable, flexible tax system, with its drawback boun 
ties, ete., is enveloped.in mystery designedly by the governments of 
the great European beet-sugar-producing countries. 


and also on account of the contention between all of them combined 
with England, occasioned by the ability of the beet-sugar countries to 
undersell the cane-sugar provinces of England in the markets of the 
world, including the English home market, which is generally believed 
in England to be due to secret tax remissions, bounties, etc. Un- 
doubtedly there is sufficient elasticity in these laws to increase or de- 
crease the drawback bounty as the conditions of the export trade may 
demand, 

The assessment upon the beet-root before referred to can probably be 
raised above or reduced below 6 per cent. on each 100 pounds by ad- 
ministrative action,and the drawback be thus, at least, moderately in- 
creased or reduced to meet any exigency. The drawback bounty on 


export sugars in both Germany and France has in some years of the | 
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over 4 cents, according to Hunning. It would seem to be very large 

in Austria now, because the export of beet-sugar from that country 

alone to the United States, which was 4,291 tons in 1888, was 27,049 

tons in 1889, an increase of more than 600 per cent. in one year. 

It is a further fact of much significance that Austria-Hungary, 
France, and Germany were able this last year to sell in this country, 
paying ourimport duty of 2 cents a pound, 256,000 tons of sugar, which 
displaced just so much cane-sugar, because they could undersell the 

| producers thereof. Their shipments to this country have so far been 
almost, if not entirely, of raw sugars, but with all our import duties 
| swept away below 16, and greatly reduced above that, the new beet- 
| sugar factories just starting in this country can not live at all either in 
| the manufacture or refining of beet-sugar against such a competition. 

As to all sugars between 13 and 16 to be admitted free of duty, even 
with the bounty proposed by this bill there will be about three-quar- 

ters of a cent a pound less protection for these new industries than 
| there is under the existing law. In other words, as to these sugars, 
| our new manufacturers will have about 1} cents protection, as against 
2 or more cents drawback bounty for export in Austria, Germany, and 
France. This will be about three-quarters of a cent a pound of pro- 
tection transferred from our manutfactories, just beginning, to these 
| wealthy foreign manufactories which have been long established and 
| which have, beside, the cheapest labor in Europe to help them in their 
competition with us. When the treatment of this new and most prom- 
ising Western industry is compared with that of tin-plate, steel rails 
structural iron, cutlery, glassware, woolen and cotton manufactures, 
| éte., the result is not pleasant to contemplate. 

Nor does it particularly incline aSenator from a State where a strong 
and most promising commencement has been made to develop such an 
industry as I have described to vote for this report. 

Here, then, Mr. President, is a new industry, more important to our 
whole people, as I believe, than any twenty others in this country, re- 
quiring an enormous investment for every plant established; an in- 
dustry inaugurated under tariff duties wisely imposed originally for 
revenue only, and although these duties were relatively not so high as 
many others intended to be protective, nothing more was asked by 
those inaugurating this industry. All demanded was, that if these 
revenue duties should be removed, corresponding protection should be 
given through the bounty system which has been so successfully em- 
| ployed in all the countries of Europe, and under which those countries 
| have in twenty years become almost the greatest manufacturers and ex- 
} porters of sugar in the world. 

The Senator from Rhode Island fully realized the enormous impor- 
tance of this new enterprise, and the necessity forat least maintaining the 
full measure of protection afforded by the existing law. Against much 
| opposition from Senators not so well informed as he is upon the sub 
ect he arranged the sugar schedule to accomplish this result, and by 
iw unusnally strong statement to the Senate secured its adoption. 

But the conference committee has sent this bill back to us with the 
protective feature substantially eliminated, thus relegating this great 
| new industry to a competitive free-trade struggle for existence with 
the most powerful industrial organizationsin all the world, intrenched 
behind prohibitive tariffsand made invincible by flexible bounty sys 
tems maintained by four among the greatest nations on the face of the 
earth. 

Mr. President, if the conference committee found it necessary to rr 
duce the sugar duties, as proposed by the pending measure, they should 
have relatively increased the bounty on the home manufacture. When 
| reducing the duty on the polariscope test of 80 degrees to 1} cents, they at 
least should have increased it to 24 cents on all sugars above 99. ‘The 
graduation of the bounty, if made at all, should have been upwards, 
from 2 cents as the minimum, and not downwards. 

Why, sir, the surest permanent defeat of any sugar-refiners’ trust will 
he accomplished when, as in Germany, our country brings the manu 
| facture ot raw beet-sugars and their refining under a single roof ina 
| thousand prosperous factories distributing their benefits among a mill 
| ion farmers, ffoducers of beets. The most certain assurance of cheap 
| sugar will be gained when, stimulated by a proper application of the 
| doctrine of protection, growers of the sugar-beet in a score of States 
will have their sugar made at their own doors ready for the table by 
American manufacturers, to whom they will sell the raw material 
This has been accomplished by Germany, by France, and by Austria 
| It can be accomplished here. 

Mr. President, [ present a few figures showing how liberally and 
wisely some of these governments have treated this industry, and what 
an immense account they have found init. From 1485 to 1888, with 
tariff duties running from 2} to nearly 3 cents a pound, France paid 
| in drawback taxes, etc., to the sugur factories of that country $44, 800, - 
| 000. In 1852-53 she produced 7,500 tons of beet sugar. The total 

value of her beet-sugar product for each of the three years of 1873, 1574, 
| and 1875 was over $54,000,000, This required the labor of over 60,000 
| persons, exclusive of those employed in the cultivation of the beet in 
| the field. In 1889-’90she produced 700,000 tons, worth about $75, 600 
000, of which she shipped to this country 378 tons. 

Austria-Hungary in 1884 alone paid 44,000,000 florin 


| recent past exceeded 3 cents per pound. In Austria it was, in 1886, 
| 
| 
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(nearly $25,000,000, I believe), collecting in sugar taxes only 33,500,- 
000 florins (about $17,000,000) in that year, making an excess of pay- 
ments out the treasury on account of bounties of about $8,000,000 
above all receipts for taxes from that source. At the same time the 
import duties « sugar were from 34 to 4} cents a pound. Austria 
started later than France, but as early as 1869 she had reached the point 
of exporta In 1887 her product was 460,000 tons. In 1889 it was 
730,000 to Iu 1889 she exported to this country 4,291 tons, and in 
the fiscal y« 1890, 27,049 tons, 

Germany followed closely in the footsteps of France in the develop- 
mentof thisindustry. Theinspiration to the wholecontinent of Europe 
to try to prodace locally their own sugar supply came from Napoleon. 
After the of Vienna and Berlin, excluding English colonial sugars 
with allot nylish commodities from the markets of the Continent, 
the necessities of the countries affected created an imperative demand 


for the manufaciure of sugar. Napoleon took the matter up at once, 
He offered enormous inducements for the discovery of improved proces- 
ses for the manutactare of grape sugar, with quite corsiderable results. 
But in 1811 he became satisfied from the successful experiments, first 
of the illustrious chemist Achard, and afterwards from the favorable 
reports presented by Achard, Koppy, and Deyeux, that the manufact- 
ure of beet-sugar could be made a great success. He moved for its de- 
velopment with his usual vigor and determination, and two years 
later, 181%, three hundred and thirty-four small factories were in oper- 
ation in France, producing about one-half of the supply for that coun- 
try. 

A small start had also been made in Germany. Thencame the con- 
tinental wars, and the beet-sugar manufacture languished. In 1825 
almost a pew start had to be made. Germany, following France, soon 
commenced, in a moderate way, to develop the industry through the 
stimulus of liberal subsidies of one kind and another. But the great 
advance commenced about 1860, and the growth of this industry since 
that time has been enormous, Germany has now become the chiet 
sugar- producing and the largest sugar-exporting country in the world. 
She has an average tariff on imports of 3} cents a pound, and an ac- 
knowledged export bounty of 1} cents per pound, which, under the 
general system of rebates, together with the methods betore referred 
to, undoubtedly results in a net average bounty of at least 2} cents. 








Tons. Pounds. | Value 

' 
Germany produced i 

In 1876 : ine ‘ 289,400 | 648,216,000 | $32, 410, 800 

In 1886.. peienabeinidlaiaiachiaealuanest: 985, 600 | 2, 207,744,000 | 110, 387, 200 

In 1890, sine tntinteiasiemiinntiitiiaiiie eevee} 1,220,000 2, 732, 800,000 | 136, 440, 000 

She exported to the United States— } | 

eae 99,000 | 201,600,000 10, 080, 000 

Tm 1890......00s0+sccseesvesensee soseeosensseeeesaseeseee] 228,576 | 512,010,240 | 25,600,512 
The beet-sugar countries of Europe con- | 
tributed to the world’s supply of | | 
sugar | } | 

In 1887-'88 <eeeee| 2,451,950 | 5, 492,368,000 | 274, 618, 400 

In 1888-89... | 2,764, 457 | 6, 192, 383,680 | 309,619, 184 

In 1889-'90.........+ 8, 445, 000 7, 716, 800,000 | 385, 840, 000 


In the same years, in the order above given, the cane-sugar countries 
contributed— 


Tons, 
- ae wa ean nae nnn ene eee--22e----------- ~- enone ae 
Oe OI nc esas eo Giese etic tahini lily itil lini ieee ee ia 2. 35 < 
a Pins itsscsicaschistie- tiessahensnit Sritltiten te ate 2, 362, 


Thus it will be seen that the total beet-sugar production of 1889~-’90 
exceeded that of cane-sugar by 1,083,000 tons. 

We are about to join this procession with all conditions of climate 
and soil in our favor., Three years of thorough tests in several of the 
great agricultural States of the Northwest by experts who have been 
familiar with beet calture in European countries for many years have 
shown that we can produce sugar-beets possessing a larger percentage 
of saccharine matter than either of the countries I have flamed. 

Our labor of course will be much more expensive. Our farmers have 
to grow into the habit of intensive cultivation of the soil. Our new 
manufactories, therefore, can not expect to be able for a time to suc- 
cessfully compete in our own market with these great industries of 
Europe. Hence they must have a greater measure of protection than 
this conference-reported bill will give them or the effort will fail. If 
the same liberal protection given to many other home manufactures by 
the pending measure could be secured for the beet-sugar industry the 
United States inside of ten years would go to the head of the column as 
a sugar-producing country, and thus contribute more to the wealth of our 
people than is now dene by any twenty other industries that can be 
named. It would result in adiversification of agriculture which would 
enrich our farmers throughout the West, and indeed the whole country. 
It would give to our people their sugar almost as cheap as flour before 
many years. 

The great plant built this year in Nebraska at a cost of ahalf amill- 
ion dollars will not be broken down by this com ive failure to se- 
cure the proper protective legislation. But it will be maintained only 
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because our State will render the aid necessary to its maint 
Indeed, sir, Nebraska proposes to pay a bounty about as larg: 
provided by this bill under the limitations of the sugar sched 
law to this effect is already upon our statute-books. But h 
the hundred or more factories that would be distributed over t) 
agricultural States of the Northwest in the next five years if ; 
equal to that under the present law could be secured for thi 
dustry ? 

Moreover, why should the State of Nebraska, which pay 
revenue taxes annually amounting to $2,248,624.19, and wh 
in respect of these contributions to the national Treasury { 
in the whole list of States paying such taxes, and which at t 
time pays a larger percentage of the indirect taxes resulting { 
iff duties in proportion to its direct benefits therefrom than ; 
in the Union, with possibly two or three exceptions, be thus 1 
There is nothing in the whole range of protected industries t! 
all comparable with this sugar-beet industry in the promise « 
rial benefits and advantages to the whole country, and noth 
would yield a larger return for the most liberal protection if su 

Mr. President, another of the very unfortanate acts of the con 
committee, in my opinion, is the elimination from the amende:! 
passed by the Senate, of the provision providing for the establis 
of a permanent tariff commission. AsI recently stated in a s 
delivered here upon the general subject of the tariff, Iam sure t 
ation of a commission would be one of the most usefal consumm 
in our legislation. ‘Tariff adjustments should be made by non-pa 
agencies. This whole subject should be removed from party ). 
and placed within the domain of a quasi-judicial tribunal. We s 
then learn tor the first time, as I believe, whatis the actual amo 
protection needed by industries to counterbalance the increased |. 
cost abroad. 

I am convinced that we shall never ascertain these facts unt 
method is adopted. Until that time, Mr. President, our tarifis 
necessarily be monuments to the log-rolling abilities of delegations ani 
compromises between conflicting interests in which public inte: 
must often yield to private demand. Without a change in meth 
the result must be, as it now is, entirely satisfactory to but few 
unsatisfactory in the highest degree to the many. 

I quote from a speech recently delivered by me here upon the g 
eral subject of the tariff a part of the observations then presented u; 
the subject of a permanent tariff commission: 


Mr. President, I look upon these great manufacturing industries whose p: 
ucts are protected by high tariff duties, imposed at the expense of every tx 
payer, as indirectly subsidized, and that they may properly be subjecie 
governmental supervision and regulation, in respect of the proper use of | 
enormous bounty received by them from the people on some such plan as t 
adopted in the cases to which I have referred. 

A permanent commission of this character, whose whole time should be ¢ 
to the study and observation of the practical workings of our tariff laws, could 
accomplish great and most useful results. It should be composed of men 
acknowledged ability and probity, learned and experienced as economists « 
statisticians, and possessing the confidence of the country in so full a deg: 
that their findings and recommendations would be as readily accepted by Co 
gress and the country as the judgmentofa court. They should have authori! 
to determine as to inequalities in the application of the protective principle 
different industries, but especially as to those of millionaire paupers—never ; 
poor as when pleading with Congress to increase the tariff or to refrain fr 
lowering it on articles in whose production they were interested. 

The largest discretion 7 under our system of government should be 
given them to make tariff adjustments under rules and regulations to be p: 
scribed by the Secretary of the Treasury and approved by the President. They 
should be empowered to visitand personally investigate as to the conduct, | « 
methods, and all the details of the business of every protected industrial in-''- 
tution in the United States; to send for persons and papers and adminis 
oaths. They should have authority to arbitrate between employers and e:: 
ployés as to wage rates when disagreements should occur impossible of adj .-' 
ment between the parties in interest. 

They shvyuld be required to make frequent reports to the Secretary of tl 
Treasury, and through him at least once in each year to Congress, giving a fu: 
and complete history of their transactions, with recommendations for sv. 
levislation, ifany, as might be deemed necessary. The commission should | 
non-partisan, but they should be required by the law of their creation to « 
form all their acts to the protective principle as I have defined it. When somo 
such plan as this shall have been adopted by Congress the tariff question \ 
cease to disturb the business of the country and consume the time of Cong: 


In conclusion, Mr. President, I repeat what I said at the outset 
With no personal interest to subserve, bearing only in mind the St: ': 
and the section which in part I have the honor to represent, I fee! 
my duty to cast my vote against an indorsement of this conference rc 
port. I should be glad to be supported in my position by my asso 
ates and friends, from whom it is always paiaful to differ, but I mus' 
maintain my position if I am foreed to do so alone. I could have 
voted, Mr. President, as a Republican and as a protectionist for tlc 
bill as it was amended by the Senate, not because I felt it the bes! 
possible, but, perhaps, the best practicable under the cireumstance 
and one in which at least substantial concessions had been made to t/ 
needs of the West. 

I could have defended it among my people as a practical demonstr:: 
tion of the intention of a Republican Congress to deal with the sel!- 
confessed binder-twine trust which arrogantly and defiantly braved 2-- 
sault from the farmers of the West while it operated to reduce tlic 
profits on every bushel of wheat raised in the trans-Missouri country. 
I could have pointed to free binding-twine as an earnest that Repu) 
lican performance kept pace with Republican promise, and that com! 








1890. 








at 
Co ,cressional action and world-wide competition. 
| could have shown other important reductions in duties made in the 
nate which would have been worth hundreds of thousands of dollars 
,lly to the settlers of the far West, but which have disappeared 
through the compromises of the conference committee. I could hay 
nointed to satisfactory protection for the beet-sugar manufacture, an 


at ,l infant industry, in which every farmer of the West and indeed 

of the whole country is directly interested, and which in its ope ration 

would have given on our soil practical demonstration of the benefits of 

W protection in cheapening production and in diversifying indust 
With the bill as passed by this body I would not have hesitated 

go before Western Republicans and Deanecsats alike, defending my 

every vote before a tribunal of the people, standing asa Republican 


measure asa whole, howeversubject it might have been to criticism 01 
individual schedules and paragraphs. ButI can not honestly and: 
sistently indorse this conference report. It yields, as I believe, in es- 
sential features the concessions which the people cf my State have 
nded and for which as one of their representatives I have strug- 

And the only manner in which I can make my protest effective 
is by a remonstrance which ends only with 
yote indorsing the results attained. 

I must do this regardless of the consequences to myself, and in hon- 
est compliance with what I believe to be representative duty. I have 
not, sir, one penny’s worth of personal interest, past, present, or pro- 
spective, in any industry affected by this bill. All that I possess or 
hope to possess in this world is within the boundaries of Nebraska. 
Her prosperity and her fortunes are necessarily mine. I neither own, 
nor would I allow myself to own, a share of stock affected by the fluct- 
uations of Wall street, nor am I interested, directly or indirectly, in 
any certificate of any kind or nature whose value the defeat or passage 
of any act of legislation could change. 

Whatever eriticism my position may evoke from party associates or 
politieal opponents, I shall at least be acquitted in the court of my own 
conscience from the charge of disappointment at failing to secure per- 
sonal aggrandizement or trom the accusation of selfish pique at indiv id- 
ual loss. 

As I would have voted as a Republican for the bill as it passed the 
Senate, so I shall vote now as a Republican againstit. I sincerely hope 
the report will not be adopted and that a new conference may be or- 
dered upon the bill. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MCPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had agreed to the report of the 
committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendment of the Senate to the bill (TH. R. 5206) granting a pen- 
sion to Catlena Lyman. 

The message also announced that the House had disagreed to the 
amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R, 2990) for the relief of J. L. 
Cain and others; agreed to the conference asked by the Senate on the 
disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. 
Srmonps, Mr. CULBERTSON of Pennsylvania, and Mr. Srone of Ken- 
tucky managers at the conference on the part of the House. 

The message further announced that the House had passed the fol- 
lowing bills: 

A bill (S. 270) for the relief of the assignees of John Roach, deceased ; 

A bill (8. 2212) relative to the Rancho Punta de la Laguna; 

A bill (8. 3269) for the relief of the administratrix of the estate of 
George W. Lawrence; 

A bill (S. 125) tor the relief of Reaney, Son & Archbold: 

A bill (S. 728) in recognition of the merits and services of Chief En- 
gineer George Wallace Melville, United States Navy, and of the other 
officers and men of the‘Jeannette Arctic expedition; 

A bill (8S. 968) for the relief of Amos L. Allen, survivor of the firm 
of Larrabee & Allen; 

A hill (5. 2916) to remit the penalties on gunboat No. 2, known as 
the Petrel; 


dem 
gled. 


hea 


the consummation of th¢ 


A bill (8. 4021) to authorize the commissioners of the District of 


Columbia to annul and cancel the subdivision of part of square 112, 
known as Cooke Park; 

A bill (8.4221) to confirm certain sales of the Kansas trust 
diminished reserve lands in the State of Kansas ; 

A bill (S. 4354) to refer to the Court of Claims certain claims of the 
Shawnee and Delaware Indians and the freedmen of the Cherokee Na- 
tion, and for other purposes ; 

A bill (8. 4395) to authorize the construction of a bridge across the 
Missouri River at some accessible point in Boone County, im the State of 
Missouri ; 

A bill is. 4396) enthovising the construction of a bridge across the 
Osage River at some accessible point in the county of Benton, in the 
State of Missouri; 

A bill (S. 4403) ‘to provide an American register for the steamer Josepii 
Oteri, Jr., of New Orleans, La. : 

A bill (S. 4405) to authorize the construction of a bridge across the 
Missouri River at the most accessible point within 1 mile above or 


and 


nd a protectionist and advising concurrence and indorsement of the | 
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tions to advance prices would be hereafter met with the threat of below the town 
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TI e message further announce d that the Speaker of the House had 
gned the following enrolled |} and joint resolutions; and they were 
the reupon igned by the V cond resident 
A bill (S. 181) for the relief of the estate of Thomas Niles, de 
A bill (S. $35) granting a pension to Malinda Collins; 
A bill (S. 573) granting an increase of pension to Mark I’. Carte 
A bill S. 792) granting a pension to Martha J. Dodge 
4 bill (S. 987) granting a pension to Mary L. Miller; 
A bill (S. 1040) granting a pension to Thomas H. Wilkerson; 
\ bill (S. 1812) granting an inc ‘tease of pension to Emily F. Warren; 
\ bill (S. 1971) for the relief of William Clawson; 
\ bill (S. 2531) granting an increase of pension to Benjamin T. Bake 
A bill is. 2574) granting a pension to Benjamin F. Brown 
\ bill (S. 2575) granting an increase of pension to Margaret Flaherty 
A bill (S. 3159) granting a pension to Albert P. Davis; 
A bill (S. 3254) granting a pension to Harriet B. Hamilton 
A bill (S. 3275) granting a pension to John William Cable 
A bill (S. 3543) granting a pension to Salina B. Merrick 
A bill (S. 3649) granting an increase of pension to Katherine VW 
Howell; 
A bill (S. 3760) granting a pension to J. Seaton Kelso; 
A bill (S. 4046) granting a pension to William Norwood; 
A bill (S. 4011) to authorize the Canaveral and South Florida Rail 


road Company to construct and maintain a bridge across the Indi 
River and one across the Banana River, both in the State of Florid 
and to establish the same in each case as a post-road; 

A bill (S. 4061) for the relief of William J. Martin; 

A bill (8S. 4074) to provide an American register for the bark ¢ 
panero, of Baltimore, Md. ; 

A bill (S. 2805) to provide for the disposal of the Old Fort Lyon and 
Fort Lyon and Pagosa Springs military reservations, in the State of 
Colorado, to actual settlers under the provisions of the homestead | 

A bill (S. 3798) to authorize the Mobile, Jackson and Kansas 
Railroad Company to cross certain rivers in the State of Mississippi 

4 bill (S. 3801) authorizing the use of the Louisville and Portland 
Canal hasin on certain conditions; 

A bill (S. 3830) to prohibit book-making of any kind and pool-sellin 
in the Di strict of Columbia for the purpose of gaming; 


! 
ill 


am- 


LwF 


A bill (S. 4297) to authorize the Seneca Nation of New York In- 
dians to lease lands within the Ca attaraugus and Allegany reserva 
tions, and to confirm existing leases 


A bill (S. 4322) to authorize the construction of a bridge across the 
Kentucky River and its age by the Louisville, Covington and 
Cincinnati Railway Company, — Carrollton and Louisville Railroad 
Company, and the Westport, Carrollton and Covington Railway Com- 
pany, and their assigns; 

A bill (S. ¢ ) to authorize the building of a bridge at Dardanelle 
“an ., across the Arkansas River; 

A bill (S. 473) for the relief of the Portland Company, of tland, 
Me.: 

A bill (5. 497) to provide for the sale of certain York Indian 
lands in Kansas; 

A bill (S. 1187) for the relief of the Washington Iron Works: 

A bill (S. 1195) for the relief of Snowdon & Mason; 


A bill (S. 1840) granting a es to Sallie Douglass Hartranft; 

A bill (S. 3852) to authorize the Eagle Pass Water Supply Company 
and the Compafifa Prov sullen de Agnas de Ciudad Porfirio Diaz to 
connect their water-works communications across the Rio Grande 
River at Eagle Pass, Tex.; 

A bill (8. 3895) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to establish a rail- 
way bridge across the Illinois River, extending from a point within 5 
miles of Columbiana, in Greene ¢ ‘ounty, to a point within 5 miles of 
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Farrowtown, in Calhoun County, in the State of Dlinois,’’ approved 
March 3, 1883; 

A bill 3996) to repeal sections ‘ 
of the United States; 

Joint resolution (8. R.95) to surrender certain bonds, drafts, and 
other papers in the Department of State to Robert 8. Hargous, admin- 
istrator of Louis 8S. Hargous, deceased; and 

Joint resolution (S. R. 123) to enable the commission having charge 
of the preparation and erection of the statue, with suitable emblematic 
devices thereon, on one of the public reservations in the city of Wash- 
ington, to the memory of General Lafayette and his compatriots, to | 
execute the purpose expressed in the concurrent resolution adopted by | 
the two Houses of Congress on the 28th day of August, 1890. 


8, 3952 and 3953 of Revised Statutes | 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. GIBSON introduced a bill (S. 4446) to repair and build the levees 
on the Mississippi River, to improve its navigation, to afford ease and 
safety to its commerce, and to prevent destructive floods; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4447) to authorize the New Orleans 
Terminal Railway and Bridge Company to construct, operate, and 
maintain a bridge, and all the necessary approaches thereto, over the 
Mississippi River above the city of New Orleans, State of Louisiana, on 
the left bank of the Mississippi River to the opposite bank in said State; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 


PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. Pru- 
DEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had, on the 
27th instant, approved and signed the following acts: 

An act (8S. 3851) to authorize the Texas-Mexican Electric Light and 
Power Company to erect wires across the Rio Grande River at Eagle 
Pass, Tex. ; 

An act (S. 1696) for the relief of Asher W. Foster; 

An act (S. 3191) for the relief of Albert Shell; 

An act (S, 2597) to remove the charge of desertion from the military 
record of William 8. Bennett; 

An act (S. 2750) to remove the charge of desertion against Almon 
R. Tobey; 

An act (S. 1454) correcting the military history of David A. 
hurst; 

An act (8. 2086) to correct the military record of John Hinsmanp, 
late of Company G, Eleventh Regiment, Kentucky Cavalry; 

(n act (S. 3560) granting an honorable discharge to Almon Wetmore; 

(n act (S. 4233) granting a pension to Jessie Benton Frémont; 

\n act (S. 3711) granting a pension to Ellen M. McClellan; 

\n act (8. 3257) granting g pension to Mary Crook, widow of George 
Crook, late a major-general in the United States Army; 

\n act | for the relief of Bessie 8. Gilmore; 


Park- 


=. « 


\n act (S. 4375) to provide an American register for the steam-ship 


G. W. Jones, of New York; and 

\n act (S. 4) authorizing, the establishing of a public park in the 
District of Columbia. 

fhe message also announced that the President had this day ap- 


proved and signed the following acts: 

An act (S. 2781) to forfeit certain lands heretofore granted for the 
purpose of aiding in the construction of railroads, and for other pur- 
poses , 

An act (8. 1037) authorizing the placing of the name of James M. 
Williams upon the retired-list of the United States Army, with the 
rank of captain of cavalry; and 


An act (S. 1636) for the relief of certain officers on the retired-list of 


the Army. 


INTERNATIONAL AMERICAN CONFERENCE, 


Mr. FRYE submitted the following concurrent resolution; 
was referred to the Committee on Printing: 


which 


ale (the House of Representatives concurring), That there be 
ted 10,000 extra copies of the reports of committees and discussions thereon, 


lved by the Se 
pr 7] 
of the International American Conference; 
the Senate, 4,000 for the use of the House, and 4,000 for distribution by the State 
Depar 


ment 


WITHDRAWAL Ol 


On motion of Mr. FRYE, 


Ordered, That Amos I. Allen bave leave to withdraw the papers on file in the 
laim of Larrabee & Allen, or Amos L. Allen, surviving partner of Larrabee & 
Allen, a favorable report having been made in the case, and the bill reported 
having passed both Houses, 


PAVERS. 


it was 


REPORT PACIFIC RALLROADS. 
Mr. FRYE submitted the following resolution; which was consid- 
ered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 
Resolved by the Senate, That the Secretary of the Interior be directed to trans- 
mit to the Senate the 
Railroads 


OF GOVERNMENT DIRECTORS OF 


FINAT 
ESIDENT. 


ADJOURNMENT. 


The VICE-PR The Chair lays before the Senate a con- 
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2,000 of which shall be for the use of 


last report of the Government directors of the Pacific 
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current resolution from the House of Representatives, which wi!) h. 
read. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That the }’:> 
| eons of the Senate and the Speaker of the House of Representatives d ec 
their respective Houses adjourned without day on Tuesday, the 40th « 
September, at 2 o'clock p. m. 


Mr. ALDRICH. 
mittee on Finance. 
The motion was agreed to. 


PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 


Mr. HOAR. I ask unanimous consent to have cousidered a 
— the resolution which was reported by me from the Committee 0; 
Privileges and Elections. 
Mr. COCKRELL, I rise to a privileged question, which | ¢ 
ought to be settled in advance of that, and that is the conferenc: 
port on Senate bill 3716, which will only take a few minutes. [( js 
important that the report should be considered now in order that the 
bill may be got to the President. The other House has agreed t 
conference report. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will lay before the Senate th, i 
report of the committee of conference, which will be read. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Ho: 
the amendment of the House to the bill (S. 3716) to provide for the exami 
of certain officers of the Army and to regulate promotions therein, havin; 
after full and free conference have agreed to recommend and do recomn 
their respective Houses as follows: 
That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the I! 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Strike out from th: 
text of the bill all after the words *‘ And provided further,"’ in line 22 of page rf 
and in lieu thereof insert: Dy 
* That the examination of officers appointed in the Army from civil | 
of officers who were officers of volunteers only, or were officers of the m 
of the several States called into the service of the United Staves, or were « 
listed men in the regular or volunteer service, either in the Army, Navy, « 
Marine Corps cates the war of the rebellion, shall be conducted by boards 
composed entirely of officers who were appointed from civil life or of offi 
who were officers of volunteers only during said war; and such examina‘ 
shall relate to fitness for practical service and not to technical and scien! 
knowledge; and in case of failure ofany such officer on the re-examination |; 
inbefore provided for, he shall be placed upon the retired-list of the Army, and 
no act now in force shall be soconstrued as to limit or restrict the retirement 
officers as herein provided for.”’ 
That the House agree to the bill as amended. 
JOS. R. HAWLEY, 
CHARLES F. MANDERSON, 
F. M, COCKRELL, “f 
Managers on the partof the Sei: 


B. M. CUTCHEON, 

E. 8. OSBORNE, 

JOS. WHEELER, 

i Managers on the part of the Ti: 

| The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on concurring in the 
| port ot the conference committee. 

The report was concurred in. 


IT move the reference of the resolution to the ‘ 


“ 


j 
i 
_COMPENSATION OF SENATORS FROM THE NEW STATES. 

Mr. HOAR. I now ask that the resolution I referred to awhile ax 

may be taken up. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Theresolution will be read. 


| The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That in the judgment of the Senate the Senators from the new 
admitted States of North Dakota, South Dakota, Montana, and Washing! 
are entitled to receive their compensation as Senators from the date of the 
mission of their States. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
| eration of the resolution? 

Mr.COCKRELL, If that resolution is to be considered at this tim: 
I should like to hear some explanation, before it is taken up, as to thi 
ground on which such action is based. 

Mr. HOAR. The committee has submitted a report in connecti 
with the resolution, but I can state the substance of it. The Senat: 
ot course, remembers the phraseology of the statute, which is simp! 
that Senators shall be compensated at a certain rate per year. ‘I! 
precedents have been examined by the committee, or rather they ha 
been collected in the Secretary’soffice, and the large preponderance « 
the precedents is in favor of paying Senators from the time of the ad 
mission of their States, and that will take them back in this case 
the 10th of October last. Of course the alternative would be to po 
them from the time they were sworn in or trom the beginning of t) 
Congress, without regard to their States being then in existence. 

There have been one or two instances in which they were paid ir 
the beginning of the Congress. One was in the case of California, a: 
the other in the case of one of the Northwestern States, but in both « 
those cases there was a strife over the admission of the States; t!: 
Senators had been elected long before the admission of the Statc, 
were in attendance urging the admission of the State as well as the: 
own admission. With those exceptions, all of the precedents for for! 
years give the Senator compensation from the time his State is ad 
mitted. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let me puta question right there to the Senato: 
if it will not disturb him. 








Is there objection to the present cous 
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Mr. HOAR. All these Senators were chosen within a day or two | 


of the admission of the States 


Mr. COCKRELL, The point I wanted to ask about was whether | 


in any of these cases pay was allowed prior to the actual election of 
the Senator. 

Mr. HUAR. Yes, always. It is supposed that they have to doa 
ereat deal of work, which accumulates in the case oi a new State, and 
they have quite as much to do as other Senators, The Senators trom 
New Hampshire are chosen in every instance two or three months af- 
ter the beginning of the Senatorial term and the pay of the Senator 
dates back, unless there has been a predecessor appointed by the gov- 
ernor. It has been the universal rule that a Senator’s pay dates back 
to the beginning of the term for which he serves, although he was 
elected later. That is the precedent in both Houses. 

In the case of the Senators from Colorado, and I think one or two 
others, they were only paid from the time they were actually sworn in. 

(here is a precedent cited in a report of the Judiciary Committee by 
Mr. Trumbull in the case of Minnesota, I[ think, although I do net re- 
member which State it is now, a careful report, where that doctrine 
was adopted. I think there is no doubt about the correctness of the 

srinciple laid down. 

Mr. BLAIR. I wish tosay that the citation of the case of New 
Hampshire is inaccurate, because there was always a Senator appointed 
to fill the inferim. 

Mr. HOAR. That is true. 

Mr. BLAIR. But this may be true, and I presume is true, and it 
would corroborate the Senator’s position, that from the beyioning of the 
Government down to avery recent period our Kepresentatives were never 
chosen until a few days a:ter the actual commencement of Congress, I 
think in those instances it was the uniform practice to pay them {rom 
the commencement of the Congress—Representatives, I mean, not Sen- 
ators. 

Mr. HOAR. I was about to refer to the New Hampshire and Mis- 
sissippi Representatives. 

Mr. BLAIR, Of course this is governed by the same principle. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the reso- 
lution reported by the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar}. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

Mr. HOAR, The report is not very long, and I ask that it may be 
printed in the Recorp, if there be no objection. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let it be printed also as a separate document. 

Mr. HOAR. It will be printed as a separate document. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The report will be printed as a separate 
document and also in the RecorD, if there be no objection. The Chair 
hears none, ” 

The report is as follows: 


The Committee on Privileges and Elections, to whom was referred the fol- 
lowing resolution of the Seu .te, have considered the same and respectfully re- 
port: ; 

“In THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES, June 23, 1890, 

** Resolved, That the Committee on Privileges und Elections be, and they are 
hereby, directed io inquire as to the date on which, under the law and prece- 
dent of the case, the salaries of the Senators from the States of Montana, Wash. 
ington, and North and South Dakota, respectively, began, and report their con- 
clusions to the Senate." 

The question arises under the following sections of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States. 

“sec. 55. Each Senator, Representative,and Delegate is entitled toa salary 
(except as to the Speaker) of $7,500 a year.”’ 

(Act of January 20, 1474, reduced the pay of Senators, etc., to $5,000 each 

“Sec, 49. When any person who has been elected a Member of or Delegate 
in Congress dies after the commencement of the Congressto which he has been 
elected, his salary shall be com puted and paid to his widow, or if no widow sur- 
vives him, to his heirs at law, for the period that has elapsel from the com- 
mencement of such Congress, or from tie last payment received by him to the 
time of his death, at the rate of $7.500a year, with any traveling expenses re- 
maining due for actually going to or returning from any session of Congress." 

(See also act of January 20, 1874, reducing pay to $5.00.) 

The Secretary of the Senate has collected the precedents bearing on the sub- 
ject for the past forty years, which will be found in Appendix A. 

It appears from these precedents that the first Senators from California re- 
ceived their per diem from February 13, 1550, although their State was not ad- 
miited until September ¥, 1850, and they did not take their seats until Septem- 
ber 20, 1850, ° 

The first Senators from Minnesota, which was admitted to the Union May 11, 
1358, received their pay trom the begiuning of the session in the previous De 
cember, although they did not take their seats until May 12, 15s. 

The first Senators froni Oregon and Nevada received their pay from the time 
they took their oaths of office, although their States had been previously ad 
mitted to the Union and they had been previously elected and a considerable 
portion of the session had elapsed. 

The first Senxtors from Kansas and West Virginia, which States were ad 
mitted before the beginning of the session at which the Senators took their 
eeats, were paid from the beginning of that session, although they were not 
slected or admitted to their seats until afterward. 

The first Senators from Nebraska were qualified March 4, 1867, at the bx 
ning of the Congress. and were paid from that day. 

The first Senators from Co! orado, which was admitted into the Union August 
1, 1876, were elected November 14,1876, took their seats December 4, 1876, and 
were paid from that day. 

In the case of the Senators from Minnesota, Mr. Bayard, from the Committee 
on the Judiciary, to whom the matter was referred, reported as the opinion of 
that committee that the Senators were entitled to compensation only from the 





gin- 


date of the admission of their State. But tht Senate twice passed a joint reso 
lution directing them to be paid from the beginning of the session. This reso- 
lution did nut pass the House; the ~enate, therefore, at a subsequent session, 


ordered such payment to be made from its contingent fu:id. 
A question similar in prine’ple has arisen in regard to Senators from States 
whose representation in Congress .was interrupted during the rebellion and 
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which after the rebellion were not readmitted till the passage of an act of ¢ 
gress declaring them entitled to repr 


esentation rhis question was reterred to 




















the Committee on the Judiciary in the case of the Senators irom Virginia, w 
reported as follows 

Tne Committee on the Jud iry.to whom was referred the letter of the Sex 
retary as to the date when the compensation of Hon. J. W. Johnsou and Hon. J 
F, Lewis, Senators from the State of Virginia, should comuence, beg sve to 
report: 

* Phat they regard the principle of the question submitted by the retary 
as settied by the Senate on the 2th of J sun, by the yption of a resolution 
directing the Secreta » pay the Seuaturs mith tate Arkansas frorm tl 
22d day of June, 1X68, and e Senators f n F da, North Carolina, South 
Carolina, and Louisiana from the 25th of June, 1868, i 1e dates wh said 
Siates were by law respectively declared entitled torepresentation im Congress 
They therefore recomme.d for adoption the following resolution 

** Resolved, That the Secretary be directed to pay the Senators from t State 
of Virginia the compensation allowed by law from the 26th day of J lary 
1870, the date of the act declaring said State entitled to representation tu 
Congress of the United States.”’ 

In pursuance of this recommic ndation, the Senate passc ithe resolution pr 
posed by the committee. The following-named Senators, also, we aid fr 
the date of the admission of their States, respective!) 

Senators McDonald and B. F. Rice, of Arkansas, 

Senators Osborn and Welch, of Florida 

Senators Pool and Abbott, of North Carolina 

Senators Robertson and Sawyer, of South Carolin 

Senators Kellogg and Harris, of Louisiana 

Senators Lewis and Johnson, of Virginia 

It thus appears that the great weight of the precedents is in favor of t } 
ment of Senators from the date of the admission of their States rhe except 
in the two cases of California and Minnesota were doubtiess oceasioned by t 
fuct that those States were organized and had appointed Senators be t 
were admitted, and thatthe gentlemen elected had been in attendarnse urg 
the admission of their States, which was delaved by Congress. 

We theretore reccommend the passage of the following resolution 

Resolved, That the Senators from the States of Nor Dakota, Sou I 
Montana, and Washington are entitied to their compensation froin ¢ 
when those States, respectively, were admitted into the I yn 

APPENDIX A, 

California admitted into the Union September 9, 1850. Two Senators were 
elected December 20, 1549, and were qualilied September 10, ! ) Phe received 
their pay from February 13, 1850. 


»”> 


Che statute of January 22, Isls, was then in force, which provided for a per 
diem compensation of $3 a day each day “he has atteuded or shall attend,” and 

that the said compensation which shall be due to the members of the Senat 
shall be certified bythe President thereof This last provision was interpreted 
by the actof September 30, Ls5u,to make the certificate of the presidin 
final and conclusive. 

Oregon was admitted into the Union February 14. 18" I'wo Senators were 


rx ofticer 


elected, one January 13, 1859, the other July 1, 1858; both qualified February 14 
1859, and received tieir pay from the same day 

Kansas was admitted January 29, 186! [T'wo Senators were elected April 4 
1461, qualified July 4, 1861, and paid from March 4, Ls6! 

West Virvinia was admitted December 31, 162 [lwo Senators vere clected 


Aucust 4. 1563, qualified December 7, 1863, and paid from March 4, 1863 
Nevada was admitted October 31, 1864. Two Senators 
cember 15 and one December 16, 1864; both were qua 
paid from same day. 
Minnesota admitted May 11, 1858, Two Senators elected December 19, 1857 
qualified May 12,1%58. Paid from the commencement of the session at whic 
the State was admitted. 


vere elected one De 


d February 1, 1865, and 





(Judiciary Committee reported that they should be paid from date of udmi 
sion.) 

During this period, 1859-1865, the statute of August 1856, was in for Phat 
the compensation of each Senator, etc., shall be 36.000 for each Conwress, and 
mileage as now provided, etc,, to be paid in manner following, to wit: On the 
first day of each session each Senator, ete., shall receive his mileage for one 
session, and on the firstday of each month thereafter during such session com 
pensation at the rate of $3,000 per annum during the continuance of such ses 
sion, and at the end of such session he shall reeeive the residue of his salar 
due to him at such time at the rate aforesaid still unpaid 

In case of death of any Senator before the first session of Congress, he shall 


receive neither compensation nor mileage In the event of death after the com 





menecement of the first session, a Senator's repres atives sha!l be entitled ¢ 
receive so much of his compensation, computed at the rate of $5,000 ; 
num, as he may not have received 

Nebraska admitted March 1, 1867 Two Senators w<« elected July il 
qualified March 4, 1867,and paid from the same da 

rhe act of July 28, 1866, was then in force: ‘** The compensation of each S« 
ator, ete., shal! be $5,000 per annum, to be computed from the first day of t 
present Congress.” 

Colorado admitted August 1, 1876. Two Senators were elected Novembe1 


1876, qualitied December 4, 1876, and to 
December 4, 1876. 


k their seats and received their pay from 


The law of January 20, 1874, was then in for which repealed the act ! 
providing for the increase of salaries of Senators, ‘and th es, compensa 
tion, and allowances of all said persons, e »pt as aforesaid mull be fixed b 


the laws in force at the time of the passage of said 
MARTHA N. Hi 
Mr. DAVIS. 1 ask the Chair to |: 
of the House of Representatives for the return of a Senate bill. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT laid betore the senate the request of the 
House of Representatives to return to the House the bill (8. 3431 


Ly belore the 


| granting a pension to Martha N. Hudson. 


Mr. DAVIS. I move that the bill be retur it to the H 
resentatives as requested. 
The motion was agreed to. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSI 
A message from the House of Representativ by Mr. McPHERSO 


its Clerk, announced that the House had non-concurred in the amend 
ments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 8019) to provide for the dispos 
of the abandoned Fort Ellis military reservationin Montana under tl 
homestead law, and for other purposes, agreed to the conterence asked 
hy the Senate on the disagreeiug votes of the two Houses thereon, : 
had appointed Mr. Kinsey, Mr. LANHAM, and Mr. Carrek man 
agers at the cormerence on the part of the House 


































































































































10674 


The message also announced that the House had non-concurred in the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 10639) te amend section 2, 
act of May 30, 1862, asked tor a conference with the Senate on the dis- 
agreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. Pay- 
son, Mr. Turner of Kansas, and Mr. HoLMAN managers at the con- 
ference on the part of the House. 

The message further announced that the House had passed a bill (H. 
It, 10475) to prevent desecration of the United States flag; in which it 
requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

SERGEANT-AT-AEMBS. 

Mr. ALLISON. A day or two since the bill (H. R. 11928) defining 
certain duties of the Sergeant-at-Arms of the House of Representatives, 
and for other purposes, was referred to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions. It relates wholly to the Sergeant-at-Arms of the House of Kep- 
resentatives, and I am informed by members of the House that it is 
important to the convenience of that body that the bill should be passed 
now. Sol reportit back from the Committee on Appropriations with- 
out amendment, and I ask that it may be considered at this time. It 
will take but a moment. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment. 

Mr. MORGAN. I desire to hear the first section read again. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The first section will be again read. 

The Chief Clerk read section 1, as follows: 


NOUSE 


$$$ 


That it shall be the duty of the Sergeant-at-Arms of the House of Representa- 
tives to attend the House during its sittings, to maintain order under the direc- 
tion of the Speaker; and, pending the election of a Speaker or Speaker pro tem- 
pore, under the direction of the Clerk, execute the commands of the House and 
all processes issued by authority thereof, directed to him by the Speaker, keep 
the accounts fur the pay and mileage of Members and Delegates, and pay them 
as provided by law. 


Mr. ALLISON. I will say to the Senator from Alabama that the 
iirst and second sections are a mere repetition of the present rules of 
the House, and the allusion to the Secretary of the Senate is the ex- 
isting law as respects the Senate, so that there is no change in that re- 
gard. 

Mr. MORGAN, Does this bill change the mileage pay of Senators 
from December to June or July ? 

Mr. ALLISON. There is no change whatever in any sense, except 
the fiscal year begins with Senators and Members now on the 3d of 
July, instead of the Ist, and that is the rule of the Senate at present. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and 
passed, 

CONSIDERATION OF 


Mr. SAWYER. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of private pension bills on the Calendar which are not objected to. 

Mr. A’. DKICH. I suggest to the Senator that he ask unanimous 
consent that the conference report on the tariff bill may be laid aside 
informally for that purpose. 

Mr.SAWYER. Very well. I ask unanimous consent that the con- 
ference report may be laid aside informally, in order that the Senate 
may proceed to the consideration of private pension bills on the Calen- 
dar, 3 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of the 
Senator from Wisconsin that the conference report on the tariff bill be 
laid aside informally for the consideration of private pension bills? 
The Chair hears none. 


PENSION BILLS. 


ee 


JULIA W. FREEMAN. 

The bill (H. R. 2420) granting a pension to Julia W. Freeman was 
considered as in Committee ofthe Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-rol] the name of Julia W. Freeman, a resident of Marshall, 
Mich., at $12 per month, on ac ount of disability resulting trom 
disease contracted while serving as a hospital nurse during the war of 
ihe rebellion, 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 





a third reading, read the third time, and passed. } 
MRS. MARY J. SANDERS, | 
The bill (H. R. 6148) granting a pension te Mrs. Mary J. Sanders, 


the widow of Thomas A. Sanders, who was a scout in the service of the 
United States Army in the war of the rebellion, was considered as in 
Committee of the Whoie. It proposes to place on the pension-roll the 
name of Mrs. Mary J. Sanders, the widow of Thomas A. Sanders, who 
was a scout in the service of the United States Army during the war 
of the rebellion, 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


DANIEL P. ROBERTS. 


The bill (H. 8. 10898) to inerease the pension of Daniel P. Roberts, 
late a second lieutenant in Company F ef the Third Regiment of Mis- 
souri Volunteers in the war with Mexico, was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. It proposes to increase the pension of Daniel P. 
Roberts, late a second lieutenant in Company F of the Third Regiment 
of Missouri Volunteers in the war with Mexico, to $20aper month. 
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The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


EDWIN REEDER. 


The bill (H.R. 11171) granting an increase of pension to Ed 
Reeder, late a member of Company A, First Tennessee Infantry, in | 
war with Mexico, was considered as in Committee of the Whol: 
proposes to increase the pension of Edwin Reeder, late a membe: 
Company A of the First Tennessee Iniantry in the war with Mex 
to $20 per month, in lieu of the pension of $8 per month which | 
now drawing. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, orde: 

a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JOHANNA WILLOTH, 


The bill (S. 3586) for the relief of Johanna Willoth was consi: 
as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with am 
ments, in line 7, alter the word ‘‘Company,’’ to strike out the le 
“K ”? and insert “‘G;’’ and in line 8, at the end of the bill to add 
the rate of $17 per month;’’ so as tomake the bill read: 

Be it enacted, elc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, au 
ized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions ; 
limitations of the pension law, the name of Johanna Willoth, widow of | 
Willoth, late first lieutenant Company G, Fifty-fourth Regiment New York 
fantry, at the rate of $17 per month. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the am: 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
third time, and passed. 


JOHN K. HUMMER. 


The bill (S. 3438) for the relief of John K. Hummer was conside: 
as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 7, before the word ‘‘dollars,’’ tostrike out ‘‘ twent 
tour’’ and insert ‘‘ tsvelve;’’ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the interior be, and he is hereby, 
thorized and directed to place on the pensfon-roll the name of John K. Huw 
mer, late a private in Company G, Ninth Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and 1! 
he be granted a pension of $12 per month. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend men 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read t! 
thirdstime, and passed. 

JOHN SPEECH. 


The bill (S. 1677) granting a pension to John Speech, private Con 
pany B, One hundred and twenty-first United States Colored Infantr) 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, at the end of the bill to add the words ‘‘at the rate o! 
$12 per month;’’ so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of John Speec!) 
late private of Company B, One hundred and twenty-first United States Colored 
Infantry, subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, at th: 
rate of $12 per month. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate ac amended, and the amendmen! 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. ~ 


MBS. SARAH A. ASPOLD. 


The bill (S. 2761) granting a pension to Mrs. Sarah A. Aspold w 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 9, after the word ‘‘ month,’’ to strike out *‘ from 
the date of the’death of her deceased husband, the said Edward As 
pold;’’ so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Seeretary ofthe Interior be, and he is hereby, au 
thorized and directed to cause the name of Mrs. Sarah A. Aspold, of Annapo!ls 
Md., widow of Edward Aspold, late a first assistant engineer in the United 
States revenue marine service, deceased, to be placed upon the pension-rol!s 
subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, and pay her a pen 
sion of $25 per month. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in, 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

ADALINE L. MILLER. 

The bill (S. 3258) granting a pension to Adaline L. Miller was con 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 5, before the word “* dollars,’’ to strike out ‘‘twenty- 
five ’’ and insert ‘‘twelve;’’ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au 





thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, at the rate of $12 per month, 


the name of Adaline L. Miller, late a nurse in the United States hospitals dur 
ine the war of the rebellion. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. ' | 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

THOMAS RICHARDSON. 


The bill (8. 4416) granting a pension to Thomas Richardson was con- 
sidered asin Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Thomas Richardson, late a private in Conffany 
B, Seventeenth Regiment [illinois Volunteers, at $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MIRA BALDWIN. 

he bill (H. R. 8700) granting a pension to Mira Baldwin was consid- 
ered asin Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Mira Baldwin, widow of Pollard Baldwin, who 
enlisted in Captain Bradley’s company, Third United States Infantry, 
on the 6th of March, 1820, and to pay her a pension of $20 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and pussed. 

AMOS GILBERT. 

The bill (S. 2808) for the relief of Amos Gilbert was considered asin 
Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 10, to fill the blank after the words ‘‘ at the rate 
of’’ by inserting ‘‘ twenty-five;’’ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc,, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, di- 
rected to place upon the pension-rolis the name of Amos Gilbert, of New Haven, 
Conn., who served as an enlisted seaman in the Navy of the United States, and 
was discharged on the 13th day of July, 1842, and who, while in the service, cori- 
tracted disabilities from which he has never recovered, and to pay him a pen- 
sion at the rate of $25 a month. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

MRS. ESTHER BOONE. 

The bill (S. 2047) granting a pension to Mrs, Esther J, Boone was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Mrs. Esther J. Boone, of Lincoln, Nebr., who 
served as a hospital nurse and sanitary agent from 1462 to the close of 
the war of the rebellion, and to pay hera pension of $12 a month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ISAAC N. JACOBS, 

The hill (H. R. 10985) granting a pension to Isaac N. Jacobs was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place upon 
the pension-roll the nameof Isaac N. Jacobs, fatherof John W. Jacobs, 
of Company D, Thirteenth Iowa Infantry Volunteers, at $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


E. T. HANLON, 


J. 


lon was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place 
on the pension-roli the name of E. T. Hanlon, late of Company E, 
Fifty-second Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, at $50 a month, in 
lieu of the pension he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

SARAH E, PALMER. 

The bill (H. R. 1117) granting a pension to Sarah E. Palmer was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place the name 
of Sarah E. Palmer, an army nurse, of Dover, Me., upon the pension- 
roll and to pay her a pension of $12 per month, 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordere 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

THEODORE L. ALEXANDER. 

The bill (H. R. 9225) granting a pension to Theodore L. Alexander 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to pluce 
upon the pension-roll the name of Theodore L. Alexander, late a team- 
ster in the quartermascer’s service in the war with Mexico, in consid- 
eration of his taking arms and actually participating in the battles re- 
sulting from the defense of Fort Puebla against the assanits of the 
Mexican forces, in obedience to the orders of his commanding officer. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, ’nd passed. 


LOVEY ALDRICH. 


ito 


The bill (H. R. 9736) granting an increase of pension to Lovey Ald- | 


rich was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to in- 


| 


| 
} 
| 
i 
| 
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The bill (H. R. 9436) granting an increase of pension to E. T. Han- | 


crease the pension of Lovey Aldrich, widow of Taylor Clark, who s l 
as a soldier inthe Light Infantry of w Hampshire in the v 
1812, and also widow of Cal Aldrich. of tl Rhode Island | 
war of 1776, to the 1 of $30 per month, in lien the pension now 
drawn by her. 
| The bill was reported to the § without ar ) 
a third reading, read the third t 1 passed 
NK 
The bill (H.R. 2428) granting a pension to Em Onderdo was 
considered as in ¢ mitteeofthe Whole. It prop to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Emily Onderdonk, a resident of Battle Creek, 
Mich., at $12 per month, on account of disability resulting from disea 
contracted while serving as a hospital nurse during the war of th 
bellion. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passe 
HANNAH WINNEY. 


Che bill (H. R. 7149) granting a pension to Hannah E. Winney was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 


It proposes to piace upon 
} : ? * sail sh al I ; 
the invalid pension-roll, at $8 a month, the 


name of Hannah FE, Win- 
ney, widow of James P. Winney, of the United States Marine 


Corps 
war with Mexico. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and pass¢ 
JOHN FROHLIN. 
The bill (H. R. 8519) granting a pension to John Frohlin was con- 


sidered as in Committee of the Whole, 
pension-roll the name of John Frohlin, 
First Regiment Ohio Light Artillery, at $30 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendm 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


It proposes to place on the 
late a private in Company I, 
¢ 


lered to 


t, OI 


PUBLIC PARK AT CHATTANOOGA rENN. 


Mr. BATE. As we have now reached Order of Business 2109, I should 
like very much to have the consent of the Senate to have that disposed 
of. There will not be a particle sion in relation to it. 
agreed to by the Secretary of War and every one concerned 
no objection to it from any quarter 


of discu 


It is 
There is 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of the 
Senator from Tennessee ? 

Mr. SAWYER. What is the request of the Senator ? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. For theconsideration ofa joint resolution 


the title of which will be stated. 

The Cater CLERK. A joint resolution (H. Res. 169) authorizin; 
the use of a portion of the United States military reservation at Chat 
tanooga for a public park by the city of Chattanooga, Ti 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there 
eration of the joint resolution ? 

There being no objection, the Senate 
proceeded to consider the joint re 

Mr. HAWLEY. 


r 


no. 


objection to the present consid- 


n Committee of the Whole 


as 
ution, 
i supposed that we were engaged wholly upon pet 


sion bills. How did this joint resolution come before the Senate? 
Mr. BATE. By unanimous consent. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Unanimous consent was given for 
' sideration. 
Mr. BATE. The joint resolution was reported fa ) rom t 
Senator’s committee. 
Mr. HAWLEY. All right 
The joint resolution was reported to the § th amendm 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and px ] 


orde red to 


} 
| 
} 
| 
| 
| 
| 
} 


ALEXANDER F. I! 


The bill (H. R. 3169) for the relief of Alexander F’. ™utton was « 
| sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It p to place the 
of Alexander F, Dutton, late a volunteer in t aval service of t 
| United States, upon the pension-roll. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 1 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
MARY A. BLAISDEI 
The bill (H. R. 10398) for the relief of Mary A. Blaisdell 1 ( 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on 
pension-roll at $50 per month the name of Mary A. Blaisdell, widow 


of the late General William Blaisde}l. 
The bill was reported to t 


he Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed 
I 3 P. 
The bill (H. 8. 9245) granting a pension to Louis P. Nor late of 


the Jeannette expedition to the Arctic Ocean, was considered as 
Committee of the Whole. 


[t proposes to place upon the pension-ro] 


the name of Louis P. Noros, late of the United State ship Jeannette, 
in the expedition to the Arctie Ocean 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 


a third reading 


oe 


read the third time, and passed, 
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NOAH BISBEE, The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ord 
The bill (H. R. 11726) to increase the pension of Noah Bisbee, for- | # third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
merly private Company K, Eighty-ninth Regiment New York Volan- | MRS. SUSAN A. DEAN. 
teers, was considered as in Committee of the Whole, It proposes to The bill (H. R. 7375) granting a pension to Mrs. Susan A. D 
place upon the pension-roils of the United States the name of Noah | considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place 
Bisbee, formerly aprivate in Company K, Eighty-ninth Regiment New | pension-roll the name of Sasan A. Dean, widow of Mahlon C. | 


York Volunteers, at $15 per month, in liea of the pension of $30 per | jate first lieutenant Company K, Twenty-Eighth Iowa Volant: 
mouth which he is now receiving. | fantry, at $12 per month. 
he bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to| The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ord 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed, | a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
THELBERT H. HEAD. ° ARTHUR CONNERY. 
The bill (H. R. 8088) granting a pension to Thelbert H. Head was The bill (H. R. 4825) granting a pension to Arthur Conn 


considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place ‘hel- considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to plac 

bert H, Head, late of Company K, Second lowa Cavalry, on the pen- | the invalid pension-rolis ot the United States the name of 

sion-roll. | Connery, of Company E, Fifty-fifth Regiment Pennsylvania 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to teers, 

a third reading, read the third time, and passed. The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ord: 
FRANCIS GILMAN. | a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


' 
The bill (H. R. 4258) increasing the pension of Francis Gilman was — “ a : 

considered as in Committee of the Whole. | The bill (H. R. 2002) granting a pension to John C. Morrison 
The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an | considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on 


amendment, in line 5, after the word ** month,’ to strike out ‘‘such | pension-roll the name of John C. Morrison, of Albia, lowa, late ‘ 5 
increase to take effect irom the Ist day of January, 1889: so as to | ant surgeon of the Thirteenth lowa Infantry Volunteers. 
make the bill read: The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ord: 

Be it en ieted, ete., That the pension of Francis Gilman, late a private in the | ® third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
Second Battery Lowa Light Artillery, be, and tue same hereby is, increased to NANCY J. DORLOS, > 
$30 per month ais : & FE = ; 

r The bill (H. R. 4179) granting a pension to Nancy J. Dorlos wa i 

rhe amendment was agreed to. : ee : ° ; or ; 

ins GAA ehh Giebetedt totins Geuate pabsiaadied: teak Gis neieetiiniend sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place upon 
e vii aT > mens > ass 3 a, ft ‘ B : . * . er 
; : ' ” ’ © SORSMESS | iovalid pension-roll, at $12 a month, the name of Nancy J. D 
was concurred in. a Tee . : - : ¢ cnteedl end 

lhe amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read widow of Geenuy ce. upon tate of Company’ O, Que suadred an 

i ah tiit i 5 a : ‘ . - 

» Wild thoes ‘ 6 enth Ohio Volunteers. ; 
: The | r _ oo need the tied tent. eel me a The bill was reported to te Senate without amendment, order ; 
ev as a 5 nt { ( assed, . . . . 
_ , ee a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 
MARY Y. DEWEES. . ’ 
he bill (H. RAt ape wert ADELINE BLY. , 
The bil . 57 0 increase nsi ; f : re s . . = > . . . 

}e ome " r ; : oe ss att rok , oie we i" ae of M — Y. ee rhe bill (H. R. 6916) for the relief of Adeline Bly, widow of 

as considered as i) 0 ¢ e 2, oOpos ay M; ; . 22 . " : » a . 
: — 3 ef x . Th mace B all ae ; a _ y aE ma dier o! the war of 1812, was considered as in Committee of the Who % 

. wees ria ol ‘ as J re 2e% » $ k . > . . te £ 
Stas ‘ ; owt She am att € 40 . : a : io a we “ hi It proposes to place the name of Adeline Bly, widow ot James C. ES 
States Cavalry b é 0 ver I . ss ehe = , 5 

: a : ro a r . 7 ae a ee upon the pension-rolls at $20 a month, and that she be relieved [1 ey 

. 8 y : : ; 
SS ae ne. . the further reimbursement to the Government of any moneys illega 

be bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to | ». ceived as ; 3 F 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed ee ee : : 
—o : ay. : ——e : The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered . 

MARTHA A, BOWLING. a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 4 


The bill (H, R. 6052) granting a pension to Martha A. Bowling was 
considered as in Committee ot the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Martha A. Bowling, widow of the late Col. 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
Ee 
| 
| 
| 


JOSEPH M. WILSON. 


The bill (H. R. 9565) granting au increase of pension to Joseph ; 
Wilson was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes Ee 
place on the pension-roll the name of Joseph M. Wilson, late a privat 
in Company 8, Two hundred and eleventh Regiment Pennsy! van 
Volunteers, at $36 a month, in lieu of the pension he is now receivin 

Thebill was reported to the Senate, without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

SAMUEL 8, HUMPHREYS, 

The bill (H. R. 10810) granting a pension to Samuel 8S. Humphire 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to pla 
on the pension-roll the name of Samuel 8. Humphreys, of Mitche 
County, Georgia, late a private in Capt. Abner Williams’s compan 
Georgia Volunteers, in the Indian war of 1835 and 1836, at $3 p 
month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered | 
a third readiug, read the third time, and passed, 

ASA JOINER. 

The bill (H. R. 10811) granting a pension to Asa Joiner was consi: 
ered as in Committeeof the Whole. It proposes to place on the pe: 
sion-roil the name of Asa Joiner, of Mitchell County, Georgia, late 
private in Captain Ball’s company, Georgia Volunteers, also late a): 
vate in Captain Horn’s company, Georgia Volunteers, in the Ind 
war of 1836, at $3 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


Che bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered toa 

third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
N. W. LEASURE. 

The bill (H. R. 9026) granting a pension to N. W. Leasure was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place upon the 
pension-rolls the name of N. W. Leasure, widow of Daniel Leasure, 
late colonel of the One hundredth (Roundhead) Pennsylvania Volun- 
teers 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MES. MARIA B, JUDAH, 

The bill (H. R. 5835) to increase the pension of Mrs, Maria B. Judah 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to increase 
the pension o! Mrs, Maria B. Judah, widow of Maj. Henry M. Judah, 
United States Army, to $25 per month, in lieu of the pension now paid 
her. 

rhe bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 


‘ 


a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


Ne 


EMILY FRY. 

The bill (H. R. 11650) granting a pension to Emily Fry was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place upon the 
pension-roll the name of Emily Fry, widow of Nathaniel Fry, late a 
soldier in the war of 1412. ANN ROBERTS. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to Mr. SAWYER. I move that the Senate proceed to the conside: 

a third reading, read the third time, and passed. tion of executive busiuess. 

EBEN MUSE. Mr. BLAIR. There is a bil) reported to-day from the Committ: 
on Pensions which I should like to have action upon. I ask the Me: 
ator to allow that bill to be considered. 

Mr. SAWYER. Very well, I withdraw my motion for that pur; 
| The bill (H. R. 4788) to grant a pension to Ann Roberts was consid 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place upon the pe! 
| sion-roll the name of Ann Roberts, formerly Aun Burnett, widow 
James W. Burnett, who was a captain in Company G in the Thirtieth 
Regiment of [linois Infantry Volunteers, and to pay her a pénsion « 
The bill (H. R. 3796) granting a pens‘on to Abraham Zimmerman | $20 per month. 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. I¢ proposes to place The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
upon the pension-roll the name of Abraham Zimmerman, a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


The bill (H. R. 6338) granting a pension to Eben Muse was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to plave on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Eben Mase, late a private in Company E, Ninth 
Regiment of Pennsylvania Reserves of United States Volunteers. 

‘The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ABRAHAM ZIMMERMAN, 
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WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 

' 

Mr. EVARTS submitted the following resolution; which was con- | 
sidered by unanimous consen ’, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the assignees of John Roach be permitted to withdraw the pa- 
pers on the files of the Seate in the matter of the gunboat Peoria; a favorable 
report in the ease having been made and the bill reported having passed both 
Houses. 

CATLENA WYMAN. 

Mr. SAWYER submitted the following report: 

The committee of conference on the di-agreeing yotes of the two Houses on 
the amendment of the Senate to the bill (1. R. 5206) granting a pension to Cat- 
jena Lyman, having niet, after a full and free conference have agreed to recom- 
mend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows : 


That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen- | 
ate and agree to the same. 


PHILETUS SAWYER, 
DAVID TURPIE, 
Managers on the part of the Senate 
JOHN G. SAWYER, 
ELLWOOD LANE, 
©. E. BELKNAP, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
The report was concurred in. 


FORT ASSINNIBOINE MILITARY RESERVATION. 


Mr.SAWYER. I move that the Senate now proceed to the considera- 

tion of executive business, 

Mr. SANDERS. I hope the Senator from Wisconsin will withdraw | 
that motion. 

Mr. SAWYER. I can not do that, as I promised a Senator that at | 
the conclusion of the pension bills | would make that motion. 

Mr. COCKRELL. We had better do that, or we shall not do any- 
thing. 

Mr. SANDERS. I havea bill here providing for the granting of a 
right of way across the military reservation at Fort Assinniboine, about | 
half a mile or a mile, where the company is engaged in constructing a 
railroad. The bill has been referred to the Secretary of War and also 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and they have reported in favor 
of it. It will result in leaving a large number of workmen idle until 
the bill is passed. I am very desirous that it should be passed now. | 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It can only be done by unanimous con- 
sent. Does the Senator trom Wisconsin withdraw his motion? 

Mr. INGALLS. What is the request? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Montana asks for the 
consideration of abil]. 

Mr. SANDERS. It is the bill (S. 45341) granting a right of way | 
across the Fort Assinniboine military reservation to the Great Northern 
Railway, invoiving a railroad about @ mile long on the reservation, a 
transcontinental railway. : 

Mr. SAWYER. If the bill will not lead to debate, I shall withdraw 
my motion. : 

Mr. SANDERS. The bill leaves the entire matter to the Secretary | 
of War. The Committee on Military Affairs has approved it. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, pro- 
ceeded to consider the bill (S. 4341) granting a right of way across the 
Fort Assinniboine military reservation to the Great Northern Railway. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


THE REVENUE BILL. 

Mr. SAWYER. I renew my motion. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I ask the Senator from Wisconsin to withdraw his 
motion for a moment in order that | may make a statement. 

Mr. SAWYER. I withdraw the motion for that purpose. 

Mr. ALDRICH, Some time since [ gave notice that I should ask for 
an evening session to-night. Since that time, however, I have become 
eonvinced that we shall probably arrive at some amicable arrangement 
with our friends on the other side for the disposition of the conterence 
report on the tariff bill to-morrow, and therefore I shall not ask for an 
evening session this evening. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. SAWYER. NowlI renew my motion. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Wisconsin that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of executive business, 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- | 
eration of executive business, A(fter nine minutes spent in executive 
session the doors were revpened, and (at 6 o’clock and 7 minntes p. 
m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Tuesday, September 30, 
1890, at 11 o’clock a. m. 


NOMINATIONS, 
Bzeeutive nominations received by the Senate the 29th day of September, 1890. 
MINISTER RESIDENT AND CONSUL-GENERAL, 


Sempronius H. Boyd, of Missouri, to be minister resident and con- 
sul-general of the United States to Siam, vice Jacob T. Child, recalled. 
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MEMBERS CONTINENTAL RAILWAY COMMISSION. 
Alexander J. Cassatt, of Pennsylvania 
tinental Railway Commission 
proved July 14, 1890. 
Heury G. Davis, of West \ 


, to be a member of the Con- 
, a8 provided tor by an act of Congress ap- 


irginia, to be a member of the Conti- 


nental Kailway Commission, as provided for by an act of Congress ap- 
proved July 14, 1800, 
George M. Pullman, of Illinois, to be a member of the Continental 


Railway Commission, as provided for by an act of Congress approved 


July 14, 1890. 
CONSULS, 

Charles H. Shepard, of Massachusetts, to be consul of the United 
States at Gothenberg, vice Ernest A. Man, recalled 

Joseph Black, of Ohio, to be consul of the United States at Buda 
Pesth, to fill a vacancy. 

COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS. 

James H. Young, of North Carolina, to be collector of enstoms for 
the district of Wilmington, in the State of North Carolina, to sueceed 
Enos J. Pennypacker, deceased. 

ASSOCIATE JUSTICE, SUPREME COURT OF NEW MEXICO. 

Alfred A. Freeman, of Tennessee, to be associate justice of the su- 


preme court of the Territory of New Mexico, as provided by act ap 
proved July 10, 1890. 


GOVERNOR OF ARIZONA. 
John N. Irwin, of Iowa, to be governor of Arizona, vice Lewis Wol 


| fley, resigned. 


ENSIGN IN THE NAVY 


Richard H. Jackson, a resident of Alabama, to be an ensign in the 
Navy, from the Ist of July, 1890, to take position at the foot of the 
officers of that grade. 

PUBLIC PARK COMMISSIONERS. 

Henry VY. Boynton, of the District of Columbia, to be a commissioner 
as provided for by an act of Congress approved September 27, 1890, 
entitled ‘‘An act authorizing the establishing of a public park in the 
District of Columbia.’’ 

Samuel P. Langley, of the District of Columbia, to be a commis- 
sioner as provided for by an act of Congress approvel September 27, 
1890, entitled ‘‘An act authorizing the establishing of a public park in 
the District of Columbia.”’ 

R. Ross Perry, of the District of Columbia, to be a commissioner as 
provided for by an act of Congress approved September 27, 1890, en- 
titled ‘‘An act authorizing the establishing of a public park in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia.”’ 


FIRST ASSISTANT POSTMASTER-GENERAL. 
Smith A. Whitfield, of Cincinnati, Ohio. to be First Assistant Post 
master-General, in place of James S. Clarkson, resigned. 
SECOND ASSISTANT POSTMASTER-GENERAL, 
James Lowrie Bell, of Philadelphia, Pa., to be Second Assistant Post- 
master-General, in place of Smith A. Whitfield, resigned. 
UNITED STATES MARSHAL. 
Alonzo L. Richardson, of Idaho, to be marshal of the United States 
for the district of Idaho, as provided by act approved July 3, 1890. 
COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS. 
Frederick N. Dow, of Maine, to be collector of customs for the dis- 


trict of Portland and Falmouth, in the State of Maine, to succeed 
Samuel J. Anderson, whose term of office has expired by limitation. 


PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 


Maj. Lewis Merrill, United States Army, retired, to be lientenant- 
colonel of cavalry, to date trom January 9, 1886. 

First Lieut. Henry H. Bellas, United States Army, retired, to be cap 
tain of cavalry, to date from April 24, 1886. 

Medical Department. 

Maj. Blencowe E. Fryer, surgeon, to be assistant medical purveyor 
with the rank of lieutenant-colonel, August 28, 1890, vice Irwin, pro- 
moted surgeon with the rank ot colonel! 

Capt. Stevens G, Cowdrey, assistant surgeon, to be surgeon with the 
rank of major, August 28, 1890, vice Fryer, promoted. 


CONFIRMATION, 
Executive nomination confirmed by the Senale September 29, 1890. 


COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS, 


Frederick N. Dow, to be collector of customs for the distriet of Port- 
land and Falmouth, Me. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
MonpDAY, September 29, 1890. 


Che Ho met at 12 o’ck 
D, D, 
The 


ind a 


ck m. Prayer by Rev. J. H. CUTHBERT, 


Journal of the procee 27, was read 


wwroved 
| , 


lings of Saturday, September ‘ 
URISDIC COURTS OF THE UNITED STATES. 
The SPE “Al CER ~ d hefore the House the bill (H. R. 9014) to define 
d mula he sdiction of the courts of the United States, with 
enate ame iments. 
The ¢ proce eded to read the 


, OF THE 


bill and amendments. 


lerk 


Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. Mr. Speaker, I think there is no need to 
take time to read the amendments. I will state that the amendments 
‘re | vital, and generally pertain to the composition and jurisdiction 
of the proposed circuit courts. I shall in due time ask to non-concur 


in the Senate amendments and move the appointment of a committee 
mecrence 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Mr. Speaker, it seems to me that on a bill 

of this kind, and at this time of the session, the best thing for us todo 


would Le to let it go to the Committee on the Judiciary, and then we 


in take it up at the next session. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. Undoubtedly it would not be reached this 
session under the suggestion which I make. It is not intended to con- 
sider and report upon it during the present session. The various 
amendments relate to the composition of the court of appeals, and its 
jurisdiction and all the amendmentsare substantially incidental to that 
idea. I simply suggest this course, as the committee of conference 


would be more likely to have time to examine the matter in the va- 
cation, and therefore would ask non-concurrence in the Senate amend- 
ments, and have the bill and amendments go to the committee of con- 
ference to be appointed now, but not with the expectation of considera- 
tion and report at this session. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, I confess, Mr. Speaker, to not having ex- 
amined the Senate bill, with all of its amendments, with such care as 
{ desire, but I have very carefully tollowed the debates and the amend- 
ments in the Senate as reported in the RecorpD, and this is an impor- 
tant bill. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. The House bill took away original juris- 
diction from the circuit court and provided for two additional circuit 
judges, making three. The Senate bill restores the jurisdiction to the 
circuit court and provides for the appointment of one additional judge 
where the supreme justice holds court. 

Ir. BRECKINRIDGE, I wasgoing to say this: While it is impos- 
sible for anybody who has not taken up and examined the bill to tell 
all of the differences, there are other differences than those which my 
friend has just pointed out. The system of the Senate bill and the 
system of the House bill are generally unlike. Thesystem of the House 
bill is that all original jurisdiction shall be in the district court, and 
appellate jurisdiction be divided between the circuit court and the 
Supreme Court, the circuit court consisting of justices of that court 
only; while the system of the Senate is that the original jurisdiction 
shall beas now, divided between the district and the circuit court, and 
that the Justices of the Supreme Court shall make their circuits as they 
now makethem. Now, I want to say to the gentleman from Ohio that 
I think, in view of these facts concerning this bill, which I think is in 
some respects one of the most important that will come up for con- 
sideration by this Congress, it will be better for it to go to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary than to a committee of conference. 

Mr. LANHAM. If the gentleman from Kentucky will pardon me 
for a suggestion, 1 wish to state in behalf of my colleague [{ Mr. CuL- 
BERSON |, who has taken a great deal of interest in this bill, that it was 
expected by him that it would take the course suggested by the gentle- 
man from Ohio [Mr. Ezra B. TAYLor], namely, that there should be 
non-concurrence in the Senate amendments on the part of the Hou-e, 
and that the conference requested by the Senate should be agreed to. 


[t was expected by him that the matter would not receive final con- | 
He has now gone home; and I know that 


sideration anti] next session. 
was the course he expected would be taken. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. I did not hear what the gentleman’ has 
said. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I think if the point of order was made it 
would go to the Committee on the Judiciary, because there are amend- 
ments that I think under the ruling of the Chair and under the rules 
would take this bill to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr, EZRA B, TAYLOR. I will say that the subcommittee upon 
this matter consisted of the gentleman from Texas [Mr. CULBERSON } 
and another and myself. The gentleman from Texas has gone away 
for this session; and if the bill should be referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary the action that they would take would simply be what 
I have suggested: to recommend non-concurrencein the Senate amend- 
ments and that a committee of conference be appointed. 

Mr. LANHAM. I have just stated that that was the understanding 
that my colleague [Mr. CULBERSON] had, 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I want to be perfectly frank with the gen- 


| 








tleman from Ohio. I am opposed to the Senate bill and I am o 
to so much of the Honse bill as makes nine appellate courts. | 
in favor of the principle of the House bill, which gives original ju 
diction to the district courts and gives appellate jurisdiction to an 
termediate appellate court and the Supreme Court and takes from | 
circuit court the justice of the Supreme Court. I am in favor of 1 
ing the circuit judges now in commission and bringing them to W 
ington and establishing an intermediate courtofappealshere. [| 
there are other gentlemen who agree with me, and they and I d 
want to cut ourselves off from the privilege of advocating this in 
House on a report trom 4he Committee on the Judiciary on the am: 
ments and being compelled to vote for the conference reportas a wl 

I think the Supreme Court ought to be granted some relief, but 
greatly prefer to have it granted in the mode I have thas briefly poi 
out than by either the mode adopted by the House or that oom h 
received the approval of the Senate. If therefore I am entitled to b 
this bill sent to the Committee on the Judiciary, so that when it er 
back I may have an opportunity to offer amendments, I wish | 
complish that purpose. Frankly stated, that is what is in my : 

I do hot wish to delay the bill when it shall come back from the 
mittee at the next session, but I want that opportunity for amendn 
if I am entitled to it. 

Mr. FRANK. Does the gentleman make the pointof order that 4 
bill must be referred to the committee? If so, we will have a1 
on that point. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I would rather not make the point of ord = 
I would prefer that the chairman of the Judiciary Committee [ \| : 
Ezra B. TAYLOR] would allow the bill to go to his committee w 
out the point being pressed. The bill would then be under his 
trol. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. [I think the measure would be advan 
somewhat by the method I propose. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I do not think so. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. The committee of conference which n 
be appointed by the House would in vacation examine this mat 
more carefully than if such a committee were appointed at the n A 
session. ig 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Oh, I think the gentleman from Ohio wi 
in any event examine this question just as carefully as it is possi 
for him todo. I have great confidence in his intelligent industry. 

Mr. VAUX. May I ask the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Ezra | 
TAYLOR] a question ? 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. Certainly. 

Mr. VAUX. Dol understand that the sngeaiition now is to sei 
this bill to a conference committee for the purpose of having that com 
mittee report legislation at the next session to be then taken up an‘ Ee 
considered ? : 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. 

Mr. VAUX. 
time? 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. Yes, sir. 

Mr. VAUX. Then I am perfectly satisfied; but I can not vote { 
the bill in either shape now proposed. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. I move that the Senate amendment be no: 
concurred in, and that a committee of conference be appointed. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I make the point of order that this bi! 
must have its first consideration in Committee of the Whole. Ther 
fore it should properly go now to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
think if the Chair will examine the bill he will find—— 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has caused the bill to be examine: 
and understands that there is no new appropriation. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. There may be nonew appropriation by th 
Senate, but there are amendments changing appropriations—changip, 
the number of judges, changing their power or jurisdiction. 

The SPEAKER. That does not carry the bill to the Committee « 
the Whole. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I call for the reading of the amendment 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has that right. 

The amendment of the Senate (striking out all after the enactin; 
clause and inserting a substitute) was read. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, Now, Mr. Speaker, if the Chair will exan 
ine the second section—— 

Mr. OATES. I would like to know the status of this bill. Has i' 
been read subject to objection or what is the stage of this proceeding ’ 
I have just come into the Hall. 

The SPEAKER. The bill is now up for consideration. 

Mr. OATES. Was it read subject to objection ? 

The SPEAKER. All bills are read subject to objection in one sense. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Ido not wish to be considered as waiving 
the question of order. 

Mr. OATES. This substitute of the Senate is totally different from 
the bill which was passed by the House; and I shal! object to the con 
sideration of it if I have that right. I desire that the measure go 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. It was the understanding 0! 
some members of the committee who are now absent that it should 
go there. 


aa eee 


ee 


Yes, sir. : 
Will there be an opportunity for amendment at th ; 
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Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. The gentleman is under a misapprehen- | the court, the duties to he performed are prescribed, and the salary | 
sion. There is no proposition to have the bill considered now. The | be oF nid is fixed. 
only question is as to the appointment of a conference committee to | Now, indubitably, if that ame iment was offered to the bill in the 
| 


act ‘hereafter. House it would have tor ve its first consideration in Committee of 


Mr. McMILLIN. The bill is not now in such a condition that a | the W hole. There can not be any dispute asto that. There is nosuch 
conference committee can be appointed. It is not privileged. thing as a marshal of this court provided for in the law as it now stands; 
Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. The proposition is that the Hous non- | there was no such office in the bill as it was passed by the House, and 
concur in the amendments of the Senate and that a committee of con- | no such officer rhe office is a new one, created by tl e Senate for the 
ference be appointed. | first time, and ‘the offic r is to be paid, not as the present marshals are 
Mr. McMILLIN. The matter is not privileged now. | paid, by fees to be coll lee ted from litigant its, but he is to be paid out of 
The SPEAKER. The House will come to order. The Chair has | the Treasury : ixed salary of $2,500 a year Now, the language of 
not heard one word that has been said by the gentleman from Alabama | the rule is exceedir gly broad 


[Mr. OATES] or the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. McMILLIN }. : 
L . : . : : 2 | All motions or propositions involving a tax or charge upon the people ; all 
Mr. OATES. Mr. Speaker, in a conversation which I had with the | proceedings touching appropriations of money, or bills making appropriations 
gentleman from Texas { Mr. Cu LBERSON |, a member of the Jadicia ry | of money or property, or re quiring such sppropriatior to be ule, et 
Committee, I understood him to say that he had had a conversation first considered in a Committee of the Whole 
with other members of the committee and that this bill was to go back 
to the Judiciary Committee; that a conference should not be ordered 
atonce. If 1 was mistaken in my understanding of the matter I would | were prescribed and the salary fixed, did not involve a charge or tax 
like to know if. upon the Treasury. It seems to me, therefore, that the mere state 
Mr. LANHAM. The gentleman from Alabama [ Mr. OAtTEs] will | ment is conclusive of the case and that no argument can make it el earer 
} 
i 
} 
4 
} 
| 





I think I might defy any parliamentarian to find a pr recede nt whei 
i 


a provision for the creation of an entirely new office, the duties of which 


permit me to say my understanding from my colleague [Mr. CuLBer- | A bill goes from here to the Senate, the Senate makes an amendment 
son] was that the course indicated by the ; gentleman from Ohio [ Mr. | to that bill by which, for the first time, there is created a new r office, 
EzzA B. TAYLOR] should be taken; that the Senate amendments | the amendment fixing the power of appointment and fixing the salary 
should be non-concurred in and @ committee of conference agreed to, | Surely such a provision comes within the words of the rule ‘‘any 
but that there shouid be no final action upon the measure until the | amendment.’’ That, Mr. Speaker, is the ground upon which 1 L 
next session. | the point of order that this bill must receive its first conside ration | in 
Mr. McMILLIN. As the Speaker, on account of the confusion, was | Committee of the Whole. 

unable to hear, I may be permitted to repeat the statement I mad: Mr. OATES. Mr, Speaker, tosave further consideration of the que: 
which was that this bill can only come up now for final action by | tion of order and to save time, [ insist that this bill shall take the 
unanimous consent; thatitis not privileged for consideration in prefer- | usual course and be referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. | 


1] } 


ence to other matters; that it can only have such privilege after a com- | think my friend from Ohio {Mr. Ezra B. TAYLOR] will see that that 
mitiee of conference is ordered and has made a report. will not delay its consideration, as he does not seem to contemplate the 
Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. Thegentleman from Alabama [ Mr. OATES] 4 passage of the bill at this session, but only a » raising of a committee 
asked or suggested a question to which I should like to make a reply. | of conference. Let the bill go to > the full Comn nittee on the Judiciary 
Mr. OATES. Ido not think the bill will lose anything by being | and it can be considered at the very bi sleadeaneea the next session. In 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary and reported back. | the mean time all members of the committee will have an opportunity 


Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. Ido not know what the other members | to look into it and they can report it here in the regular way and have 
of the committee to whom the gentleman from Alabama refers may have | a committee of conference appointed. I suggest tothe gentleman from 
said, but I stated this to him, that in my judgment, considering the | Ohio that that is the speediest way, and Iam sure it will be the most 
importance of this measure and the importance of the amendment, | satisfactory way, to dispose of this matter. 
there ought to be a committee ot conference appointed at this session Mr. FRANK. Mr. Speaker, unless the bill must be referred to the 
for the purpose of considering the differences between the two Honses, | committee as a matter of ri; ght under the rules ond under this point of 
and when the bill, being on the Speaker’s table, came up this morning, | order, I shall object to that course. Time will be gained by having if 
I simply moved to non-concur in the Senate amendment and to ask for | go to confere nce now. 

a committee of conterence. Mr. OATES. Lobject to acommittee of conference being appointed 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. And on that I have raised the point of or- | and insist that the bill shall be referred in the usual way. 
der that the bill has to go to the Committee of the Whole. TheSPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Ohio desire to reply to 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state the ground,of his point | the question of order raised ? 
of order. Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. Mr. Speaker, I have not heard half of 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I raise the point upon the ground that Rule what was said and do not care to occupy the time of the House. 

| 2 
} 
| 
} 


XX provides that— Mr. McMILLIN. In addition to what has been said by the gentle- 
foe amendment of the Senate oe any House bill shall be subject to the point | man from Kentucky—— 
of order that it shall first be considered in the Committee of the Whole House The SPEAKER If the gentleman from Ohio does not desire to 
ar . a . . : eee 6 ) a “shee He Ee cme rom ' LO I re | 
Sa teataines te Union S, exposing tothe Messe, 4 wenlthe subject to that | Lob, any reply to the point of order the Chair will have to sustain it. 


point. an” ae tas a oF > : ’ p 
Now, I have not been able to examine this bill with the care which Mr. EZRA ™ EAYLOR. I haveno reply to make, ' 
should be given to it, but it creates an entirely new office and provides Mr. OATES. Is it not in order to refer this bill to the Committee 
for the appointment of a new officer not provided for in the House bill, on the Judiciary i ; aie a 
and therefore not considered by the House. If the Chair will turn to [The SPEAKER. The Chair would like to know as a matter of fact 
the third section of the bill, lines 16, 17, 18, and 20 of the Senate print, whether a new office, as suggested by the gentleman trom Kentucky, 
he will find that provision. I will read it, so that the Chair may have | '* *teated by section 3 of the Senate bill. 
it before him: 7 Mr. EZRA B, TAYL AR. So far as I am concerned, Mr. Speaker, 
-< « oug ¢ > arafnile arami . c . 
That the marshals of the several districts in which said cireuit courts may be I 7 not ns %, alth ugh I have not = wen a d that point, 
held shall attend to the sittings of said courts and execute the process to them | #24 for that reason did not desire to make any objection to the point 
directed. of order raised by the gentleman until I had examined it. 
And so on. Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I think if the gentleman from Ohio will 
The Speaker will observe that the House bill does not create any | © amine the two bills and compare them he will find tha I am correet. 
office or any marshal of the circuit court, but provides that the duties | 1 think so; at least I have tried tobe. The present bill, if the gentle- 
that may be imposed by this court shall be performed by the officers | ™@0 has the Senate print before him, specities, as 31 
of the marshals of the several districts. But the bill as it has been | ? 


avi 


i¢ will find on page 
and section 3 of the House bill, from lines 16 to 22, inclusive, all of the 


by the Senate ereates a new office and provides for a new oflicer. | provisions that the House bill made with reference to the marshals, 

t gives to the court, under the second section of the bill, the appoint- | 2@mely: 
ment of a marshal of the court, with the same duties and powers under | | That the marshals of the several districts in which said eis courts may be 
the regulations of the court as are now provided for the marshal of the | ae age rr he ao of sai ee ee ee ee 
Supreme Court of the United States so far as the same may be appli- | and with his approval, provide such rooms in the public buildings of the Un ted 
cable, and then it adds another entirely new provision, that the salary | States as may be necessary, and pay all incidental ex i courts, in 


of the marshal of the court shall be $2,500 a year and the salary of the | “Mime ctiers, bailiffs, and messengers 
clerk of the court shall be $3,000, to be paid in equal proportions quar-| TheSPEAKER. The Chair would ask the gentleman if ther 
terly. now such an officer as a marshal of this ceurt. 

Under the House bill the court had the power to appoint aclerk and Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Notof thiscourt—not of the circuit courts. 
his compensation was to be such as by law is paid to similar officers | There is a marshal of the district of Kentucky po of the various d 
for similar services. It may be, therefore, that this new provision fix- | tricts. 
ing the salary of the clerk at $3,000 a year is simply a modification of The SPEAKER. Does this office remain ? 
the provision contained in the House bill, but the marshal provided Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, It does. 
for by the Senate bill is a new officer. The provision contains al] the The SPEAKER. Under this bill? 
indicia of the creation of an office. The appointment is to be made by Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Under this bill, and on him by the House 
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bill were imposed the duties of this new coort. 





But turn now to page 
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House managersread. I ask unanimous consent, at the suggestion of 


18 of the second section of the Senate bill and it will be seen that that | the gentleman from Georgia, to dispense with the reading both of 1 


duty is taken from the marshals—— 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Whose ordinary duties remain as before. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE (continuing). Yes; whose ordinary duties 
remain as before, and they perform the duties required by law. Butan 
additional provision is made that this court— 

Shall have the appointment of the marshal of the court, with the same duties 
and powers vuder the regulations of the court as are now provided for the mar- 
shal of the Supreme Court of the United States so far as the same may be ap- 
plicable 

Provision being made thereby tor an entirely different officer, with 
different duties and different compensation. 

The SPEAKER. But the duties would be very much the same. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. And then to this new office is attached a 
fixed salary of $2,500 perannum, which is a different mode of payment 
from the payment of the oflicers provided in the House bill, and is a 
different amount from what that officer would have received under the 
provisions of the House bill. I give that fact not as trenching on the 
other point of order, but as indicia that this is a new office, the crea- 
tion of a new otlice. This bill gives to the circuit court the power of 
appointing the marshal; in the next place this section describes the 
daties of the new officer, to wit, that such officer is by law or regula- 
tion to per.orm duties similar to those of the marshal of the Supreme 
Court of the United States; and, third, that it fixes asalary of $2,500 
a year. I give these, | repeat, Mr. Speaker, as indicia of a new office. 
‘These are laid down in all the law books as indicia of a separate office, 
not simply imposing new duties apon an officer of this court, but ab- 
solutely the creation o! a new office, with new and independent duties. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, the House bill provided for the dis- 
charge of these duties by the marshals of the several districts—tor in- 
stance, the marshal of the district in which the State of Kentucky is 
located, the district in which Maine is situated, or in which Tennes- 
see is situated. ‘That officer was paid by fees growing out of the liti- 
gation in the courts. That office remains and is not repealed by the 
provision of law now before us, but instead of that the fact is that a 
new office, not contemplated by the original bill, is created, the salary 
to be paid out of the Treasury of the United States. It isclearly the 
creation of an office paid by the United States, whereas the other of- 
fice provided for by the House bill was not paid from the Treasury of 
the United States, and remains still in force and the incumbent stil] 
collects the fees, 

Mr. FRANK. Would it be in order to lay this bill aside, not finally. 
but temporarily, until we can inquire into the facts and changes that 
have been made? I ask unanimous consent that the bill be laid aside 
for the present and that it be ordered printed, so that we may see the 
provisions of the Senate amendments. I donot understand the changes 
to be such as are indicated by gentlemen who have spoken. 

The SPEAKER. It there be no objection, the bill can be laid aside 
temporarily for that purpose. 

Mr. VAUX. 1am opposed to passing the bill at this time. I do 
not object to the gentleman’s request, but the bill is full of incongru- 
ities which have not yet been ascertained. 

Mr. OATES. It there is objection to the appointment of a confer- 
ence committee, does not the bill have to go to the Judiciary Commit- 
tee? Is not that the regular course ? 

The SPEAKER. It 18 only subject to such point of order as has 
been sugvested by the gentleman trom Kentucky. 

Mr.McMILLIN. It would be in the event that the point of order 
was overruled; if it be found that it makes no new appropriation or 
creates no new office, I understand it would fall under the other rule 
which allows the House to dispose of it as it sees fit. 

The SPEAKER. As it sees fit. 

Mr. FRANK, We will examine it. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. FRANK ] asks 
unanimous consent that the bill may be laid aside for examination on 
that point. Without objection, it will be so ordered. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I would like, Mr. Speaker, before that is 
done, to have it understood that it is to be decided some time during 
the present session. 

Mr. FRANK. Oh, yes; 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. 
the present session. 


right away. 
i do not mean to-day, butA mean during 


GENERAL DEFICIENCY BILL, / 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I present the report of 
the conferees on the general deficiency bill, There isa very full state- 
ment and [ would ask to have it read, and to omit the reading of the 
conterence report. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HENDERSON] 
asks unanimous consent to dispe:ise with the reading of the report and 
to have the statement read. Is there objection ? 

Mr. BLOUNT. If the gentleman from Iowa will make a verbal 
statement I think that will be satisfactory. We will get the injorma- 
tion more easily in that way. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. The gentleman from Georgia suggests 
that I make a statement without having the formal statement of the 





conterence report and of the statement. 

The SPEAKER, Is there objection to the request ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. What is the request? 

The SPEAKER, That the gentleman from Iowa substitute a verba 
statement for the technical printed statement. Is there objection ¢ 
[After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

The statement of the managers on the part of the House is as fo!- 
lows: 


The managers on the part of the House of the conference on the disagree in, 
votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (11, 
11459) making appropriations to supply deticiencies for the fiscal year 1890 and 
prior years submit the following written statement in explanation of the acti 
agreed upon by the conference committee on each of the said amendme),(« 
namely: ' 

On amendment numbered 1: Appropriates $75,000, as proposed by the Senat; 
to survey the international boundary between the United States and Mexico 

On amendment numbered 2: Appropriates $9,000 for the expenses of tiie 
United States and Venezuelan Claims Commission. 

On amendment numbered 3: Strikes out the amendment proposed by the 
Senate to the diplomatic and consular act for 1891, with reference to the pu! 
cation of reporis of the International Conference. 

On amendment numbered 4: Corrects a date fixed in the diplomatic and « 
sular appropriation act for 1891, so as to make the appropriation!therein for thy 
rent of legation buildings at Tokio, Japan, available during the year 189). 

On amendment numbered 5: Strikes vut appropriation of $.00 proposed by the 
House for the removal of the remains of Lieut. H. C. T. Nye, who died while 
acting as naval attaché at the legation of the United States in Peru. 

Onamendmentnumbered6: Appropriates $36,000 instead of $40,000, as propose! 
by the Senate, for contingent expenses of the United States consulates, and 
makes $6,000 thereof available for the salaries of consular officers not citizens 
of the United States, 

On amendment numbered 7: Authorizes the credit of $800 in the accounts of 
the late Consul-General Walker at Paris for storage of archives ef the eonsu 
late general. 

On amendments numbered 8 and 9: Make a verbal correction in the text of 
the bill and appropriate $7,000 for the purchase of a collection of prehistor 
copper impiements. 

On amendment numbered 10: Appropriates $10,000 for the completion of the 
public building at Dayton, Ohio, and $10,00 for the completion of the publi: 
building at Winona, Minn. 

On amendment numbered 11: Appropriates $110,000 for heating apparatus 
elevators, and approaches for the public building at Pittsburgh, Pa., and $10.- 
000 to complete the public building at Texarkana, Tex. 

On amendment numbered 12: Strikes out appropriation of $15,500 propose. 
by the House to complete the light-house at Lubec Narrows, Maine. 

Oa amendment numbered 13: Appropriates $3,169.60,as proposed by the 
House, for certain printing done for the Territury of Montana, instead of $1,497.25 
as proposed by the Senate. 

On amendments numvered 14 and 18: Authorize the settlement of the a: 
counts of the collector of customs at the port of New York soas tu allow for the 
payment oftwo additional deputy surveyors of customs and one deputy naval! 
otticer, and authorize the continuance of the employment of such officials in 
the future, and provide that the Secretary of the Treasury may authorize cer- 
tain customs employés to administer oaths without compensationth refor 

On amendment numbered 15: Appropriates $2,500 for the redemption of ce: 
tain unsigned bank notes as proposed by the House. 

On amendment numbered 16: Appropriates $365.15 to pay Susannah Georvze 
for expenses due her husband as light-keeper at Pium Island, Massachusetts, 
as proposed by the House. 

Ou amendment numbered 17: Appropriates $170.65 to reimburse the erew of 
the life-saving station at Muskeget, Massachusetts, for the loss of personal prop- 
erty by the burning of the station. 

On amendment numbered 19: Authorizes the settlement of the acceunts of 
Samuel Hine, late disbursing officer of the Coast Survey, so as to give him 
credit in the sum of $1,255.85, as proposed by the Senate. 

Ou amendments numbered 2),2l,and 22: Appropriate as proposed by the 
Senate to reimburse the States of North Dakota, South Dakota. and Washington 
for moneys expended in paying the expenses of the late constitutional eouven- 
tions held therein, 

On amendment numbered 23: Strikes out the appropriation of $12,000 pro- 
posed by the Senate for a steam-vessel to be used in the customs collection dis- 
trict of Puget Sound, 

On amendment numbered 24: Appropriates $3,000 to enable the Secretary of 
the Treasury to appoint a commission to report on the best method of safe and 
vault construction for the Treasury Vepartment. 

On amendment numbered 2: Strikes out provision proposed by the Senate 
limiting the cost for the use of telephones by the Government in the District of 
Columbia to $30 per annum, 

Oa amendment numbered 26: Strikes out provision proposed by the House 
preventing hereafter the publication of the names of the delinquent tax-payers 
o! the District of Columbia in certain newspapers. 

Ov amendment numbered 27: Appropriates $111 as proposed by the Senate to 
pay a clerk in the police department of the District of Columbia, 

On amendments numbered 28 and 29: Strike out payments proposed by the 
Senate to certain assessors of the District oi Columbia for work on Sundays. 

On amendments numbered 3) and 3!: Make a verbal correction in the text 
of the bill and —— $1,260 as proposed by the Senate to pay a judg- 
mentagainst the District of Columbia to James H. Saville. 

On amendment numbered 32: Strikes out appropriation of $238.99, proposed 
by the Senate, to pay for certain extra services in connection with the water 
department of the District of Columbia. 

On amendment numbered 33; Appropriates $1 652.83, instead of $1,000 as pro- 
posed by the House, for transportation and recruiting for the Navy. 

On amendment numbered 31; Appropriates $435, as proposed by the Senate, 
to pay an account of the Bureau of Equipment and Recruiting of the Navy. 

On amendments numbered 35, 36, 37,38, and 39: Appropriate, as proposed by 
the Senate, $7,898.02, to pay certain outstanding accounts of the Marine Corps. 

On amendment numbered 40: Appropriates $114.39 to pay aceounts of E. 8. 
Brooks and Joseph Rakeman for work «one in refitting the office of the Cow- 
mi-sioner of Patents, and $43.95 topay Edward Renaud for services as a elerk in 
the Pension Office, 

On amendment numbered 41: Appropriates $25,000, instead of $40,000 as pro- 


posed by the House, and $15,000 as proposed by the Senate, for the expenses of 


providing town-site entries in Oklahoma, 

On amendment numbered 42: Appropriates $30,000, as proposed by the Senate, 
for the erection of a penitentiary building in North kota. 

On amendment numbered 43: Appropriates $5,000 for completing eertain in- 
provements at Hot Springs, Ark. 
On amendment numbered 44: Strikes out proposed appropriation et $1,109.67 
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to pay Robert Berry for salary and expenses as a special agent of the General 
od Oitice. 

* amendment numbered 45: Appropriates $169.37to pay P. H. Conger, late 

superintendent of the Yeiiowstone Park, certain expenditures made by him 

~ Op amendments numbered 46 and 47: Make verbal corrections in the texto 

the bill and appropriate, as proposed by the House, $122.50 to reimburse B.C. 

Hobbs, amount expended by him in the purchase of certain land for an Indian 

training school for the United States, 

Ou amendment numbered 48: Appropriates $12,766.80 as additional compet 

sation to certain employés in the Post-Office Department. 

On amendment numbered 49: Authorizes a credit of $11,115.38 in tue account 
of the late postmaster at Minneapolis, Minn., being value of certain postaliunds | 
stolea from the safe of said oitice in 1856. 

On amendment numbered 5): Appropriates $.01.65 to pay M. M. Lynch for 
services in carrying the United States mail. 

On amendment nuwbered 51: Appropriates $40,000 to enable the Secretary of | 
Agriculture to continue to completion his investigation as to the extent and 
ava lability for irrigation of the overfiow and artesian waters between the nine- | 
ty seventh degree of longitude and the eastern toot-hilis of the Kocky Mount- 
ains with the condition that said work shall be completed and finally reported | 
on before July 1, 1591, without any additional expense, cust. or charge. 

On amendments numbered 52 and 53: Appropriate $2,135.55 to pay certain | 
aulited accounts on account of defending suits in claims azainst the United 

states. 
— amendment numbered 54: Appropriates $216.60 to pay the salary of the | 

United States judge in Alaska. | 

On awendments numbered 55,56, 57,and 58: Make verbal corrections in the | 
text of the bill and appropriate $193 fcr services of a deputy marshal in Okla- | 
homa and authorize the Attorney-General to investigate and report the | 
amounts due certain persons for services rendered in Oklahoma since the lands 
thereof were opened to settlement by the President. | 

On amendment numbered 59: appropriates to meet deficiencies in te appro- 
priations for United States attorneys and assistants for 1839 and 1890, anu for 
miscellaneous expenses of United States courts for 1890. 

Ouamendments numbered W, 61, 62, 63, 64. 65, 66, 67, 63, 69, 70, 71, 72, 73, 74, 75, 
76, 77, 78, 79, 80, 81, 82, 83, 84, 85, and 86: Appropriate as proposed by the Senate 
to meet certain deficiencies in the appropriations on account of expeuses of 
that body. 

On amendments numbered 8&7, 88, 89, 90, 91, 92, 93, 94, and 95: Appropriate as 
proposed by the House for payment to widows of certuin deceased members of 
the House of Representatives. : 

On amendment numbered 96: Appropriates as proposed by the House to pay 
the salary of George A. Mathews as a Delegate from the Territory of Dakota 
to the Filty-first Con.ress. 

On amendments numbered 97 and 98: Provide as proposed by the House for 
reimbursing the Official }.eporters of debates and to committees for extra cler- 
ical hire and service s during the present session of Congress. 

On anendment vuimbered 99; Appropriates $30 additional for the salary of 
the House telegraph operator. 

On amendment numbered 100: Strikes out appropriation of $1,333.33 proposed 
by the Senate to pay the estate of John C, Rives for rent of a builuing. 

On amendments numbered 1U1 and 102: Appropriate $400 to pay a judgment 
of the Court of Claims, 

On amendments numbered 103, 104, and 105: Require the Secretary of the 
Treasury herealter to certify to Congrexs for appropriation judgments of the 
Court of Claims, and provide that interest on such judgments shall not run 
alter the date of the mandate of affirmance by the Supreme Court, and that no 
one of the judgments of the United States courts rendered under the ac: of 
March 3, 1837, provided for in the bill, shall be paid except upon the written 
certificate of the Attorney-General; that the que-tion of law which it was neces- 
sary to decide adversely to the United States in rendering such judgments is 
not involved in auy case of the United States which is peuding and undecided 

in the Supreme Court. 

On amendments numbered 106, 107, and 108: Appropriate $787.50 for rent of 


damages caused by the improvement of the Fox and Wisconsin Rivers; and 
authorize the removal for triai into the circuit court of the United States for 
the eastern district of Wisconsin any suit now pending in the courts of Wis- 
consin for flowage damages caused by the improvement of the Fox and W iscon- 
sin Rivers. 

On amendment numbered 109: Appropriates $633.95 to refund to the State of 
Iowa the amount certified by the accounting officers of the Treasury to be due. 

On amendments numbered 110 and lil: Make verbal corrections in the text 
of the bil), 

On amendment numbered 112: Strikes out appropriation of $20,000 proposed 
by the Senate to survey the line between the States of North and South Dakota. 

On amendments numbered 113 and 114: Appropriate for the payment of cer- 
tain claims audited and certified to Congress on accountof the pay of the .avy. 

On amendments numbered 115, 116, 117, 118, 119, 120, 121, 122, 123, 124, 125, (26, 
127, 128, 12¥, 130, 131, 132, 133, 134, 135, 135, 137, 138, 139, 149, 141, and 142: Provide 
for certain deficiencies in the appropriations for the support of the Government 
ascertained and Certified by the accounting oflicers of tue Treasury to the Sen- 
ate in Senate Executive Ducument No. 210. 

On amendments numbered 143, 144, 145, 146, 147, 148, 149, 150, 151, 152, 153: Ap- 
propriate for the payment of certain audited claims ascertained and reported 
to the Senate in Senate Executive Document No, 211. 

On amendment numbered 14: Strikes out appropriation of $1,239,688.98 pro- 

by the Senate for the payment of the French spoliation claims. 

The bill as it passed the House appropriated %.23),535.78, to which the Senate 
added by amendments $2,614,955.95. The bill as agreed upon in conference ap- 
propriates $6,666, 258,52, being a reduction of $1,209,233.21 under the amount ad- 
ded by the Senate. 

D. B. HENDERSON, 

J. G. CANNON, 

J. C. CLEMENTS, 
Managers on the part of the House 


Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, this bill as it passed 
the House appropriated $,230,535.78. As it passed the Senate it car- 
ried $7,575,491.73. As agreed upon in conference it carries $6,666, - 
258.52, 

The chief items which the Senate proposed to strike out and which 
have been restored in conference are as follows: 

The allowances to families of deceased members and to the Official 
Reporters of the House, aguregating $60,771.41. 

It will be remembered that all of ovr allowances to our deceased 
members were stricken out by the Senate. That was done for the 

urpose of ascertaining what the rule Jaid down by the House was. 
he amounts being large in some cases, the Senate was rather startled 
by them and wanted information before agreeing to the items. It so 
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happens that in one or two of the cases there was allowed the very 


| highest possible amount that could be allowed under the rule adopted 
by the House in respect to these cases 

Alter the matter was explained to the Senate conferees they receded, 

so that the provisions made in the House bill in respect to our deceased 

brothers stand as passed by the Hous. The same is true as to the Re- 


porters of the House. 
Phe chief item which was receded from in conference was the item 
covering the French spoliation claims, amounting to $1,239,688. 98. 
Che net amount of the Senate increase, which was reduced in confer- 


| ence, including the French spoliation claims and all other items, was 


$1,360, 120.68, 

I will state for the information of the House the principal items 
added by the Senate and agreed to in conference. 

The first item of importance was for fixing the international bound- 


| ary between the United States and Mexico, $75,000. 


* 


It will be remembered that in the last Congress we appropriated 


| $100,000. That amount was found to be insufficient for the work. 


Each Government was to pay its own share of the expense; but $75,000 
more were needed in order to do the work, and the matter wasstrongly 
urged upon our attention by the State Department. Learning that 
much difficulty grows up because of the boundary not being fixed and 
that it is a matter of great international importance that this line 
should be definitely settled and marked by permanent monuments, the 
conferees on the part of the House yielded and azreed to that item. 

The contingent expense for United States consuls as reported by the 
Senate amendment was $10,000. Four thousand dollars of that was 
yielded by the Senate and $36,000 was yielded by the House conferees, 
so that $36,000 is agreed upon in this report. Six thousand dollars of 
the $36,000 go to those who are not citizens of the United States, act- 
ing as consuls in the absence of consuls underthe law. While sach 
persons are acting, they receive a lower rate of compensation than our 
own consuls and the consuls receive none, so that it is practically a 
saving of expense in that respect. 

One large item was $110,000, added for fitting up the interior of the 
public building at Pittsburgh. That was an item which was certified 
alter similar items were putin by the House committee. Allof them 
that had been recommended by the Department had been incorporated 
in the House bill by the House. ‘This item was certified up afterward 
and is of the same character as those that were put in by the House. 
It is for the fitting up of the interior of that building, and every item 
was given in detail by the Treasury Department. 

Then there was an item of $30,000 fora penitentiary in North Dakota, 
which the House non-concurred in ; but when wecame to get informa- 
tion from the Senate and look the matter up we found that that had 
been provided for in the original act of division, so that that was a 
matter in which we had no discretion, and we were leit simply to ap- 
propriate according to existing law. 

We had some trouble over the matter of irrigation, $40,000, but 
finally yielded to the Senate amend ments with several strony conditions, 
providing that this matter must be closed up and reported on by the 
Ist of July and that there should be no obligations incurred which 
should involve other expense thereafter, and that this $40,000 should 
close up that matter entirely. 

‘Then there are $120, 402.70 for awardsand judgments in the Fox River 
improvement cases. This is a large amount tor judgments rendered 
in pursuance of existing law. We have, however, in this provision an 
amendment which requires that these cases shall be transterred to the 
Federal courts hereafter, and thus take them awav from tbe high local 
pres-ure which they obtain in the State courts. Then for the Depart- 
ment of Justice 

Mr. BLOUNT. I would like to ask the gentleman are there many 
of these ciaims still pending? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of lowa. They are judgments rendered in the 
local courts, and we only know how much there is of them as they are 
certified. 

Mr. BLOUNT. AsI understand, you provide here for their being 
heard in the Federal courts instead of the State courts. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Yes, sir; there are some more remain- 
ing. Ido not know how many. 

Mr. THOMAS. I will state to the gentleman that there are only a 
very few of them remaining. The act under which they were paid has 
been repealed, and it provides that only those cases that had commenced 
shall be finished. 

Mr. BLOUNT, When was that repealed? 

Mr, THOMAS. Last Congress. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Last year, in the deficiency bill. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa, The law has been repealed, and the 
transfer made to get them away from the local pressure. Wehave guarded 
it just as well as possible under the circumstances. 

Now, then, for supp!emental deticiencies ascertained and reported to 
the Senate siuce the bill passed the House, there are $57,000 for the 
Department of Justice, a large number of them having been audited 
since the bill passed the House in pursuance of a request from the 
Committee on Appropriations that these bills should be audited; and 
all that have been audited are allowed. 
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In addition to this, there were quite a number which the Depart- 
ment of Justice submitted to the Senate, which they say can not be 
allowed by the auditing officers, but which were properly authorized 
and ordered by the Department of Justice. All these we have allowed. 

We have also allowed all submitted in 1889 and 1890, leaving only 
unprovided tor those where the covering act no longer provides for 
them, and being cases which the Department of Justice have sent to 
the auditing officers, and they are now in hand. For these we have 
appropriated $140,000, and that includes $78,000 for the Post-Office 


Department, in the supplemental statement ofaudited accounts, Then 
; 


we have audited claims regularly reported from the auditing officers, 
amounting to $700,000, which makes up a large item in the additions 
puton by the Senate. These are the regularly audited claims that come 
through the regulax channels, being those which were reported to the 
Senate committee after the bill was made up in the House. 

lor the information of the House I will go hastily over a few of the 
items in this change 

lor Army pay, $12,000, 


or Army transportation, $113,000. 

lor Navy pay, ete., $119,000. 

or lost horses, $54,000. 

Going to States under existing law, $195,000. 

Then there is an item which carries no money with it, to straighten 
out the accounts of General Frémont, amounting to $74,000. This is 
simply a matter of book-keeping, carrying no money, but still it goes 
to make up the aggregate sum. 

Then there is $41,000 for the Internal Revenue Bureau, for the re- 
funding of taxes illegally collected, which is a usual appropriation. 

For survey of the public lands, $30,000. 

These are the leading items of that $700,000 to which I have called 
attention. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, my colleague on the conference committee, the 
gentleman from Georgia [Mr. CLEMENTS], desires to make a few ob- 
servations, and I yield such time as he desires for that purpose, 

Mr.CLEMENTS. Mr, Speaker, in view of some of the items in this 
bill agreed upon in the conterence report, I do not deem it inappropriate 
at this time to call the attention of the House to a comparison of the 
expenditures in behalf of the Senate and in behalf of the House. 

The appropriations made during this session to supply deficiencies on 
account of the «.xpenditures in the Senate, other than salaries of Sena- 
tors, expenses o! contest, and allowances of the heirs of deceased Sena- 
tors, amount to $144,206.12, This is for deficiencies authorized during 
this session of Congress not included within the extraordinary items 
which have been excepted, 

For like purposes there have been appropriated during this session 
for deficiencies tor the House only $73,856.79. The employésof the Sen- 
ate provided for in the legislative act for 1890 are 261, and in the House 
325. Additional provided for in the legislative act for 1890, 24 for the 
Senate; additional provided for in the deficiency bill now under con- 
sideration for 1891, 13, making a total of 38 increase for 1891, making 
a total authorized for the Senate by this bill and laws that have passed 
of 298, and for the House 329. ‘The compensation amounts, in the ag- 

regate, for the Senateemployés, to $361,026.10, and, for the House, 
$393,113.30. The average annual compensation of the Senate officials 
and employés is $1,211.50 and of the House employés $1,194.90, 

The average number ot officials and employés to each Senator is now 
more than three and a half, with an average aggregate compensation 
of $4,298. The average number of officials and employés to each mem- 
ber of the House is less than one, at a cost of $1,177 to each mesaber. 
I simply call attention to this state of facts, which is the result of a con- 
stant accumulation, session witer session, of extra and additional em- 
ployés at the other end of the Capitol. 1 am unable to see anything in 
the duties of the members of that body which require three and a half 
employés to each Senator while less than one to each member is found 
suflicient at this end of the Capitol. 

Mr. DUNNELL. Does not the gentleman think that the preserva- 
tion of proper dignity may involvesomeadditional outlay? [Laughter. } 

Mr. CLEMENTS. I know of nooffice of any more real dignity than 
that of a direct Representative of the people, a member of this body, 
by which alone tax bills and appropriation bills can be originated. I 
do not think it would impair either the dignity or efficiency of Sena- 
tors if they were elected by the people directly. I have called atten- 
tion to this steady increase of offices, which the Representatives of the 
people and the people themselves should look squarely in the face. It 
is not confined by any means toSenateemployés. It is an evil which 
seems to be inherentin the management of public affairs in all De- 
partments. 

Early in this cession the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. BuTTERWoRTH], 
in charge of the legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation 
bill, called attention, not only in his report, but also in some remarks 
upon this floor, to the fact that it had been shown and admitted by 
officers in the Departments that there were being carried upon the pay- 
rolls and appropriated for annually from 10 to 25 per cent. more offi- 
cials than were necessary for an efficient performance of the public 
service. Yet, in the face of this fact, admitted by the officials of the 
Departments and called attention to here in an official report, you are 
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carrying in this bill, and there seems to be no escape from it, 
more additional employés for the Senate. Notonly that, but the {ip. 
ures stated by the gentleman trom Texas [Mr. Savers] a few day, 
ago show that you have created in the appropriation bills of this , 
and otherwise an aggregate of 1,270 new offices while you have dro; 
only 109, leaving a net increase of 1,161 offices. 

The figures also show that the salaries that have been increase: 
1,092 in number. Mr. Speaker, there seems to be a necessity for a) 
occasional uprising, an awakening of the public conscience, and a 5), 
cial effort on the part of the people and their Representatives for |. 
purpose of shaking up the dry bones in the Departments and in +} 
public service generally. In 1876, after adecade or two of run 
along in the old groove, it seemed that almost every official who « 
into the public service deemed it to be his highest duty to find addi. 
tional places for his sisters and hiscousins and his aunts, unt! the t 
was ripe for a change, and there arose among the people and in t 
House a spirit of retrenchment and reform, led by that dist\ngui 
patriot, Mr. Randall, and others, which resulted in the lopping o: 
about $30,000,000 from the annual expenses of the Government. 

Since that time the accumulation of parasites upon the public 
ice has again gone on to such an extent that it seems to me that | 
field is again white for the harvest, and anothershaking up $s need 
another movement in the interest of retrenchment and reforra. Int 
face of the fact stated early in this session, that there was a large 
centage of unnecessary employés in the public service, it seems t 
we are still unable to check this tendency, and every bill that o 
in carries a number of additional employés. The Government is c: 
ing substantially a civil pension-list under the guise of the public «: 
ice, 

This evil is a matter of slow but steady growth, and although i 
checked at times by such a shaking up as I have mentioned when ‘ 
people and their Representatives become aroused to the necessit, 
reform, yet as soon as the movement ceases the evil begins ayain a 
goes on session after session, year after year, and there seems to bh: 
other way of checking it, or getting rid of these parasites upon | 
public service and coming back to business methods but by a radi 
reform inaugurated by the people; for it takes almost a revolution 
effect the necessary reform. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I yield as much time as he desire 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CaNNon]. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I want only a minute or two, to si 
that I think that in some of the Departments of the Government 
the heads of the respective bureaus had the power to choose their + 
ployés, and would exercise that power as a man would exercise it 
private business, there might be some decrease in the existing for 
while in others I think there could not beany decrease without inj u: 
to the service. I will not at this time stop to designate those Depa: 
ments in which, under the circumstances I have indicated, there mig): 
safely, in my opinion, be a small decrease. 

I do want to say, however, after ten years of service upon the Co: 
mittee on Appropriations and being somewhat familiar with the appro- 
priations of the public service, that, in my judgment, considering t! 
growth of the country and the amount of work to be done, there never 
has been a period in the history of our Government when the wo: 
was done so welland so economically asitisdone to-day. I want tos: 
further that we sometimes forget the enormous increase of the wo: 
connected with the carrying on of this great Government. Why, do 
gentlemen remember that since 1870, within a period of twenty yea 
there has been an increase of 26,000,000 in the population of this cou: 
try, more people than there are to-day in all England, and there h. 
been a more than corresponding increase in the agricultural and man 
ufacturing industries of the country and in its commerce, internal an‘! 
foreign ? 

I thought it proper to say this much by way of supplement to the 
remarks of the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. CLEMENTS]. Now, one 
word as to the increase he speaks of in the number of employés of thc 
Senate. Thereis an increasethere. It comes largely from the emplo) 
mentof clerks forSenators. Members of that body believe it necessary 
in order to enable them to conduct the public business, that there shou |: 
be paid at the public expense a clerk for each Senator who is not th 
chairman of a committee and has not the assistance of a committ: 
clerk. Iam inclined to think that they are correct in regard to th 
matter. I have long been of the opinion that the publicservice wou! 
be better cared for if each Representative had such aid. 

With the one hundred letters on the average that many Represent: 
tives receive daily, requiring one hundred answers, and half as man 
commissions to be attended to before they can be answered—matic 
not connected with the public business, but concerning the interests 
constituents—with all this work which no one man, attending to i: 
industriously in the ordinary course of business, working twelve hou: 
a day, could dispose of—after this private work is out of the wa) 
exacting in its nature—gentilemen can not disregard it, because if they 


<4 


do, there is complaint amongst their constituents—we come to the pu!)- 


lic business; and with over twelve thousand bills, referred to fitty odd 
committees, requiring investigation, consideration, and report, wit! 
revenue bills to be considered and put in proper shape for the publi 








hh 
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1890. 


good, with appropriation bills covering three hundred millions of pub- 
lic money, every item of which should be examined and considered in 
the committee that frames the bill and in the Committee of the Whole 
and in the House, gentlemen can see at once that if we could work 
twenty-fuur hours in every day, assuming that we make even a faint 
approach to the exhaustion of the public measures of legislation, there 
is not time enough for the public business, without regard to the pri- 
vate matters in which our constituents are concerned. 

So that I have long been of opinion that it would be a wise expend- 
iture if each Representative could have, paid from the public Treasury, 
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of the House for a long time and very intimately connected with the 
Committeeon Appropriations and public expenditures formany years. I 
want toask him if he thinks that, laying aside the private secretaries 


of the Senators themselves, any necessity exists for three and a half em- 


a competent clerk who should be a stenographer, to at least assist in | 


taking care of the private portion of the demands which come upon him 

as a member of Congress from his constituency, as well as to assist in 

the preparation of public business as a clerk. But we have not such 

assistance; and that explains a part of the disparity between the em 
loyés of the Horse and the employés of the Senate. 

Mr. SAYERS. I notice that there is an increase of twenty-four ofli- 
cers of the Senate. 
explain this large increase in the number of employés. 

Mr. CANNON. Thegentleman is correct; and, without violating the 
rules or criticising the other branch of Congress, I will say that I know 
many Senators are inclined to believe, and so state frankly, that the 
force of that body is teo large. 
existed in the Senate of the United States from the foundation of the 
Government, new employés for Senators and the Senate, when asked 
by one or any considerable number, are granted by the others almost as 
a matter of course, although the Senators making the request may not 
be in the majority. I have never been able to find, in discussing these 
appropriations touching the personnel of the Senate, that there was any 
difference whatever arising from the political complexion of the Sen- 
ate 
now when the Republicans have it. 
always been and are now a unit. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. 
Democratic Senators who have more patronage over there than some 
Republican Senators ? 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, I presume so. 

Mr. SAYERS. 
matter. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Human nature seems to be the same 
over there, without regard to politics. 

Mr. CANNON. Ido not desire to say anything further touching 
the employés of the Senate. That body has always insisted that the 
number and character of its employés was a matter of which it was 
the judge; and, as the concurrence of that body is required for the ap- 

propriation of money, it has substantially, with a few exceptions, al- 
ways carried its point. a 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Is it not a fact that a very large 
portion of the increase in the clerical force of the Departments is due 
entirely to the pension legislation which we have enacted ? 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, certainly. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. I understand that a large pro- 
portion of this additional forceis employed in the adjudication of claims 
of disabled soldiers and the widows of deceased soldiers. 

Mr. CANNON. That matter has been fully stated. I donot recol- 
leet the exact number of additional employés for work of that charac- 
ter—— 

Mr. SAYERS. But if we deduct all the additional force authorized 
by the present Congress for pension business, the number of new offi- 


ployés, on an average, to each Senator at a cost of $4,298 per annum, 
whereas the number of employ¢s in the House averages less than one 


| to each member at a cost of but $1,177 per aanum. I ask him as a 
| business man what he thinks of that. 

Mr. CANNON. In my judgment, I will state to the gentleman, 
there might well be an ise of the employés of the House for the 
purposes I have just designated, and I think also there might well be 
a decrease in the employ¢s of the Senate. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of low: I yield now to the gentleman from 
Kansas [Mr. PeTers}. 

Mr. Speaker, I want tocall the attention of the House 


The increase in the number of Senators wil! not | 


| employés to each Senator and s 


Mr. PETERS. 
iply to one fact in connection wit 
this question by the gentleman f 
4 Fo 72 } 1 
is this: It will not do to make 


emplovés of the 


h the statements already made on 

m Georgia {[Mr. CLEMENTS], and it 
@ comparison between the number of 
Touse and Senate or to say that there are so many 


) many employés to each member of 


| the House: for it must be remembered that each State has but two Sen- 


But under that courtesy which has | 


It has been the same when the Democrats had the Senate as itis | 
Upon this one thing they have | 
| been called upon to do more errand work t! 
Is it not true that there are some | 


I would like to know the particulars as to that | 


‘ 


tors, while some of the States have thirty-four or thirty-five Repre- 
sentatives on the floor of the House. It is manifestly, therefore, an 
unjust comparison; for the reason that two Senators have to look after 
the entire interests of the , while the membership of the State on 
the floor of the House, ing, as I have said, sometimes to thirty 
four or five in number, divide up amongst themselves and look afte: 
the interests of each part of the State. 

Mr. MORS:2. But they do not do as much work as t 
the House. 

Mr. PETERS 
Massachusetts. 


State 
vail 


amount 


he members of 


Well, in that respect I differ with my friend from 
There is perhaps no member of the House who has 
an myself, and yet I know 
as a matter of fact many members of the Senate who do an immense 
amount of this same errand work. 

But there is another tact to which I wish to call attention. There 
are a large number—as was disclosed by testimony submitted before 
the Committee on Appropriations in framing our bills this year—of 
employés in the various Departments who have become old and worn 
out in the service and are really incompetent and unable to perform 
the duties of full clerks. But yet the Government is brought face to 
face with the problem whether it will turn out these old people to-day, 
who spent their lifetime in the service and are not able to support 
themselves outside in other avocations of life, or continue them on th: 
rolls as now, andallow them to draw their compensation from the Gov 
ernment for such service as they may be able to render. 

I have myself been always opposed to civil-service reform and to 
the civil-service law. I never believed in it. I believe it has done 
injury to the departmental service; and yet were I in a Department, 
and if I had occasion to consider the question whether I should turn 


these old people out or not—turn them out to die or keep them in the 


service and on the rolls at a salary allowed by this Government—I 


| should certainly say, in all charity, that the Government should main- 
| tain them during the rest of their lives, although they may not be 


cers created by this Congress is still greater than the number of new 


officers created at both sessions of the Fiftieth Congress, 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. I wonld like the gentleman to 
give me a detailed statement of that matier. 

Mr. SAYERS. I will do so. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. I understand that, in reaching 
such a result, bills are counted which have not yet become laws. For 
instance, the computation includes offices proposed to be created by 
the bankruptcy bill. 

Mr.SAYERS. No,sir; thatisnot embraced in the computation at all. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. According to my understanding 
it is; and for that reasen I would like to have a detailed statement. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, this whole matter has been gone over. 
Some weeks ago the gentleman fram Texas [Mr. SAYERS] submitted 
what he had to say on this subject and I submitted what I had to say. 
Our remarks have been entombed in the Recorp [laughter], and I do 
not desire te go over the matter again. I wish to make only one ad- 
ditional remark, and then I will sit down. 

Considering the increase of population, considering the growth of 
the country, the increase of the material prosperity of the country, the 
increase of Federal officia!ls-—— 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. And of public buildings. 

Mr. CANNON (continuing). I say the increase of Federal officials 
has not kept pace with the increase of population by one-third. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. Will the gentleman yield for a single question ? 

Mr. CANNON. Certainly. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. The gentleman from Illinois has been a member 


able to perform full service. This practice has prevailed in the De- 
partments all the time, has the sanction of age, and yet these old, de- 
crepit, and worn-out employés are counted in the Departments in the 
aggregate force necessary to carry on the Government. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Now, Mr. Speaker, I ask a vot 
adoption of the report. 

The report was adopted. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa, moved to reconsider the 


e on the 


vote by which 


the report was adopted ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider 


be laid on the tanle. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 
DEFICIENCY IN MEMBERS’ 1 
Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, there is one more mat 
ter that I desire to bring up from the Committee on Appropriations. | 
send to the desk a bill that I want to put on its passage, and while it 
is going up I will only say in explanation of it that we find there is a 


| deficiency nm the pay of members by the unseating of certain members 


| A bill (1. R. 12168) making an appropri 


i 


tion for compensation and mileage of Members of the Houseof Kepresentati 


who bad drawn their pay up to that time and the seating of the 
members who were entitied to theiritullpay. I hope the bill will pas 
Mr. MCMILLIN. Certainly, when you elect men you ought 
them. 
Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I 
The Clerk read as tollows 


other 
Lo pay 
read, 


ask that the bill be 


a to st 


rs of th 





re 
vypty 


a cdeliciency in the appro- 
riation for compensation of Mem be liouse of Representatives and 
Jelegates from the Territories 
cit enacted, etc., Tha rere is hereby appropriated, out of any money in the 
Beit ted, That tt I 1 pproy ted tof y t 
Treasury not otherwise appropriate: , © BUpPDIy a « eficiency in 1¢ Appropria 
r 3 t ot! prot ted, t I i 3 tl ' 
the , the 


and Delegates from Territ 


sum of $10,316. 
The SPEAKER. 
the bill? 


ries for the fiscal year ending June 3), 18 


Is there objection to the present consideration of 
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Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Ought it not to be considered in the Com- 
mittee of the Whole? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. 
will not make that point. 

Mr. BRECKINKIDGE. It seems to me that is the proper course 
for us to pursue at this time. 

The SPEAKER. TheChair would state that there is a good deal of 
business on the Speaker’s table that might be disposed of. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I ask unanimous consent that this be 
considered in the House. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, I understand this is for the purpose of pay- 
ing the salaries of members elected by the House. 

A MempBer. Ejected by the House. 

Mr. CANNON. They have got our money and now we want to get 
our own. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Iam not at all surprised at the statement 
of the gentleman, 

The SPEAKER, 
from lowa? 

There being no objection, the bill was read a first and second time, 
ordered to be engrossed and_read a third time; and being engrossed, iv 
was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr, HENDERSON, of lowa, moved to reconsider the vote by which 
the bill was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The jatter motion was agreed to. 


I hope the gentleman from Kentucky 


Is there objection to the request of the gentleman 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE TO POSTAL CLERKS. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following House bill 
with Senate amend ments: 

A bill (H. R. 10086) granting leaves of absence to clerks and employés in first 
and second class post-ollices, 

The amendments of the Senate were read. 

ThesPEAKER. The question is on concurring in the amendments, 

Mr. HOLMAN, 1s not that subject to the point that it should have 
its first consideration in Committee of the Whole? It createsa new 
class. Originally the House bill only applied to clerks in first and 
second class post-oflices. This applies to others, 

The SPEAKER, It does not seem that that comes within the rule. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Does it not create a new class of employés ? 

The SPEAKER. No; it only grants leave ot absence; that is all. 

Mr. EVANS, It does not require an appropriation. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Then I ask leave tootlfer an amendment to include 
the employés ot third-class post-oflices. 4 

TheSPEAKER. Thegentleman can move to concur withan amend- 
went. 

Mr. HOLMAN. 
words ‘ 


I move teconcur with that amendment, adding the 
‘third class;’’ so that the bill will read: 


Granting leaves of absence to clerks in first, second, and third class post-offices, 


Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Speaker 

Mr. HOLMAN, Ihopemy friend rom Pennsylvania[Mr. BIncuaM] 
will not object tothat. I have madesome inquirieson the subject since 
the matter was belore the House before, and I think be is doing a great 
injustice by excluding the employés of third-class post-offices irom the 
provisions of this bill. 

I trust gentlemen who have tbird-class post-offices in their districts 
will insist upon placing the employés of those post offices on the same 
footing as the clerks in first and second class post-offices, Take a dis- 
trict such as I have the honor to represent, containing cities of eight 
or nine thousand inhabitants; there is not asingle post-office in the dis- 
trict except third-class post-offices, and every one of those third-class 
post-oflices stands on the same tooting with respect to all other matters 
as first and second class post-offices, except the matter of salaries. The 
employés of these third-class post-oflices are employed at small salaries, 
and why should they be discriminated against ? 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Speaker, that whole subject was fully dis- 
cussed when this bill came from the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post- Roads, and I had thought that the gentleman from Indiana [ Mr. 
HoLMAN ]} was satisfied with the conclusion that the House reached. 
The average compensation of clerks in third-class post-offices is $250 a 
year. 

Mr. HOLMAN. That is my argument, that they are paid small sal- 
aries, and that they ought not to be discriminated against on that ac- 
count in the matter o! granting them leave of absence. 

Mr. BINGHAM, They only perform temporary or intermediate 
service. They are only employed in the distribution of the mails and 
in separating offices or are only employed when the mail comes in. 

Mr. HOLMAN. My friend is entirely misinformed upon that sub- 
ject. They are employed right straight along. 

Mr. BINGHAM. ‘That is only in the larger offices. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Atal! the third-class post-officesin my district I find 
that these clerks are employed right straight along. There are some 
distributing offices where an additional clerk may be employed tempo- 
rarily, but at every third-class post-office in my Congressional district 
there is a clerk employed regularly at a smallsalary. As I have said 
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heretofore, the very fact that the salary is small is a reason why ther» 
should be no discrimination against them. , 

Mr. BINGHAM. These men never work eight hours a day exce; 
in a very few large offices. In the innumerable separating offices a; 
small offices in the country their hours of employment are short, anq 
by a convenient arrangement with the postmaster there is no tr 
about letting them off for a few days at any season of the year. 

Mr. HOLMAN. That is true of the second class also. There is p 
argument in favor of the second class that does not apply to the third 
class, 

Mr. BINGHAM. 
class—— 

Mr. HOLMAN. My friend has put them all on thesame footing as 
to rents, lights, and fuel. The third-class offices stand on the sai 
footing in every respect, with thedifference, of course, in the salaries 
but in every other respect except this they are all on the same footing. 
Now, because their salaries are low they are deprived of the benefit 
of this privilege of leave of absence granted to the higher-paid em 
ployés. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I would suggest to the gentleman that we liad 
better let his proposition go over until the next session. We will then 
look into the matter critically and fairly, and any arguments that may 
be desired can be presented before the committee at that time. If we 
fail to concur in this Senate amendment the bill will not pass at the 
present session of Congress. The Senate amendment embraces but 
sixty people. They are the only employés of the Government ai 
Washington who do not get leave of absence. If this amendment is 
not concarred in at this time the bill will not be reached again during 
this session. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Will my friend allow me one suggestion? He rep 
resents a district where there is not a single solitary third-class post 
office. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I represent the committee, which is composed of 
members from districts where there are third-class post-offices. 

Mr. HOLMAN. My friend represents a district where there is not 
a single one of these third-class post-offices. Now, many gentlemen 
around me here represent districts where there are none other than se: 
ond, third, and fourth class offices; and does not my friend regard it as 
ungenerous to give to the employés of his district, with other districts 
in the large cities, this additional benefit of puplic employment and 
deprive the great majority of those who are engaged in the secoud 
or third class offices of the same privilege? 

Mr. BINGHAM. I would say to the gentleman—— 

Mr. EVANS. I have six such offices in my district, and I am in 
favor of this bill. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Well, I represent a first-class office. I wish to say 
to the gentleman from Indiana—— 

Mr. HOLMAN. How many third-class offices does the gentleman 
from Tennessee say he has in his district ? 

Mr. EVANS. ‘There aresix third-class offices in my district. I have 
only one first-class office in my district. 

Mr. HOLMAN. And you would discriminate against the large: 
number in favor of the one ? 

Mr. BINGHAM. As I was endeavoring to say, while I represent a 
first-class oftice, the committee consists of fifteen members, This was 
the best judgment of that committee, and it came from that commit- 
tee, I think, unanimously. We will take up the consideration of the 
proposition of the gentleman from Indiana, covering twelve thousand 
offices, and I would ask the gentleman to withdraw his amendment. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Standing by itself, such a bill would not receive a 
favorable hearing. The committee has always been made up largely 
of gentlemen representing the larger post-offices; and, while the com- 
mittee has been one of the best in the House, including the time that 
the gentleman has presided over it, yet, as I stated, the committee gen- 
erally represents the higher class of offices. 

I hope my friend will allow me to have a vote on mv amendment. 
I suppose it will be voted down. I know such amendments are gen- 
erally voted down when we have to come in conflict with a committee. 

Mr. BINGHAM, I would say to the gentleman that when he talks 
of the third-class offices he eliminates from his proposition the great 
body of fourth-class offices; for he must under-tand this, that the allow- 
ance for separating offices pertains as much to a fourth-class office 
where it is a separating office as it does to a third-class oflice where it 
is a separating office. 

Mr. HOLMAN. That would only apply to about one in a district 
perhaps two or more in the State of Indiana. I speak for the rura! 
people and the rural post-offices, while my friend speaks for the cities. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Oh, no; I speak for the committee. I trust the 
amendment will be voted down. If it is adopted the bill will fail. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Pennsylvania yield for 
an amendment? 

“ic. BINGHAM. I do not. 

Mr. HOLMAN, I had the floor, if the Speaker pleases. I offered 
an amendment and it was noted by the Clerk in the usual way, and an 
amendment can be offered in such a way when the previous question 
has not been calleJ. 


Oh, there is a difference, because the secon, 
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The SPEAKER. The question is upon concuzzing with the amend- | the amendments of the Senate to the bill of the House (H. R.5206) granting a 
coal proposed by the genueman from Indiana. ee - ee at = ‘ : — DAVit met, after full and ire 11, — ne oo 
. . » . ° a eeu te ecumt ne ‘ iore ’ ite ie espective uS0Cs AS 1OlLlOWSs 

“ir. BUCKALEW. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask my colleagne—— | “That the Hou-e re tn ine man to tied Haunts aaneetaiae® tind 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk has no such amendment as suggested | agree to the same 


py the gentleman from Indiana. No such amendment has been pre- | are ai Baw? El 
sented. C. £, BELKNAP 
“Wr. HOLMAN. The amendment I offered was to insert the words } son t of the H 
‘clerks of third class offices ’’ preceding the enumeration of employés. PHILE US SAWYER, 
The SPEAKER, The question is on concurring with the amend- , DAVIS TUR the 


nt of the gentleman from Indiana. 
Mr. BUCKALEW. I desire to ask my colleague on the Committe 


The statement of the House conferees was read, as yllow 





of Post-Offices and Post-Roads tor an explanation of the Senate amend- gates amanda Oe ee oe re seen the ont ane 
ment. I understand that applies to employés tor a single month, and ! ices of the officer, which appear ave been « re i by his superi 
also to employés by the day. How can you work a proposition su Admiral Farragut, and the further fact that the pension thereby allowed is n« 
that coutained in the amendment? How can you give leave of a . _—_ Oa ona te tone on, a ae ne eee eee Sea a a 
sence to men employed day by day and single days without abuse ani ased foun the country’s cnemies, ms at i ore oe 
favoritism growing out of such thingsif you attempt to apply it to th: JNO. G. SAWYER 
various pablie offices in the country ? 7 sa , a ae 
Surely the chairman ofthe Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Road The conference report was adopted ae 
can not have considered the Senate amendment, for if he had yviven it . a 
earetul cousideration he would hardly care to have sucha provision as | FORT ELLIS RESERVATION, MONTANA. 
that put upon the statute-book. The gentleman had better non-con- | The SPEAKER also laid betore the House a bill (H. R. 8049) to pro- 


cur in the Senate amendment and get a hasty hearing before a com- | vide tor the disposal of the abandoned Fort Ellis military reservation 
mittee of conference and strike that out. I can understand why em- | in Montana under the homestead law, and tor other purposes, with 
ployés of the Government for a whole year in the post-oflice ought to amendments of the Senate thereto, and a request for a committee of 
have a little recreation in the hot months for a short period ot time, | conference. 


such as has heen extended by former statutes; but to admit this prin- | Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask that the original bill be read 
ciple and allow it to apply to temporary employés aad to employés by | + The bill was read. 
the day, giving such men leave ot absence, would surely lead to abuse. | Mr. HOLMAN. I wish to call attention of the gentleman repre- 


Mr, BINGHAM. I can explain to the gentleman fully the matter | senting Montana [ Mr. CARTER] to the fact that while this amendment 
about which he makes inquiry. ‘To start with, the bill provides that | may he beneficial to the State it is injurious to the actual settlers on 


there shall be no leave of absence zranted to any one unless where | those lands, because it deprives them of the beuefit of the homestead 
there has been one year’s continuous service. | law. 
Mr. BUCKALEW. That is the House bill. | Mr. CARTER. I will say to the gentleman from Indiana that there 


Mr. BINGHAM. That is theSenate bill also, The Senate bill sim- / is not, nor has there ever been, an actual settler lawiully upon this 
ply amends the House bill by including in its provisions leave of | reservation. 
absence for the employés of the mail-bag repair shop established in| Mr. HOLMAN. I understand that; but I say that this bill would 
Washington a year ago by an amendment to the General Post-Office | de prive the actual settlers of an opportunity of entering those lands un- 
appropriation bill. The mail-bazs and mail-locks are repaired here | der the homestead law, and, of course, that will raise the price of the 
at Washington, and an annual appropriation runs in the General Post- | lands above the reach of the laboring men of his State. That is my 
Office bill tor the maintenance of that division of the service. These | first suggestion. My second is this: It should be observed that the 
people can get no leave of absence unless they have been employed | Senate has carelully repealed the provision oriyinally found in the bill, 
continuously tor one year. That is the only branch or division of any | reserving the right to declare forfeiture as against the Northern Pacific 


Department of the Government where the employ¢s are not allowed | corporation. I do not think my triend ought to consent that there shall 

leave of absence under the statute, and theretore they have been in- | be a deliberate repeal ot that reservation of the right to declare forfeit 

cluded in this bill. ure of the portion of the Northern Pacific land grant that is affected by 
Mr. BUCKALEW. Do I understand, then, that this amendment of | the provisions of this bill. 

the Senate is to be read in connection with the bill and isto apply | Mr. CARTER. Mr. Speaker, with reference to the observations of 

only to persons who have been employed a whole year? | my friend from Indiana, I wish to say that the provisions of this bill, 
Mr. BINGHAM. Only to those who have been employed a whole | as amended by the Senate, are not satisiactory tome. I am exceed- 

year. | ingly desirous that these lands shail be thrown open for settlement at 


the earliest practicable date. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Entry is to be suspended for a year, anyhow,under 
the amendment. 

Mr. CAR fER. To permit the State to select lands under its school- 
lands grant. ‘This is not in coniormity with the intent of the original 
bill, which was tramed directly in the interests of settlers 

So the amendment of Mr. HOLMAN was rejected. Mr. HOLMAN. There will be a delay of a year, so no time will be 

The amendment of the Senate was then concurred in lost by sending the bill to a conterence now. 

Mr. BINGHAM moved to reconsider the vete by which the amend- Mr. CARTER. Mr. Speaker, I ask that the amendments of the San 
ment was concurred in; and also moved that the motion to reconsider | ate be non-concurred in and a conference committee appointed on the 
be laid on the table. part of the House. 


The SPEAKER. ‘The question is upon the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Indiana. 

The question was taken; and the Speaker declared that the noes 
seemed to prevail. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I demand a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 25, noes 58. 


| 
| 
| 
| 








The latter motion was agreed to. | The SPEAKER. Without objection, that order will be mad 
There was no objection; and it was ordered accordingly. 
MARTHA N. HUDSON. ere S n¢ } } vas orcel ACCOra lng! 
* . . . REAN » SON « t DOLD. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a resolution from the Senate; een & ANCES oat et 
requesting the return to that body of the bill (S. 3433) granting a pen- | fhe SPEAKER, as the next business on the Speaker's table, laid 
sion to Martha N. Hudson. | before the House the following Senate bill (S. 125), corresponding in 

The SPEAKER. This request grows out of an error in the enroll- | its provisions with a House bill favorably reported. 
ment of the bill, and without objection the request of the Senate will | Be # ere Sh = at juris liction is hereby conferred upon the ] rb 

. : Cilatmms to inqgui into an determine how much the steam-ve ls Water 
he complied with, is E | Suwannee and Shamokin—hullsand machinery —built for the United Stutest 

There was no objection. | Heaney, son & Archbold under their coutracts with the Navy Department 

> E . : > the said contractors over and above the contract prices and allowances for ext 
BRIDGE ACROSS THE ALTAMAHA. | work, and to enter judgment in favor of Reaney, Son & Archhold for th me 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a bill (H. R. 10265) to | ae Phat the judgment shail not exceed the sum allowed by the b ~ 
authorize the construction of a bridge across the Altamaba River, with | Siete of arktahs Themen ©. dpe fh a ae 
amendments of the Senate thereto, and a request for a committee of | ance being set furth in Senate Executive Document No. 1s rty-ninth Cor 
conierence, | gress, first session. 

: 2. That at the hearing or the trial of any t so smenced either party 

The bill and amendments were read. plaintiff or defend t, si all h oa a cht a i ciore the « irt ead te ay 

Mr. LESTER, of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, I move to concur in the | or documents which may be relevant to and competent upon the issues joines 
Senate amendments. tha maa overt « AED SE SE Ae eC ee NaS, TN, CANTO. RNS TOCR NONE Ot 

. the said court shall be had i the same manner sin all oth cases Le t 

The motion was agreed to. said Court of Claims, and have the same effect: and that ecilher arty. 1 intiff 

CATLENA LYMAN or de‘endant, may appeal from the decision or judgment o! the said ¢ 


Claims to the supreme ‘ ourt of the United States, in the 

Mr.SAWYER. Mr. Speaker, I desire to present a conference report. | provided for in other eas 

The report was read, as follows: | TheSPEAKER. The question ison ordering this bill toathird read 
The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on ! 1D. 
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Mr. HOLMAN. I believe the Chair has ruled that bills of this class 


are not subject to a point of order as making an expenditure of money. 
Chis is one of the class of bills referring naval construction claims to 


the Court ot Claims. Is seems to me that it must ultimately involve an 
appropriation of money. 
THOMAS. There is no appropriation in the bill. 
fhe SPEAKER. This bill is in no wise different, so far as the point 
of order is concerned, from those which have already been passed. 
Mr. THOMAS. It is exactly of the same character. 
Ir. HOLMAN. But there may be money paid under the bill. 
Che bill was ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and 
~d. 
House bill 2455, similar in substance to the Senate bill just passed, 
by unanimous consent, laid on the table. 
AS JOHN ROACH, DECEASED. 
The SPEAKER, as the next business on the Speaker's tuble, laid 
before the House the following Senate bill, corresponding in its pro- 
ions with a House bill favorably reported 


pa 


SIGNEES OF 


Vis 


A bill (8. 270) for the relief of the assignees of John Roach, deceased 
} t enacted, etc., That jurisdiction is hereby conferred upon the Court of 
Ciaims to inquire into and determine how much the steam machinery built for 


the United States double-ender Peoria by John Roach, deceased, under his con- 
tract with the Navy Department, cost the said contractor over and above the 
contract price and allowances for extra work, and to enter judgment in favor of 
George W. Quintard and George E. Weed, assignees of said John Roach, for the 
same: Provided, That the judgment shall not exceed the sum aliowed by the 
board convened in pursuance of a resolution of the Senate of the United States 
dated March ¥, 1865, of which Thomas O. Selfridge was the president, the said 
allowance being set forth in Senate Executive Document No. 18, Thirty-ninth 
Congress, first session, and stated at the sum of $61,172.51, 

Seo, 2. That atthe hearing or on the trial of any suit so commenced either 
party, plaintiff or defeudant, shall have the right to use before the court any 
testimony or documents which may be relevant to and competent upon the is- 
sues joined between the parties; and that the proceedings, trial, decision, and 
judgment of the said court shall be had in the same manner asin all other cases 
before the said Court of Claims, and have the sameeffect; and that either party, 
plaintiff or defendant, may appeal! from the decision or judgment of the said 
Oourt of Claims to the Supreme Court of the United States in the same manner 
as now provided for in other cases, 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 

House bill 11590, correaponding in its provisions with the Senate 
ill just passed, was, by unanimous consent, laid on the table. 


SUBDIVISION COOKE PARK, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 
The SPEAKER, as the next business on the Speaker’s table, laid 
before the House the following Senate bill, corresponding in its pro- 
visions with a House bill favorably reported: 


\ bill (8. 4021) to authorize the commissioners of the District of Columbia to an- 
nul and cance! the subdivision of partof square 112, known as Cooke Park, 


Or 


Re it enacted, etc., That the commissioners ot the District of Columbia be, and 
they are hereby, authorized to annul and cancel the subdivision of part of 
square No. 112. in Georgetown, known as Cooke Park, made by A. M. Bell, Sep- 
temrber 26, 1885, and recorded in the office of the surveyor of said District in 
book A. R. 8, page 157: Provided, That all the owners whose property in said 
subdivision abuts on the avenue shown thereon shall petition therefor. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed, 

House bill 10758, corresponding in its provisions with the Senate 
bill just passed, was by unanimous consent laid on the table. 

AMOS L. ALLEN. 
The SPEAKER, as the next business on the Speaker’s table, laid 
betore the House the following Senate bill, corresponding in its pro- 
visions with a House bill tavorably.2eported: 


A bill ($8. 008) for the relief of Amos L. Allen, survivor of the firm of Larrabee 
& Alien, 
Be it enacted, etc., That jurisdiction is hereby conferred upon the Court of 


Claims to inquire into and determine how much the hull of the United States 
double-ender loseo cost the contractors, Larrabee & Allen, over and above the 
contract price and allowances for extra work, and to enter jadgment in favor 
of Amos L, Allen, survivor of said firm, for the same: Provided, That the judg- 
ment shall not exceed the sum allowed by the board convened in pursuance of 
a resolution of the Senate of the United States, dated March 9, 1865, of which 
Thomas O. Selfridge was the president, the said allowance being set forth in 
ite Exeentive Document No. 18, Thirty-ninth Congress, first session. 

2. That at the hearing or on the trial of any suit so commenced, either 
party, plaintiff or defendant, shal) have the right to use before the court any 
testimony or documents which may be relevant to and competent upon the is- 
snes joined between the parties, and that the proceedings, trial, decision, and 
judgment of the said court shall be had in the safme manner asin all other cases 
before the said Courtof Claims, and have the same effect ; and that either party, 
plaintiff or defendant, may appeal from the decision or judgment of the said 
Court of Claims to the Supreme Court of the United States in the same manner 
as now provided for in other cases. 


Mr.KERR, of Iowa. I make the point of order that no motion has 
been made or authorized to substitute this for the House bill. 

Mr. THOMAS. A House bill exactly like this Senate bill has been 
reported from the Committee on War Claims and is now on the Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Well, I make the point of order that the 
gentleman has not been authorized to call this bill up. 

The SPEAKER. Has the committee directed that action be asked 
on this bill? 

Mr. THOMAS. The committee has directed me to ask considera- 
tion of the bill whenever it might come up from the Speaker’s table. 


he 
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The SPEAKER. 
Mr. HOLMAN, 


The point of order will have to be overruled 
Mr. Speaker, permit me tosayaword. We): 


just as well bring in that entire batch of old claims that have be: 
jected during twenty-five years past and put them all in one | 


pass these claims bill after bill in this way. The claims in my 
ment are not meritorious; and I had an opportunity to examine 
when the subject was fresh, when men who knew all about th 
were living. Now, when persons who were familiar with these : 
actions are dead these bills are passed; and the bills by their ver) 
contemplate judgments by the Court of Claims against the Gover: 
No court considering the proposition contained in bills of this . 
neither the Supreme Court of the United States nor any other c 
could misunderstand the fact that the bills are passed with a vii 


| the assessment of damages; and the court would act in defiance o 


spirit of the bills if it did not make the allowance demanded }) 
claimants. I do notexpect that any of these measures will be defi 
I take it for granted that they will pass and that they will deplet 


| Treasury in the early future of large sums of money. 


Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Speaker, this bill is similar in its provisions | 

It pro; 
simply to submit the facts to the Court of Claims. There is no « 
tion that the United States Government is indebted to these parti, 
found by the naval board; and this bill provides that the finding , 
the court shall notexceed the findingof the board. These claims: 

to have been allowed years and years ago; but, instead of making : 
a direct appropriation, we provide simply for sending the matter to th 
court for proof on the part of the claimants, although they have he: 
tofore presented such proof and have been allowed all they asked, a 
they onght to have, and all they now demand, by the naval board. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I understand that all these claims were at 
time submitted to a board and have been rejected; and this bi! 
framed, as I understand, so as to get rid of the objections upon w! 
the claims were ruled out on a formeroccasion. I do not think t 
this bill or any bill of this kind ought to pass. 

Mr. THOMAS. The bill provides by its terms that the court cau 
not find judgment for a greater amount than that allowed by the 
ridge board. 

Mr. DINGLEY. That was $11,000? 

Mr. THOMAS. Eleven thousand dollars. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord 
the third time, and passed. 

House bill No. 12114, corresponding in its provisions with the 5: 
ate bill just passed, was by unanimous consent laid on the table. 

RANCHO PUNTA DE LA LAGUNA. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 2212) relat 
to the Rancho Punta de la Laguna. 

The bill was read at length. 

Mr. KERR, of fowa. I make the point of order that this bill requi 
its first consideration in the Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. CASWELL. The same bill has been reported in the House | 
the Committee on Private Land Claims, and is on the Calendar read 
for consideration. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa, Mr. Speaker, the delegation from Californ 
assure me that the bill is all right, and in consideration of their stat 
ment I withdraw the objection. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I would like to have some further « 
planation than that, Mr. Speaker, before this question is settled. 

Mr. McCREARY. I hope some gentleman from California will gi 
a statement as to how this is ‘‘all right.”’ 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I renew the point of order of the gentlem 
from Iowa. 

Mr. CASWELL. Mr. Speaker, I will make a brief statement 
the facts in connection with this bill. 

This bill has been before the Committee on Private Land Claims, a: 
on a full investigation they were unanimous in their report in its fay 
The facts of the case, simply and briefly stated, are these: That t 
title to about 5,000 acres of land has utterly failed which the Unit 
States had granted to settlers. Subsequently to that the claimant, or tlic 
grantee, by virtue of the Spanish grant of 1844, established his cla 
in all the courts of California, first before the land commission of ( 
ifornia and afterwards before the courts, to this very land which t 
Government had previously sold. 

The difficulty grew out of an erroneous survey in the first insta: 
where two grants had overlapped. By this erroneous survey the Go 
ernment went on and sold the land of the claimant to the extent of 
about 5,000 acres. Aiterwards heestablished hisclaim, as I have said, 
in all of the courts, and by the corrected survey, made under the direct i 
of the court, the claim was fully and unquestionably established to 
the land. But the Government had sold this land to various parti: 
and had received pay for it. The lands sold were in Southern Cal ifo: 
nia and some of these lands are to-day worth from fifty to a hund: 
dollars an acre. 

Now, the best and only thing thatthe Government can do to remedy 
the wrong is to pass this bill and allow the party to locate lands in 
other parts of California where he can find Government lands. It 
eminently just that this should be done, and there is no reason in the 
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world why the claimant should not have the full benefit of the lands | 
which the California courts have held that he was entitled to. 

Mr. VAUX. How did these lands come to be sold, if the Govern- | 
ment had no right to dispose of them ? 

Mr. CASWELL. I have just stated that it wasan error ip a survey. | 
Aflerw ards by a survey made under the direction of the court the | 
poundary was found to be 1 mile or more east of the original survey. 
It is all made perfectly clear in the letters of the Secretary and the re- | 
nort of the committee, which has gone very fully into all the facts. 

[ will say farther, Mr. Speaker, that t. +: Commissioner of the Land | 
Office, by a letter published in a report accompanying the bill, recom. | 
mends the passage of the bill and says that parties in interest are en- | 
titled to relief. I will state also that this bill is so carefully guarded 
that the Secretary of the Interior may hereafter investigate the facis 
pefore permitting this party to locate any lands at all. In fact, it is 
narded on all sides. {Cries of ‘‘ Vote!’’ ‘‘Vote!’’] 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to state to the gentleman from 


o 
5 


Kentucky, who renewed the point of order made by the gentleman | tion after acertain time. 


from lowa, that it seems to the Chair—— 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I withdraw the point of Srder. [had the 
same thing happen to me that happened to the gentleman from Iowa. 
[Laughter. ] 

" There being no objection, the bill was considered and ordered to a 
third reading; and being read the third time, was passed. 


PENALTIES ON THE GUNBOAT PETREL. 
The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 2916) to remit 


the penalties on gunboat No. 2, known as the Petrel. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Navy is hereby authorized and 


required to remit to the Columbian Iron Works and Dry-Dock Company, of 


Baltimore City, the time penalties exacted by the Navy Department under con- 
tract with said company for the construction of gunboat No.2, known as the 
Petre),the United States having suffered no damage by the delay in the con- 
struction, and the said gunboat having been accepted by the Department as 
satisfactory in every respect. 


Mr. HOLMAN. I hope the report will be read or some statement 
made. 


Mr. RUSK. The report is very full. 


Mr. McCREARY. I ask some gentleman familiar with this subject 


to give us a statement of the facis. 
Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Speaker, if the gentieman from Maryland 


[Mr. Rusx], who is familiar with this matter, will permit me to make | 


a suggestion to the gentlemen from Kentucky and Indiana, this report 
is quite veluminous, beeause it contains a very extended statement of 
the contract and the letters of the Secretary of the Navy; so that I 
think a statement on the part of the gentleman from Maryland can 
cover the ground in much less time and be equally satisfactory. 

Mr. McCREARY. A statement of the gentleman will be entirely 
satisiactery tome. I only wanttoknow the reason for remitting these 
penalties. 

Mr. RUSK. Mr. Speaker, the Committee on Naval Affairs have 
considered this bill carefully and acted upon the suggestions embodied 
in a letter submitted by the Secretary of the Navy. The company 
which undertook the contract to build the Petrel accepted one of the 
conditions of the contract, as is required in similar coutracts, that the 
material employed should be supplied of American manufacture. At 
that time it was difficult to obtain steel of the quality required, much 
more difficult than to obtain it now. The letter of the Secretary of 
the Navy and the accompanying testimony show the condition of af- 
fairs in that regard. 


The company, however, proceeding with the work, used all due dil- 


igence and was ready to deliver the gunboat to the Government before 
the Government was ready to equip it. The work was thoroughly sat- 
isiactory in every particular, but there was a delay in getting the stecl 
of the proper character. Owing to the delay, over which this company 
had no control, the Secretary of the Navy recommends that he be au- 
thorized to remit the penalties, which arose through no fault of the 
company. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Whatis the amount in dispute—the amount of 
the penalties? 

Mr. RUSK. Fifty-six thousand dollars. 

I will state in connection with this that a Government officer, in 
charge of similar work at the same yard where they were building 
two more gunboats, informed me that when the Petrel was built it 
was a matter of almost daily occurrence thatsteel plates were rejected 
because of defects. But so great has been the progress in steel mann- 
facture that it is now difficult to find a defective plate. However, 
the company had its force engaged to do the work; they were kept 
waiting on expense, and as a consequence of the requirements of the 
contract to which I have referred, and the rejection of a great many 
of the plates, they were delayed in getting the boat out. They were 
compelled to keep their force doing nothing. 

Mr. HOLMAN. When were these fines imposed ? 

Mr. RUSK. A yearortwoago. The contract was made in 1586. 


Mr. MoCREARY. This grows out of the building of the Petrel, I 
believe? 
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| Committee to make a short 


| the Department was compelled to impose the 
] 


Mr. RUSK. Yes, sir. 

Mr. McCREARY. How long since the Petrel was built 

Mr. RUSK. Within the last year, and it is now in commission, ac- 
cepted by the Government, and perfectly satisfactory in ev 

Mr. BUCHANAN. of New persey it $s 1M POsSS ) » | it yvord 
that the gentleman has said. I would like the chairman of t Naval 


Mr. BOUTELLE. The gentleman from Maryland [Mr. R 


| already done that. 


Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey But he w i 
away. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I will state for the } 
House—— 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jers y. What are t 


| ting this penalty? 


Mr. BOUTELLE. Under a contract made for the construction 
this gunboat there was a penalty for every day’s delay in the i] 
The delay occurred, and under the co ! 


* abehi 
have done in the settlement. now pending, which is not final 

But the contractors claim, and the Secretary of the Navy stat« 

| this delay was caused by the fact that the contractors were unab 

| obtain the steel that would meet the tests required by the Governm« 

| owing to the inability of our steel manufactories at that time to p 
duce the material necessary to meet these tests. We were not then in 
| the same condition that we are now. Oursteel-works were not 

| condition of forwardness. The requirement was that this m 

| should be of domestic manufacture, and the delay was due to the 
| inability to get the material required at that time, and not due to 
fault of the contractors themselves. 

Mr. McCOMAS. One thing further. The Committee on Ap 
priations would have allowed this very claim in th: 
wanted to allow it, except for the want of lezal authority; 1t was so 
plain andsoequitablein every respect. [Criesof‘‘ Vote!’ *' Vote 
| ‘The bill was ordered to a third reading; and was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 

Mr. RUSK moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed ; 
| and also moved to lay the motion to reconsider on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 
The House bill of similar import was ordered to lie 


last Congress, and 





on the table. 
EVENING SESSION OF THE IOUSE. 
Mr. PERKENS. I ask unanimous consent that at 5 o'clock to-day 
| the House take a recess until 8 o’clock, the evening session to continue 
| from 8 o'clock not later than half past 10, and to be for the considera- 
| tion of Senate and House bills reported from the Committee on Indian 
| Affairs to which there is no objection. 

Mr. FLOWER. Why not consider all Senate and House bills on the 
Speaker’s table not objected to? 

Mr. FARQUHAR, Oh, no; give the 
an evening. 


| 
| 
| . 
Committee on Indian Affairs 
| 
| 
| 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Perkins] asks 
unanimous consent that at 5 o’clock to-day the House take an inter- 
| mission until 8 e’clock p: m., the evening session to continue not later 
than half past 10, and to be for the consideration of Senate and House 


| bills reported by the Committee on Indian Affairs to which there shall 
| be no obfection. Isthere objection to the request? [After a pause, | 
The Chair hears none. 

| Mr. BOUTELLE. I desire to ask unanimous consent that on Tues- 
| day evening we may be permitted the same kind of a session to con- 


| sider measures reported from tlre Committee on Naval Aaffirs to which 





there shall be no objection. There are quite a number of small mat 
ters which ought to be considered. 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. The objection is that we have already 
| passed a concurrent resolution for adjournment to-morrow at 20’ 
Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Provided that we do not adjourn 
Mr. BOUTELLE. I make the request conditional, of cou upol 


Mr. FRANK. The request had better be made to 
Mr. HEARD. Let it go over until to-morrow. 
Mr. McMILLIN, Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. The House 
| has already passed a concurrent resolution for adjournment to-morrow 
at 2 o’clock. 


| the fact that we do not adjourn before that time 
i 
} 


What effect would this have upon that resolution? It 
| is adverse action on the part of the House 
| Mr. FARQUHAR. It amounts to a recor 


ideration of the resolu- 
tion. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. 
resolution, we will adjourn. 
Mr. BOUTELLE. But in case the House should not adjourn 
| Mr.McMILLIN. There is no question as to what the effect would 
| be if the House is sti! in session. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. [I make it conditional upon that. 
| TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Maine {Mr. BoureLLe] asks 
unanimous consent that on to-morrow the House, at 5 o’clock, take a 
recess until 8 o’clock p. m., the evening session to continue not later 
than 10.30 p. m., and to be devoted to the consideration of measures 
reported from the Committee on Naval Affairs to which there shall be 


If the Senate concurs in the House 
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no objection, and the request being conditional upon the House not 
irning before that time. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I wish we could have these things done in open 
day sessions. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. 
of the House. 

Mr. KEKR, of lowa 
Mr. BOUTELLE., 
his objection. The Commuttee on 

little time. 


adju 


Our committee have taken but little of the time 


] object, Mr. Speaker 
I think the gentleman trom Iowa will withdraw 
Naval Affairs have taken but very 


Mr. CUTCHEON I present the following privileged report—— 
Mr. BOUTELLE. Will not the gentleman withhold it long enough 
to have a settlement of this matter? 


i will withhold it if the gentleman desires. 
I ask the Speaker to put the question over again. 
Does the gentleman from lowa withdraw his ob- 


Mr. CUTCHEON, 

Mr. BOY TELLE. 

The SPEAKER, 
jection? 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I think if we consented now to an evening 
. on to-morrow it would be equivalent to authorizing the Senaie to | 
pay no attention to our concurrent resolution. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Does the gentleman object to the request as 
modified ? 

Mr. KER 


order !’’] 





se 


of Iowa. Tinsiston myobjection. [Cries of ‘* Regular 





EXAMINATION ARMY OFFICERS. 


Mr. CUTCHEON. Then, Mr. Speaker, I present a report of the 
committee of conterence on the disagreeing votes ol the two Houses on 
the bill (3. 3716) to provide for the examination of certain oflicers in 
the Army, and to regulate promotions therein. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Che committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendment of the House to the bill (3. 3716) to provide for the examination 
of certain officers of the Army, and to regulate promoti ns therein, having met, 
and free couference have agreed to recommend and do recommend 


oO} 


a.ter full 
to their respective Houses as follows 
Phat the Senate revede from its disagreement to the amendment of the House, 
and agreeto the same withan amendment as follows: Strike outtrom the text 
of the bill al after the words “and provided further,” in line 22 of page 3, and 
in lieu thereof insert 
Phat the examination of officers appointed in the Army from civil life, or 
of officers who were officers of volunt ers only, or were officers of the militia 
several State: calied into the service of the United States, or were en- 
listed men in the regular or volunteer service, either ia the Army, Navy, or 
Marine Corps, during the war of the rebetlion, shall be conducted by boards 
composed entirely of officers who were appointed from civil life, or of officers 
who were officers of volun\eers only during said war,and such examination shall 
relate to fitness for practical service, and not to teciinical and scientific know!- 
; and in case of failure of auy such otticer on the re-examination hereinbe- 
fore provided for, he shall be plave.t upon the retired-lixt of the Army; and no 
now in foree shall be so construed as to limit or restrict the retirement of 
officers as herein provided tor.”" 
hat the House agree to the bill as amended. 
Bb. M,. CUTCHEON, 
E. 8, OSBORNE, 
JO» WHEELER, 
Managers on the part of the House, 


Jos. R. HAWLEY, 
CHARLES F. MANDERSON, 
F. M. COCKRELL, 


Managers on the part of the Senate. 


of the 


A 


sce CC CLT CC 


Che statement of the House conferees is as follows: 


Statement of 
tion wl cert 
Cue conterees on the part of the House on said bill submit the following state- 


House conferees on Senate bill 3716, to provide for the examina- 
i 
ment of the effect of the conierence report: 
| 
' 
| 
} 


un officers of the Army, and to regulate promotions therein. 


rue House amendment to the Senate bill provided that officers of the Army 
who had war service as officers or enlisted men in the war of the rebellion 
should * not be included within the provisions of this act or be affected thereby." 
rhe House conferees recommend that the House recede from their amend- 
ment, and that in lieu thereof a provision be inserted providing that those offi- 
ers who had war service as officers or enlisted men of volunteers only shall be 
examined by a board composed of officers who were during the war officers of 
volunteers only, and that such examination shall relate to their fitness for the 
rmance of their duties, rather than to technical and scientific 





practical 
know lec 


had am 


peri | 
» The obj-ct of the amendment is to protect those wiuo have not | 
ilitary education from unjust discriminations, | 








B. M. CUTCHEON, 
E. S, OSKORNE, 
JOS. WHEELER, 
Conferees on the part of the House. 
The report of the committee of conference was adopted. 
CHARLES P, CHOUTEAU. 

Che SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 1857) for the re- 
lief of Charles P. Chouteau, survivor of Chouteanu, Harrison and Valle. 

The bill was read at length for information. 

Mr. KERR, of lowa. Mr, Speaker, I make the same point of order 
against that that I made against the other bill—that there has been no 
motion to substitute this for the House bill authorized by the commit- | 
tee. 

The SPEAKER. The chairman of the Committee on War Claims is | 
present, and can make a stotement in regard to that. 

Mr. THOMAS, I will state, Mr. Speaker, as I nuderstand, the gen- 
tleman irom Kentucky [Mr. STONE], who was present a moment ago, 
reported a similar bill from the Committee on War Claims unanimously, 

The SPEAKER. Did the committee authorize taking this up? | 
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| desk may be understood. 
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Mr. THOMAS. I understand so, but I am not positive. 

Mr. KERR, ot Iowa, I think that that formality has a ve: 
deal of substance in it. It is necessary that it should be 
guaranty that there has been an investigation of the bill so as t 
tain that they areidentica!. I make the point of order. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to say that he is inform 
the bill was held at the request ot the gentleman from Keatuc 
Srone], who stated that the requisites had been complied wit 

Mr. CANNON, Yes; but, Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the point is properly ma 
unless the gentleman is here to make the statement it will hay 
The Chair’only states this so that the action at the | 





Mr. CANNON. I think that the best evidence of the acti: 
committee is its minutes. 

The SPEAKER. It has not been the custom of the Hous 
quire anything but the statement of a member of the committ 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I-will assume that i: the chairman— 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, I ask that the bill be permitted to 
on the Speaker’s table without prejudice, 

Mr. CANNON, I think it might just as well go to the com 

Mr. FRANK. There is no use discriminating against th 
There have been ten bills of a similar character passed this m 
and I ask that it be allowed to remain on the Speaker’s table ur 
gentleman who reported it shall be present. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

GEORGE W. LAWRENCE, 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (8. 3269 
relie! of the administratrix of the estate of George W. Lawrence 

Mr. KERR, of lowa. I make the same point in relerence 
bill. 

fhe SPEAKER. The chairman of the Committee on War | 
will please give his attention. P 

Mr. THOMAS. What is the title of the bill? Bi 

The title of the bill was again reported. 

Mr. THOMAS. That is all right. That was ordered to be 
up by the committee. : 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the bill. : 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the claims of George W. Lawrence for furth 
pensation for theconstruction of the United States monitor Wassuc may 
mitted by said claimant within six months after the passa :e of this act 
Court of Claims, under and in compliance with the rules and regu'at 
said court: and said court shall have jurisdiction to hear and determ::« 
render judgment upon the same: Provided, however, That the investiga\ ‘ 7 
said claim ehall be made upon the following basis: The said court shal! 
tain the additional! cost which was necessarily incurred by the contractor 
construction of the United States vesse! Wa-~sue in the completion of th 
by reason of any changes or alterations in the plans and spec: fications req: 
and Welays in the prosecation of the work: Provided, Thatsuch additions 
in completing the same, and such changes or alterations in the plans a 
specifications required, and delays in the prosecution of the work, were « 
sioned by the Government of the United States; but no allowance for any 
vance in the price of labor or material shall be considered unless such acd 
oécnrred during the prolonged term for completing the work rendered neces 
by delay resulting from the action of the Government aforesaid, and then 
when such advance could not have been avoided by the exercise of ord 
prudence and diligence on the part o the contractor: And provided / 
That the compeng<ation fixed by the contractor and the Government for sp: 
alterations in advance of such alterations shall be conclusive as to the com) 
tion tobe made therefor: Provided, That such alterations when made com) 
with the specifica ions of the same asfurnished by the Government afor« 
And provided further, That all moneys paid to said contractor by the Go 
mentover and above the orivinal contract price for building said ves<el sha 
deducted from any amounts allowed by said court by reason of the ma 
hereinbefore stated: And provided further, Thatif any such changes cans: 
work and expenses to the contractor than the original plan and specificati: 
a corresponding deduction shall be made from the contract price, and the an 
thereof be deducted from any allowance which may be made by said court | 
said claimant. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I think there ought to be some sori 
explanation with reference to this bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope that the report will be read. 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr, Speaker, this is a case exactly similar ‘ 
McKay and other cases. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. None of which ought to have been pa 

Mr. THOMAS. Well, there is no appropriation. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Yes; there is. 

Mr. THOMAS. Theselfridge board in this case allowed the am 
after a thorough investigation, and the gentlemen who have ai\ 
been opposed to these claims have said where the Seliridge | 
allowed an amount they are willing to vote jor the payment ; 
instead of doing that, this bill provides that the claim shall go t 
court, and they shall prove their damages outside ot what was don: 
the Seliridge board. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Whenf was this labor done? 

Mr. THOMAS. It was done between 1862, 1864, and 1865. | 
great trouble is this: The Government entered into contracts with t 
parties, and then as soon as they commenced the building of the ve-: 
ordered a reconstruction of the vessels, tore them down, and prov 
for a different class or kind. It is something hke erdering a man \ 
originally entered into a contract to build a house, after having ¢ 
him into the contract, to compel him to build this Capito]. [n' 
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ean time, after stopping the work and making the delay, iron rose 
from $60 and $70 to $200 aton. Men were difficult to obtain, because | 
they were required in the war, and while these parties were engaged 
in building this number of vessels the wages increased trom $2.50 to | 
$5 and $6 a day, and with all these troubles and difficulties these men 
went forward and completed the contract. : 

They submitted their claim toa board organized by the Secretary of 
War, ander a resolution of the Senate, the Seliridge board, and that 
hoard allowed the amount of damage these parties had suffered. In 
many cases the contract price would not pay for the materials used, to 
say nothing about the labor or any profit that the contractor might 
have hoped to make. 

Mr. HOLMAN. How much was allowed in this case’ 

Mr. THOMAS. Ido notremember exactly. The gentleman trom 
Maine [Mr. DInGLEY] can probably tell. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Ido not remember theamount. This is precisely 
such a case as about half a dozen others that have been already passed. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. It is precisely because there have been 
half a dozen others passed that ought not to have passed that I am 
disposed to object to any further progress in that direction. The gen- 
tleman from Wisconsin [Mr. THoMAS] says there is no appropriation 
in this bill. Of course there is substantially an appropriation. This 
is simply a note on time. We give a note, payable in the next Con- 
yress, atter the Court of Claims shall have taken the matter off our 
consciences and put it into the shape of a fine. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Not at all. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. And the bill is so drawn that the court is 
bound to find for the claimant. 

Mr. DINGLEY. This whole question was thoroughly discussed in 
the House about a month ago, on the first of these bills that came up, 
and the House, after thorough discussion, decided that these claims 
should go to the Court of Claims under the conditions prescribed. 
This is the last of that class of bills. The contractor is dead, and his 
widow, the executrix of his estate, presents this claim, and it certainly 
would be very unjust atter several similar cases have been sent to the 
court to refuse to deal in like manner with this one, which is the last. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. [have never known any of these cases that 
did not have some exceptionally hard feature which made it very un- 
gracious for anybody to refuse to do what the claimant wanted to have 
done. {Laughter.] The claimant was either a widow or an orphan 
or he was a wounded man or a poor man who had been kept for years, 
There was always some pathetic, sorrowful, incident connected with 
the case to make it go through; just as they put a feather on an arrow 
to make it gostraight. The substantial fact is that after twenty-eight 
years we are here reopening the contracts of the war period under a 
claim that no appropriations are contained in these bills that we are 
passing. We send the claimants to the Court of Claims, where they 
are sure to get jndgment; because every one of these bills is carefully 
drawn by some astute and careful lawyer, or perhaps by some gentle- 
man who, besides being an astute and careful lawyer, has had the ad- 
vantage of the additional training of long service here. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I did not draw this bill. [Laughter. | 

Mr. BRECKENRIDGE. The gentleman recognized the description. 
{Laughter.] The House did, I know. These bills, I say, are drawn 
in such a way that the Court of Claims is bound to render judgment 
against the Government 

Mr. HOLMAN. I wish to say to my friend from Maine [Mr. DinG- 
LEY] that all these cases do not necessarily stand on the same footing: 
some were before one board and some were before both boards. Now, 
eases that were rejected by either of those boards certainly ought not 
to have the benefit of such legislation as this. 

Mr. DINGLEY. This case was before the Selfridge board, which 
found the amount due. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Can the gentleman state how it happened that they 
did not go before the board organized afterwards ? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Oh, a bill to pay this amount directly has already 
passed either the Senate or the House several times, hut it never passed 
hoth Houses at the same session. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Does my friend know whether this claimant, Mr. 
Lawrence, went before the subsequent board of review ? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Idonot know. He is dead and his widow brings 
this claim. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. How much money is involved ? 

Mr. DINGLEY. I can not state the amount. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Can the chairman of the Committee on 
War Claims [Mr. Troms] give the Honse some idea of the amount 
that is involved in this claim ? 

Mr. THOMAS. Not expecting the bill to come up, I have not ex- 
amined this case lately, but my recollection is that the Selfridge board 
allowed about $20,000 or $22,000. I can ascertain accurately if the 
gentleman desires. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. And this bill is drawn in such a way as to 
enable the claimant to get more than the Selfridge board allowed ? 

Mr. THOMAS. No; this bill provides that no greater sum shall be 
allowed than was allowed by the Selfridge board. 

A Memper, Hasthis case ever heen before the Court of Claims? 
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Mr. THOMAS. It never has been before the Court of Claims. This 
claim is all right. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading: and it was 
the third time. and passed. 

The House bill of like purport was laid on the table. 


cordingly read 


DIMINISHED RESER\ LANDS, KA? \ 
rhe SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 4221) to contirm 
certain sales of the Kansas trust and diminished reserve lands in the 
State of Kansas. 
The bill was read, as follows 


Whereas by acts of Congress of June 25, 1874 (i8 United States Siatutes, 272), 
July 5, 1876 (19 United States Statutes, 74), and March i6, 1880 (21 United States 
Statutes, 6S), provision was made for the sale of the Kansas trust and diminished 
reserve lands in the State of Kansas, and it appearing that a number of sales 
made thereunder are suspended in the General Land Office for the reason that 
the purchasers, through ignorance of the law, failed to settle upon the land as 
required thereby: Therefore 

Be it enacted, etc., That all entries made under the provisions of said acts in 
which the law has been in other respects complied with, and the purchase 
money paid, shall be, and the same are hereby, confirmed, and patent shall is 


} } 


sue thereon, as in other cases, notwithstar 13ers to 


become actual settlers on the land 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask to have the House bill read. 

Mr KELLEY. The two bills are exactly thesame, word for word. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Then I ask that the Senate bill be again read 

The Clerk again read the bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I hardly think that is a proper meas 
ure to pass. . 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. [rise to a question of order. I desire to 
know whether the committee have ordered that bill to be brought up. 

Mr.KELLEY. By unanimous consent the House allowed the House 
bill to be called up the other day, but on account of some objection to 
considering it until it was explained, it was laid over; therefore, the 
bill is on the Speaker's table by the action of the House as well as by 
the action of the Senate. 

Mr. HOLMAN. That would not affect the point of order. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. But under the rule a billof this kind must 
be brought up by direction of the appropriate committee. 

The SPEAKER. It must be by direction of the committee; but 
the House can, by unanimous consent, leave the bill on the Speaker’s 
table. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Bat that leaves the bill exactly as it was 
when the gentleman from Kansas asked to have it considered. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair knows nothing about the bill except 
that he found it on the Speaker’s table. Will the gentleman from 
Kansas be good enough to state the circumstances? 

Mr. KELLEY. The circumstances by which the bill comes to be 
on the Speaker’s table ? 

The SPEAKER. Yes, sir 

Mr. KELLEY. I asked unanimous consent to have it considered on 
a former occasion, and the bill was read. The gentleman from Ken 
tucky [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE] and the gentleman from Tennessee | Mr. 
McMILLIN ],I believe, objected to the consideration of the bill until they 
had an explanation of the facts and circumstances connected with the 
matter, and they consented that the measure lie over on the Speaker’s 
table until further explanation could be given. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. That, however, would not change the status 
of the bill. The gentleman asked unanimous consent to have the bill 
considered and consent was not given. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair is unable to state what was the exact 
understanding of members about it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. There was no understanding except that the bill 
should remain on the Speaker’s table until turther inquiry could be 
made into the subject. I have had no opportunity of inquiring into 
the circumstances under which the measure passed the Committee on 
Public Lands. 

Mr. KELLEY. I would like to state what I understand to be the 
whole circumstances connected with this bill. The beneficiaries, it 
they can be called beneficiaries, are neighbors of mine living on lands 
adjoining this Indian reservation. By the action of the Commissioner 
of the General Land Office and of the local land officers at Topeka they 
were allowed to pay for these lands and did pay for them; they did not, 
however, live on them. When the lands were reported by the local 
ofiicers to the Commissioner of the General Land Office he found that 
there had been a technical error. But there were no adverse claim 
to any of these lands, as 1 know of my own knowledge and as the Sec 
retary: of the Interior in his report states. [or that reason he says 
that he sees no’ objection whatever to the passage of the bill. In faet 
the bill was drawn in the office of the Secretary of the Intenor, and 
both he and the Commissioner of the General Land Office recommend 
that it be passed, or at least say that they see no reason why it should 
not pass. 

Mr. PERKINS. I wish to suggest farther that under the bill these 
settlers are to pay the same for these lands that they would have paid 
had they resided on them. The only difficulty, as my colleague [ Mr. 
KELLEY | has stated, is that they did not reside on the land the length 
of time required to entitle them in the usual course of business to secure 
a title. 


ig such failure of the pur 


























































10690 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. As I understand the explanation of the 
g entle man from Kansas, they never did reside on the lands at all. 

Mr. KELLEY. No; they never resided on the lands, but they re- 
sided on adjoining land. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. They resided onsome land; and they wanted 
moré land than the law allowed the m at that particular price, so they 


went over upon the land contiguous, which was contrary to law, and | 
now they want a special act to validate their invalid proceeding. 

Mr. KELLEY. But the local land officers at Tope’: 4, Misapprehend- 
ing the proper construction of the law, allowed them to prove up on 


' 
his land and to pay tor it without residing on it. 

Mr, PERKIN And they improved it. 

Mr. KELLEY. And there is no adverse claim to a single acre. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. We, representing the United States, are the 
adverseclaimants. The question, as I understand, is whether these men, 
by collusion, either innocently or otherwise, with the local land officers, 
shal] obtain, at the Government price, lands to which they are not en- 
titled. That is the whole question. 

Mr. KELLEY. Butthegentleman should remember they have paid 
for the land and improved it, and that there is no adverse claim. 

Mr. HOLMAN. But the proceeding which this bill proposes to legal- 


ize is contrary to the spiritefthelaw. That isthe point. The purpose 
of the law is to secure these lands to actual settlers; the result of this 
measure is thatmen living inthe neighborhood, remaining on their own 
arms, are treated as if they had actually entered and resided upon thi 
land 

Mr. KELLEY. ‘The local officers construed the law as allowing 


them ‘to prove up on the land and pay for it, which they did. It was 
really the fault of thelocal land officers at Topeka that the mistake was 
made, because these men might just as well have resided on the land 
at.the time. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. In other words, if the local land officers 
had not told them that thev coald violate the law with impunity, they 
could have ‘* beaten the devil round the bush ’’ bysimply moving across 
on to these lands, 

Mr. KELLEY. The local land officers actually told them that there 
was no violation of the law: that they had the right under the law to 
do as they did; thatif they owned the adjoining land they could take, 
in addition, a part of this reservation, prove up on it, and pay for it. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. How much land was “‘ grabbed in’’ by this 
proceeding? 

Mr. KELLEY. There are not over twenty settlers interested in this 
bill. They live around the reservation. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. How many acres did they undertake to ac- 
quire in this way ? 
Mr. KELLEY, 

Mr. PERKINS. 
paid for the land. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Well, I withdraw the point of order. 

Mr. KELLEY. Iam much obliged to the gentleman. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 

House bill 11406, corresponding in its provisions with the Senate 
bill jast passed, was, by unanimous consent, laid on the table. 

JEANNETTE ARCTIC EXPEDITION. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 728) in recog- 
nition of the merits and services, of Chief Engineer George Wallace Mel- 
ville, United States Navy, and of the other officers and men of the 
Jeannette Arctic expedition. 

The bill was read at length. 

The bill was considered and ordered to a third reading; and being 
read the third time, was passed. 

The bill (H. R. 3539) of the same character was laid on the table. 


SIOUX CITY AND PACIFIC RAILROAD COMPANY 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 4175) author- 
izing the Secretary to settle the indebtedness to the Government of the 
Sioux City and Pacific Railroad Company. 

The bill was read at length. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I believe this bill issubjected to the point of order 
that it should have its first consideration in Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 

The SPEAKER. Does the bill carry an appropriation of land or 
money ? 

Mr. DALZELL. No, sir. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. But it affects the indebtedness of this 
company to the Government, 

Mr. HOLMAN. It involves the surrender of a claim of the United 
States, and that brings it within the spirit of the rule. 

I make the further point of order that there is no motion for its eon- 
sideration authorized by a committee. 

Mr. DALZELL. The gentleman is mistaken in that. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Is not this the same bill that at one time 
was submitted to the House on suspension day ? 

Mr. DALZELL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HOLMAN. And was defeated. 


I presume from 80 to 160 acres each, 


Not exceeding 160 acres in any case. And they 
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mucin! 3 Mr. DALZELL. On that occasion. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, I believe it did not get as man) 
the affirmative as in the negative. 

Mr. DALZELL. The gentleman is correct. 

Mr. HOLMAN, I believe the point of order was not rais 
was then before the House. 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Because it came up under as 
| the rules. 
| Mr. HOLMAN. That is true. 
| ‘This bill, Mr, Speaker, surrenders or contemplates the aur 
| public property to a railroad corporation. 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, I make the further point of orde: 
I make the parliamentary inquiry, whether the committee in 
the bill has formally ordered this motion to be made. 

Mr. HOLMAN. This is a Senate bill. 

Mr. DALZELL. And it was kept on the Speaker’s table i 
ity of the committee. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. 
the committee? 

Mr. DALZELL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I will tell the gentleman that it will requ 
quoram to pass the biil. 

Mr. DALZELL. Well, that is further along; we have not 
that yet. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. 
a quorum to do anything except to lay it aside. 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, well, we might as well put the day 
as anything else. 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Illinois. I give notice that if that point 
on this bill no other bill will pass. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I insist on the point of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state the point of orde: 

Mr. HOLMAN, My point of order is that authority is given 
Secretary of the Treasury to release this railroad corporation fr: 
payment of certain indebtedness due to the United States; that: 
release without payment of any sum except a mere nominal ar 
This involves, I believe, about $6,000,000. 

Mr. DALZELL. Not this bill; not half of it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The gentleman is correct; somewhere in the n 
borhood of $2,000,000, I believe. 

Mr. PERKINS. I suggest that the point of order has bee: 
stantially disposed of by the Speaker on other bills of like char 
for instance, bills referring claims to the Court of Claims. The Spe 
held that they were not subject to the point of order. This bill 
not carry an appropriation. It does not appropriate the lands of 
United States, but authorizes the Secretary of tne Treasury to: 
a settlement with this company. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair thinks that this bill is clearly wi' 
the rulings which have obtained in the House for the last six or s 
years, and that itis properly before the House. 

Mr. HOLMAN. ‘Then I move its reference to the Committee on 
Pacific Railroads. 


Mr. PERKINS. The committee has already considered it. 


And the motion is made by ant 


And I give notice that it wil! 


Mr. DALZELL. And this is identical with the bill reported b) 
committee. 

Mr. TRACEY. And beaten in the House. 

The question was taken on the motion of Mr. HoLMAN; and « 
division there were—ayes 38, noes 37. 

Mr. PERKINS. Tellers, Mr. Speaker. 

Tellers were ordered. 

The SPEAKER appointed Mr. HoLMAN and Mr. DALZELL as tel! 

The House again divided. 

Before the announcement of the vote, 

Mr. PERKINS said: I understand from some gentlemen who th 
this bill is one of doubtful propriety that they will insist ona quo: 
for its consideration, and in view of the fact that there is no quoru 
the Hall at the present time, I ask unanimous consent to withdraw 
bill from consideration, with permission to remain on the Speak 
table. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Oh, no; that can not be done. 

The SPEAKER, Objection is made. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Inasmuch as the House seems to hay: 
into a difficulty over this matter, I move that the House do nov 
journ. 

The SPEAKER. The House is now dividing. 

Mr. LIND. I would like to ask the gentlemen from Kansas [ ‘ 
PERKINS] if we can not have this bill referred to the committe 
unanimous consent. 

Mr. PERKINS. The committee have considered the same bill. 

Mr. LIND. But that will dispose of it from a parliamentary st« 
point. 

Mr. PERKINS. 


What is the use of that, as long as the commi' 


has considered and reported a poocinely identical bill? Why not !c‘ 


it remain on the S er’s table? 


Mr. LIND. Ido not think this bill ought to be considered at 0): 


stage in the session. 
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dispensed with and that the bill remain upon the Speaker’s table. 

‘ir. LIND. With the understanding that it is not to be called up 
avain during this session. 

Mr. DALZELL. If the point of no quorum is made as has been sug- 
ed, the bill will remain upon the Speaker’s table. 

{r. HOLMAN. I call for the yeas and nays. 
he yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. CANNON. Pending that, as it is evident that we are to do 
nothing more to-day if this is insisted upon, I move that the House do 
now adjourn. 
fr. HEARD. I ask the gentleman to withdraw that motion 

The motion to adjourn was disagreed to. 

TheSPEAKER. The yeas and nays are ordered. The Clerk will 
eall the roll. 

4 Member. What is the pending motion? 

The SPEAKER. To refer to the committee 

Pending the roll-call, 

Mr. DALZELL. I ask unanimousconsent of the House to let the bill 
be referred to the committee. 

Several MEMBERS. That is right. 

Mr. PERKINS. And to dispense witb the roll-call. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I do not object, with the understanding 
is to bea motion made to reconsider and lay on the table. I do not 
wish to leave this bill where it will be called up again during this ses- 


§10n. 
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The SPEAKER. What is the request of the gentleman from In- | 


diana? 


Mr. HOLMAN. That there shall be a motion to reconsider and lay | 


on the table. 

The SPEAKER, There is no necessity for that. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I do not wish a motion to be entered to reconsider 
hereafter. I wish the matter disposed of. 

The SPEAKER. It is not necessary under the rule; but, if the gen- 
tleman desires it, of course it can be done. 

Mr. HOLMAN, If the Chair holds that it is not necessary in order 
to dispose of the matter, then I do not insist upon it. 


TRANSFER OF THE WEATHER BUREAU. 


j 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Mr. Speaker, I present a privileged report. It 
is the report of the committee of conference upon the act to increase | 
the efficiency and to reduce the expenses of the Signal Corps of the | 


Army and to transfer the weather service to the Department of Agri- 
culture. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


The committees of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendment of the House to the bill (#8. 1454) to increase the efficiency and 
reduce the expenses of the signal Corpsof the Army and totransfer the weather 
service to the Departmentof Agriculture, having met, after {nil and free con- 
ference have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective 
Houses as follows: 

That the House recede from its amendment to the bill of the Senate (S. 1454), 
and agree to the same with the following amendment: 

In line 1, page 1 of the Senate bill, before the word “‘duties,”’ insert the word 
‘civilian;’’ and tie Senate agree to the same. 


In line 2, page | of the Senate bill, after the word “shall,” insert the word “‘ here- 


after ;’’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

In line 2, page | of the Senate bill, afterthe word “ upon,”’ strike out ‘‘two 
bureas, one’ and insert in lieu thereof the words “a bureau ;’’ and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

In line 4, page 1 of the Senate bill strike out the word “ transferred”’ and in- 
sert in lieu thereof the words “established in and attached;’’ and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

In line 4, page 1 of the Senate bill, after the word “‘and,”’ strike out the words 
“the other to be known as;"’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

In line 5, page 1 of the Senate bill after the word “ Army,” strike out the words 
“to remain in the War Department” and insert in lieu thereof the words 
“shall remain a part of the military establishment;” and the Senate agree to 
the same, 

In line 6, page 1 of the Senate bill, after the word ‘‘ War,’ insert the words 


“and all estimates for its support shall be included with other estimates for the | 


support of the military establishinent ;"’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

n line 7, page 1, section 2 of the Senate bill, after the word *'the,’’ strike out 
the words “ Signa! Corpsshal!, asat present, forma partof the Army and the;" 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

In line 9, page 1, section 2 of the Senate bill, after the word ‘‘duties,”’ insert 
the words “and of;” aud the Senate agree to the same. 

In line 10, page 1, section 2 of the Senate bill, after the word “including,” in- 
sert the words “telegraph and;’’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

In line 10, page 1, section 2 of the Senate bill, strike out the word “absolutely”’ 
and insert in lieu thereof the word ‘‘the;’’ and the Senate agree to the same 

In line 11, page 1, section 2 of the Senate bill, after the word “‘ranges,"’ insert 
the words “and other military uses; and the Senate agree to the same. 

In line 13, page 1, section 2 of the Senate bill, after the word “collecting 
strike out the word “ information ;"’ and the Senate agrce to the same. 

In line 13, page 1, section 2 of the Senate bill, after the word ‘‘ transmitting,” 
strike out the word “it” and insert in lieu thereof the word “information;” 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

In line 14, page 1, section 2 of the Senate bill, after the word “ otherwise,’’ 
strike out the words “ which duty "’ and insert in lieu thereof the words “and 
all other duties usually pertaining to military signaling ; and the operations of 
said corps; '’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

In line 27, page 1,section 3 of the Senate bill, after the word ‘ established,” 
insert the words “and record;”’’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

In line 3, page 2, section 4 of the Senate bill, after the word * Chief,’ insert 
the words “ of weather bureau; "’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

In line 11, page 2, section 4 of the Senate bill, after the words “expert in the,”’ 
strike out the wo “ preparation of weather forecasts, may temporarily, pend- 
ing the training of a sufficient number of civilian experts for forecasting,” and 
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g that there | * 





insert in lieu thereof the words ‘‘duties of the weather service may and the 
| Senate agree to the same , 
| In line 16, page 2, section 5 of the Senate bill, after the words “sha 
sert the word “honorably,"’ and the Senate agree to the sam 
| In line 20, page 2, section 5 of the Senate |, after the word ‘‘s! 
| the words ‘if they so elect nd the Senate agree to the san 
| In line 21, page 2, section 5 of the ‘ 4 rth vords ntinu . 
} insert the words ‘it sha 3 t _ it ~ t : o 
| the same, 
| In line 23, page se ft senat af 
i strike out the w« i now; and t ~ : rree to t s 
| In line 24, page 2, s ion the afte s 
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In line 30, page 3, section & ew 
the words “in the Signal Corps ree to Sa 
In line 16, page 4, section 9 of the Senat after the words “'s 
| sert the word “hereafter;” and the Senate ag to the sa 
} In line 19, page 4, section 10 of the Senate bill, after word 
| strike out the word “said” and insert ieu th f the word \ ) uN 
| the Senate agree to the same. 
In line 21, page 4, section l0 of the Senate aft t x n 
t vords “‘ pertaining to and and the Se te agree tot an 
i In 21, page 4, section 10 of the Senate bill, atter > word rd at 
| out the words “ it shall" and insert in lieu thereof the words ‘said board shall 
| as soon as practicable;"'’ and the Senate agree to the same. 
| In line 23, page 4, section 10 of the Senate bill, after the vord “ propert 
insert the word “ more;” and the Senate agree to the same. 
In line 24, page 4, section 10 of the Senate bill, after the word and se rt 
the words “ not necessary;*’ and the > ste agree to the s e 
In line 25, page 4, section | i t Senate i, att the word orps,”’ 8 : 
t rds “of the Army, and” and insert in lieu thereof the words “and 
part of said property will be suitable and n sary for the Signal ¢ 
and the Senate agree to the same. 
In line 26, page 4, section 10 of the Senate bi after the word “moneys 
strike out the word ** pertaining "’ and inser : lieu there the words wi 
! shall be decided to properly pertain; and the Senate agree to the sa 
i Inline 28, page 4, section 10 of the Senate bill, strike out the w is ‘| 
as’’ and insert in lieu thereof the words ‘‘ bureau, and to the cust o : 
the Senate agree to the same 
In line 28, page 4, section 10 of the Senate bill, after the word " Ag 
strike out the words “‘ may direct and the Senate agree to the « 
RB. M. CUTCHEON., 
FRANCIS W. ROCK WELI 
JOS. WHEELER, 
} Vanage s on the part « the H 
WM. B. BATE 
} ©. K. DAVIS 





JOS. R. HAWLEY, 


Managers on the part of the Senate. 


be read, or that a statement be made by the gentleman in charge of 
’ . S > 
the conference report. 
The statement of the House conferees is as follows 


The bill as reported from the conference committee is substantially t) 
asthe bill which passed the House, but the original Senate bill is 
of amendment, instead of the House substitute therefor 

The amendments do not differ in effect, but in phraseology, from the H 
substitute, the two bills being in all material points the same. 

B. M, CUTCHEON, 
FRANCIS W. ROCI 


10S. WHEELER 


P ‘ 
K Wi 


| Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I ask that the statement of the conferees 
| 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope the gentleman from Michigan will state the 
facts. It does not appear yet what is to be the incre 
from the public Treasury for carrying on this system. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I think, Mr. opeaker, there will be no materia! 
| increase in the expenditure without further legislation. It relates t 
the Signal Corps of the Army at the different posts and is strict m 
| itary organization. When the 30th day of next June comes the enlisté 
force of the Army in the weather service will be discharged, and 


a 


those who may so elect will be transferred to the so-called weather 
Bureau of the Agricultural Department and become a part thereot! 
If that service is thereafter enlarged or increased it will be by subse- 


} 
} 
| 
| 
' 
| 
| 
} 
quent legislation, and not by this. This is simply to enable a part of 
the Signal Corps to be transferred from the Army, where they are at 


a expenditure 





present, and to become a part of the Department of Agriculture. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Let meask how many civilians there are to be e 
ployed under this measure. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. There is no authority given in this bill for t 
employment of any number of civilians. It simply provides that t! 
Chief Signal Officer, General Greely, who is the head of that bureau, 
and four commissioned officers, expert in the weather service, be de- 
tailed to the Department of Agriculture pending the training of ex- 
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perts in that Department; and if provides also for the transfer of en- 
listed men, except fifty sergeants, who remain in the Signal Corps of 
the Army. I think that without further legislation the force remains 
substantially as it is at the present time. 

Mr. HOLMAN. ‘The measure, then, will necessarily entail further 
legislation ? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. It must if itis to beatall enlarged. Itis in the 
interest of agriculture and commerce that this bureau is transferred to 
the Agricultural Department. 

The report of the committee of conference was adopted 

STEAMER JOSEPH OTERI, JR. 


‘The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (8. 4403) to pro- 
vide an American register for the steamer Joseph Oteri, Jr., of New Or- 
leans, La. 

The bill was read, as follows 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Commissioner of Navigation is hereby authorized 
and directed to cause the foreign-built steamer Joseph Oteri, Jr., of New Or- 
leans, La., purchased and wholly owned by American citizens, and repaired 
by them, to be registered as a vessel of the United States. 

Sec. 2. That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and hereby is, authorized and 
directed to authorize and direct the inspection of said steam-vessel, steam-boiler, 
steam-pipes, and the appurtenances of said boiler, and cause to be granted the 
proper and usual certificate issued to steam-veasels of the merchant marine, 
without reference to the fact that said steam-boiler, steam-pipes, and appurte- 
nances were not constructed pursuant to the laws of the United States, and were 
not constructed of iron stamped pursuant to said laws; and the tests te be ap- 
plied to the inspection of said boiler, steam-pipes, and appurtenances will be 
the same in all respects as to strength and safety as are required in the inspec- 
tion of boilers constructed in the United States for marine purposes, save the 
fact that said boiler, steam-pipes, and appurtenances not being constructed pur- 
suant to the requirements of the laws of the United States, and areof unstamped 
iron, shall not bean obstacle to the granting of the usual certificate, if said boiler, 
steam-pipes, and appurtenances are found to be of sufficient strength and 
safely 


The bill was ordered to athird reading; and it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 

TheSPEAKER. Without objection, the House bill of similar title 
will be laid on the table. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. COLEMAN moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 


rhe latter motion was agreed to. 
CLAIMS OF SHAWNEE AND DBLAWARE INDIANS. 


(he SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 4354) to refer 
to the Court of Claims certain claims of the Shawnee and Delaware In- 
dians and the {reedmen of the Cherokee Nation, and for other purposes. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That full jurisdiction is hereby conferred upon the Court of 
Claims, subject to an appeal to the Supreme Court of the United States as in 
other cases, to hear and determine what are the just rights in law or in equity 
of the Shawnee and Delaware Indians, who are settled and incorporated into 
the Cherokee Nation, Indian Territory, east of 96° west longitude, under the pro- 
visions of article 15 of the treaty of July 19, 1856, made by and between the United 
States and the Cherokee Nation, and articles of agreement made by and between 
the Cherokee Nation and the Shawnee Indians June 7, 1869,approved by the 
President June 9, 1869, and articles of agreement made with the Delaware In- 
dians April 5, 1867; and also of the Cherokee freedmen, who are settled and 1o- 
cated in the Cherokee Nation under the provisions and stipulations of article 
¥ of the aforesaid treaty of 1866, in respect to the subject-matter herein provided 

Sec, 2, That the sald Shawnees,Delawares, and freedmen shall have a right, 
either separately or jointly, to begin and prosecute a suit or suits against the 
Cherokee Nation and the United States Government, to recover from the Cher- 
okee Nation all moneys due either in law or equity and unpaid to the said Shaw- 
nees, Delawares, or freedmen, which the Cherokee Nation have before paid 
out, or may hereafter pay, per capita, in the Chorokee Nation, and which was, 
or may be, refused to or neglected to be paid to the said Shawnees, Delawares, 
or freedmen by the Cherokee Nation, out of any money or funds which have, 
or may be paid into the treasury of, or in any way have come,or may come, 
into the possession of the Cherokee Nation, Indian Territory, derived from the 
sale, leasing, or rent for grazing purposes on Cherokee lands west of ninety-six 
degrees west longitude, and which have been, or may be, appropriated and di- 
rected to be paid out per capita by the acts passed by the Cherokee council, 
and for all moneys, lands, and rights which shall appear to be due to the said 
Shawnees, Delawares, or freedmen under the provisions of the aforesaid arti- 
cles of the treaty and articles of agreement. 

Sec. 3. That the said suit or suits may be brought in the name of the princ!- 

pal chief or chiefs of the said Shawnee and Delaware Indians, and for the freed- 
men and in their behalf and for their use in the name of some person as their 
trustee, to be selected by them with the approval of the Secretary of the Interior. 
And the exercise of such jurisdiction shall not be barred by any lapse of time 
heretofore, nor shall the rights of such Indians be impaired by any acts passed 
and approved by the Cherokee national council. Suits may be instituted within 
twelve months after the passage of this act, and the law and practice and rules 
of procedure in such courts shall be the practice and law in these cases; and 
copies of petitions filed in the case at the commencement of the suit shall be 
served upon the Attorney-General of the United States and on the principal 
chief in the Cherokee Nation by the marshal of the district court for the Indian 
ferritory; and that the costs of the said suits shall be apportioned between the 
United States and the other parties to such suits as to said court law and equity 
shall require. The Attorney-General shall designate and appoint from the De- 
partment of Justice a person who is competent to defend the said Cherokee Na- 
tion and the United States. And the said Shawnees, Delawares, and freedmen 
may be represented by attorneys and counsel. And thecourt is hereby author- 
ized to decree the amount of compensation of such attorneys and counse! fees, 
not to exceed 10 per cent, of the amount recovered, and order the same to be 
paid to the attorneys and counsel of the said Shawnees, Delawares, and freed- 
men; and all judgments for any sum or sums of money which may be ordered 
or decreed by such court in favor of the Shawnees, Delawares, or freedmen, and 
against the Cherokee Nation, shall be enforced by the said court or courts 
against the said Cherokee Nation by execution, mandamus, or inany other way 
which the said court may see fit, 
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Sec. 4, Thatthesaid Shawnee Indians are hereby authorized and empowe,.4 
to bring and begin a suit in law or equity against the United States Gover; 
in the Court of Claims, to recover and collect from the United States (, 
ment any amount of money that in law or equity is due from the United sig 
to said tribes in reimbursement of their tribal fund for money wronet 
diverted therefrom. Theright of appeal, jurisdiction of the court, proces« 
cedure, and proceedings in the suit here provided for shall be as provi. 
in sections |, 2, and 3 of this act. 

Mr. VAUX. Is that a conference report? 

The SPEAKER. It is a Senate bill. 

Mr.GIFFORD. It is a Senate bill nearly identical with a }{,,\).. 
bill reported from the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. I for one would like to } 
some explanation of this bill. So far as I was able to determin: 
what I could hear when the bill was being read, during the dis 
sions that were going on around me more or lessnational in their clia 
acter, the fourth section of the bill provides for a suit to be brought 
the Cherokee Nation against the Government without any limitatio; 
thereon. I would like to know something about this bill befo 
goes to a vote. 

Mr. PEEL. I think my friend from New Jersey is mistaken i 
gard to that last section. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Maybe I was. There w: 
good many national matters being discussed around me and some |) 
trict matters. 

Mr. VAUX. ‘This bill appears to me to bea measure to oppress thie 
Indians for the benefit of the white men. 

Mr. PEEL. Well, no, sir. 

Mr. VAUX. It seemed that way to me. 

Mr. PEEL. Mr. Speaker, the facts are about these: Under ile 
treaty of 1866 the freedmen, formerslaves of the Cherokees, were mai 
citizens of the United States, with all the rights and privileges of tle 
Cherokees. Under that treaty the Shawnees and Delawares, by con 
tract, purchased an interest of the Cherokee Nation, aud they becam: 
citizens with certain privileges and rights. 

Under the disbursement of certain funds arising from the sale « 
lands west of the ninety-sixth degree, the question has become an un 
certain one as to whether or not they are entitled to participate in th: 
fund. There was one disbursement of $300,000 and another one for « 
smaller amoant from which the Shawnees and Delawares were ex 
cluded. The object of the bill, so far as they are concerned, is to au 
thorize them to bring suit to test their rights, and the Cherokees want 
it just as much as theydo. Their delegates have been before our com 
mittee and recommended this bill. Their delegates are here nov 
(Colonel Adair being with them), and the desire of both sides is to allow 
these three different bunches to bring suit to fix their legal status so a 
to regulate the matter in the fature. 

Now, as to that last section, which the gentleman from New Jersey 
[Mr. BUCHANAN] speaks of, I think he will find that it allows the 
Shawnees to bring suit for certain moneys of theirs that were embezzled 
by a Governmentagent. We, in our committee, thought that the Gov 
ernment ought to pay the money without referring the question, but 
the Senate put that provision in the bill to refer the matter to the court 
and, of course, we have no objection. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Then section 4stands as I though! 
it did. It authorizes the Shawnees to bringa suit against the Genera! 
Government, and I wanted to know what that was for. 

Mr. PEEL. It is really against the Cherokee Nation. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. It is against the General Govern 
ment, 

Mr. PEEL. Well, it is for the repayment of money of theirs tha 
was embezzled by an agent of the Government. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. And I want to say further tha 
the right conferred seems to be a very broad one as it is stated in sec 
tion 4. 

Mr. PEEL. It ought to be broad if you wish to do justice to thes: 
Indians, I have not given the matter much attention since thn 
amendment was put on in the Senate, but I think that the provision 
is all right. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. It authorizes the Shawnees tv 
bring a suit against the Government of the United States to recove 
‘‘any of their tribal funds which in law or equity belong to them.’’ 

Mr. VAUX. Well, a Government agent stole their money and wh: 
should it not be paid back tothem? They have never got what cithe 
by law or by equity belonged to them. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. That is precisely the inform 
tion that has been elicited by my question. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker, the fourth section confers the rig)! 
on the Shawnees to bring suit against the Government to recover abou! 
$17,000 of their funds which were embezzled by a representative « 
agent of the Government. That is all there isof that. Of eourse, un 
der the provisions of the bill it will be necessary for them to prove the 
facts before they can recover. The committee were not willing to r 
port favorably upon thie matter without a provision for establishing t!i- 
facts before a court where witnesses could be cross-examined. 

The bill was ordered toa third reading; and it was accordingly rea 
the third time, and passed. 

The House bill of like purport (H. R. 11552) was laid on the table. 
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BRIDGE ACROSS THE MISSOURI RIVER. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 4395) to author- 
ize the construction of a bridge across the Missouri River at some ac- 
eessible point in Boone County, in the State of Missouri. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the bill. 

Mr. HEARD. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the read- 
ing of that bill be dispensed with. It is a bridge bill, in the usual 
jorm, and it is approved by the Secretary of War. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

he bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly read | 
the third time, and passed. 

The House bill of like import was laid on tie table. 

BRIDGE ACROSS THE OSAGE RIVER. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 4396) authoriz- 
ing the construction of a bridge across the Osage River at some ace 
sible point in the county of Benton, in the State of Missouri. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the bill. 

Mr. HEARD. Mr.Speaker, thatis a companionable bill to the other. 
It is in the usual form, and is approved by the Secretary of War, and | 
ask unanimous consent that the reading be dispensed with. 

There was no objection. 

The bill was ordered to athird reading; andit was accordingly re 
the third time, and passed. 

The House bill of like import was laid on the table 

BRIDGE NEAR QUINDARO, KANS. 

[he SPEAKER alsolaid before the House the bill (S. 4405) to author- 
ize the construction of a bridge across the Missouri River at the most 
accessible point within 1 mile above or below the town of Quindaro, 
in the county of Wyandotte and State of Kansas. 

The C erk proceeded to read the bill. 

Mr. FUNSTON. Mr. Speaker, this bill is iv the usual form of bridge 
bills, and I ask that the reading of it be dispensed with. 

There was no objection. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 

The House bill fur the same purpose was laid on the table. 


, 


EXTENSION OF TIME OF PAYMENT TO CERTAIN SETTLERS. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the joint resolution (S, 
R. 125) to extend the time of payment tothe settlers on the public lands 
in certain places. 

The joint resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the Uniied States of America | 
in Oongress assembled, ‘That whenever it shall appear by the filing of such evi- | 
dence in the offices of any register and receiver as shall be prescribed by the 
Secretary of tiie Interior that any settler on the public lands, by reason of a 
failure of cropsfor which he is in no wise responsible, is unable to make the 
payment on his homestead or pre-emption claim required by law, the Commis- 
sioner of the General Land Office is hereby authorized, and it shail be hisduty, | 
toextend the time for such payment for one year fromthe date when the sume 
becomes due; and the failure to pay aforesaid shal! not work a forfeiture of the 
said settier’s land or in any way prejudice his claim before the General Land 
Office, and no penalty shall be exacted for such extension. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Mr. Speaker, I desire to make a point of 
order upon that joint resolution. 

Mr. RAYSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask the gentleman to reserve his | 
point of order for a moment and give me his attention. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Certainly. 

Mr. PAYSON. Thisis aresolution which covers an extremely meri- 
torious class of cases, as the gentleman will notice if he had listened 
to the reading of it, and I am authorized by the Committee on Public | 
Lands unanimously to ask the House toconcur. There is alarge num- | 
ber of persons in the western portion of the Union who, by reason otf 
the extreme drought, are unable to meet the payments which will be- 
come due upon their lands under the public Jand laws, and this joint | 
resolution provides for an extension of the time for one year in that 
class of cases. The gentlemen of the Kansas delegation are very anx- 
ious that this shall bedone. The joint resolution isa very meritorious 
one, and I hope it may be concurred in. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Mr. Speaker, the principle of the resolu- 
tion is, I think, one of very doubtful value, and the mode provid: 
for the execution of the resolution strikes me as being open to seriou 
criticism. As I understand from the gentleman from Illinois [ Mr. 
Payson | and from the joint resolution itself, persons who have pur- 
chased lands from the United States, but who are unable to pay for 
them by reason of the failure of crops, are to have an extension of time 
tor one year, and the joint resolution provides that the tact shall be 
ascertained and the extension given by the register and receiver in the 
local territory where such lands are located. 

Mr. PAYSON. Subject to the approval of the Interior Department. 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Well, that amounts practically to nothing, 
because it would be impossible for the Secretary of the Interior to ex- | 
amine all the testimony even in any given set of cases. Now, it seems | 
to me that such resolution puts in the hands of the register and re- | 
ceiver a power_to commit great frauds on the Government on the one 
hand, and, on the other, gives hima vast power over the settlers in the 
region in which his office islocated. It gives to this oflicer a lever and 
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offers him a temptation to sell out, and for that reason it seems to 1 
And it permits persons who may be entirely able 
to pay to postpone payment upon proof of the tailure of the crop, with- 


: 


out requiring proof that they are unable to pay from other sources. 
I do not intend to raise any question of a quorum or in any othe 
| way to delay this measure; but I object to the precedent which it es 
tablishes, and which of course will be followed hereatter. There has 
already been a precedent made in a certain class of cases. Not very 
long ago ina case where a reservation was sold in Minnesota or some 


other Western State we passed a bill giving additional time for pay 
ment. I thinksuch legislation ought not to have been adopted; it fur 
nishes precedents which are dangerous; and it gives to the officers of 
the Government temptation to enter into collusion with the settlers, 
to discriminate among them, and to use the power conierred by the 
law for personal or corrupt party ends. 

Mr. PAYSON. Mr. Speaker, in response to the gentleman from Ken 
tucky, I desire simply to say that the only precedent for legislation of! 
this character was, as he has sugvested,in the case of the State of Minn 
sota. Some years ago, at the time of the great grasshopper scourge, a 
similar precedent to this was set. But this is the first time, Mr 
Speaker, I have ever heard an intimation that that legislation was not 
of the most benevolent and philanthropiccharacter. I know, trom my 
own personal acquaintance with persons who went to that part of the 
Union from the neighborhood where I reside, that our legislation wa 
in that case of the utmost benefit. Nobody has ever betore criticised 
it. In this particular case the gentleman from Kentucky should re 
member that no one can be a beneficiary under the bill but a man who 
is in possession of a piece of Government land as a settler, either un- 


| der the pre-emption law or the homestead law. Nobody except am 
who has undertaken to build up for himselt a home under the ad vers« 


circumstances surrounding settlement in the practically arid regio 
of the West can enjoy the benefits of this legislation. 

This bill provides in as simple terms as can be adopted that no beneti 
beyond extension of time shall be given, and that only to such persons 
as are in possession of land and have been prevented during the past 


| year, by reason of the drought which God Himself has sent, from mak- 


ing the payments on their land. If the gentleman from Kentncky 
thinks this benefit ought not to be extended I can not understand the 
reasoning by which he reaches that conclusion; for certainly if he him- 
self had bargained a piece of land toa neighbor or acquaintance, and 
that man had been prevented by the act of God from raising a crop on 
the land and making the payments due, the gentleman from Kentucky 
would certainly never press him at such a time, but would give him 
another year in which to meet his indebtedness 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. The gentleman from Illinois should bea 
in mind that in my view there is a wide distinction between the Gov 
ernment and a private individual. Ido not believe the Government 
of the United States is an eleemosynary institution, which is to be 
‘*philanthropic’’ and ‘‘benevolent.’’ Those are terms which in my 
judgment are not proper to be predicated of this Government. 


Mr. PAYSON. But, if the gentleman will permit me to interrupt! 


| him, I must remind him that nothing is proposed to be given to these 


settlers at all; there is no remission of the price of the land; there is 


| only an extension of the time of payment. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, There are two things done by this bill: 
In the first place, it grants an extension of time of payment for the 
land which these people have purchased from the United States. | 


| have no special objection to that. I think that asa creditor the United 


States ought to be lenient. I believe. however, it is a bad precedent 
for us to say in effect that Congress will interfere in the ordinary ad 
ministration of the land laws of the United States becanse of excep 
tional conditions in any portion of the country 


But the principal objection [ have to this bill is the power which i 
puts into the hands of the registers and receiversin every locality where 
there is any pretense of a drought at all. It enables them to go toa 
man and say, for instance, ‘‘ Vote the way I want you to vote, and J 
will give you an extension; otherwise I will not. I think not a 
good thing to place such temptations before the officers of the Govern 
ment. 

Mr. OATES, Has the gre ntleman from Ke1 it y observed | 
tensive the operation of the bill may be? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. ‘There is no limitation as to the extent o 
country over which the bill may operate. The only limitation the 
discretion of the registers and receivers and the number of pet ) 
can take advantage of it by making such proof the register 
ceivers may think proper. 

Mr. PETERS. Will the gentleman allow mea ent? 


£ 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Certainly. 

Mr. PETERS. In the Fiftieth Congress we passed through the House 
a measure authorizing the register and receiver unon certain proofs be 
ing made to extend to the settler a leave of absence trom his claim 
That, of course, was not exactly the same as this; still it proceeded 
upon the same principle. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Itdid; and I think it was a bad precedent 
It is now being urged precisely as it might have been expected such a 
precedent would be urged—to extend the scope of interference by the 
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General Government. We then allowed the register and receiver to 
grant leave of absence to the homesteader. Now we are using that 


measure as a precedent for authorizing the register and receiver to give 
an extension of time to persons who owe money to the Government 
upon their land. Thenext step may be that gentlemen elected to Con- 


gress from certain districts will come here pledged to do what they can 
to secure a remission of that indebtedness, Thus the matter will go 
on by easy step 

[ think the best remedy to be adopted by the Government (but I 
believe I am the only man in public life who is in favor of it) would be 
for the Government to empty itself of all title to the public lands and 
turn them over to the States in which they lie. We would thus get 
rid of our troubles in reference to the public lands. Let the States 
take the land, and use it to build up their communities upon such con- 
ditions and in such way as they might deem best. 

Mr. PETERS. The gentleman from Kentucky will allow me this 
suggestion: the object of the homestead and pre-emption laws was to 
induce settlement upon the public domain. Now, that object is not 
at all perverted by giving an extension of one year to parties who by 
reason of drought are unable to make the payments provided for by 
law. That is all this joint resolution seeks to do. It aims to further 
the original object of the Government in adopting legislation for set- 
tling up the public domain by creating homes. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I would like to ask the gentleman from 
Kansas or the chairman of the Committee on Public Lands this ques- 
tion: When are the majority of these installments due ? 

Mr, PETERS. Under the homestead law proof must be made in 
seven years from the date of entry. Now this proposed legislation 
will aflect only those whose time of finally proving up may fall during 
this year of rought. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, Have you any idea how many cases this 
would cover? 

Mr. PETERS. I do not think it will cover many. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. In how many States will it be operative? 

Mr. PETERS. Well, it will coversome cases in Kansasand probably a 
number of cases where the pre-emption law is in force. I will state 
to the gentleman that of course, as he is aware, the pre-emption law re- 
quires the payment of a certain amount of money at the time of prov- 
ing up. Now, this law will extend the time of payment in such cases 
one year. Hence it will apply to land entries in Oklahoma and the 
two Dakotas and Kansas and to any of the other States where the 
public domain has been recently settled. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, From what I could gather from the read- 
ing of the bill it does not seem to have any limitation. 

Mr. PETERS. There is no geographical limit. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. But I mean that there is no limitation as 
to time. It not only applies to indebtedness that falls due now or that 
may now be due, but to indebteness that will fall due hereafter. It 
is a perpetual power given to the registers and receivers, and may be 
used by them as I have tried to indicate. 

Mr. PAYSON. The gentleman from Kentucky is entirely in error 
there as to the power it gives to registers and receivers. The object 
of the joint resolution is to introduce a new element into the public- 
land settlement 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, Yes. 

Mr. PAYSON. And the gentleman is quite right as to that, to wit, 
when by reasgn of droughts or other calamities it is impossible for the 
party in possession, as a settler, to.comply with the conditions of the 
law he may apply to the Commissioner of the General Land Office, 
under such regulations as shall hereafter be made by the Secretary of 
the Interior, who may extend the time for his next payment one year. 
The registers and receivers have notbing whatever to do and no power 
in the premises, except to receive such proof as may be offered in sup- 
port of the request and transmit it to the General Land Office, where 
the question is passed upon. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, Ofcourse, Mr. Speaker, I do not speak with 
certainty and would not question the position the gentleman takes 
since he has examined thejoint resolution; but itseemed to me to give 
power to the registers and receivers under such regulations as may be 
prescribed by the Department. It is a grant of power from the De- 
partment, in other words, to be placed in the hands of the registers 
and receivers without limit as to time. 

Mr. PAYSON. Will the gentleman allow me to read from the joint 
resolution ? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Certainly. 

Mr. PAYSON, The joint resolution provides: 





That whenever it shall appear by the filing of such evidence in the offices of 
any register and receiver as shall be prescribed by the Secretary of the Interior 
that any settler on the public lands, by reason of a failure of crops for which 
he is in no wise responsible, is unable to make the payment on his homestead 
or pre-emption claim required by law, the Commissioner of the General Land 
Office is hereby authorized, and it shall be his duty, to extend the time for such 
payment for one year from the date when the same becomes due. 


It is purely ministerial—the power of the register and receiver. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. But at the same time it ought not to be 
put into the law as a general provision. 

Mr. PETERS. It is simply what the law gives the register and re- 
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ceiver a right to do now, namely, to take evidence in contested 
There must be some initial point where the evidence can begin jp 
cases, and itis prescribed in this that the testimony shall be t 

the register and receiver. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I have asort of feeling in rega 
public land, as we have not any in Kentucky, which induces n 
lieve that the local communities should themselves manage t] 
affairs, Yet when gentlemen from the West, where the most 
public lands are located, unite upon any measure in regard to 
would rather have their own opinion than mine. Therefi 
done in this matter, as I have done heretofore to-day, simp! 
out what I regarded as a mistake, and content myself with asi: 
pression of opinion in that regard. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and being read | 
time, was passed. 

The SPEAKER. In the absence of objection, the corr 
House bill will be laid on the table. 

CHARLES P. CHOUTEAU. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to call the attention 
House to the bill the title of which the Clerk will now read 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (8. 1857) for the relief of Charles P. Chouteau, survivor of ¢ 
Harrison and Valle. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky [ Mr. Sron 
sures the Chair that this is brought up at the request of the com 
and that he was authorized to make the motion. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Has the bill been read ? 

The SPEAKER. The bill has already been read to-day. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. I do make that motion, Mr. Sp 
at the instance of the committee. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the third reading of th: 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Willthe gentleman from Kentucky or : 
other gentleman give an explanation of this matter ? 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. The explanation is very simple. 
is one of the claims for the construction of vessels during the wai 
there was a large excess over the contract price occasioned by ch 
made by the Government. There have been a number of such 
referred to the Court of Claims, and this is exactly the same and n 
the same action. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. This is one of the class of claims to w 


the gentleman has given character and encouragement, and mac: 


spectable by the indorsement he has given. 
Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. Yes; if my good character makes t 
respectable, it is willingly lent in this case. [Laughter. ] 


Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Does the gentleman state that this was ord: 


to be reported by a committee? 
Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. Yes, sir. The Committee on 


Claims ordered a favorable report on the claim. It afterwards pa 
the Senate; and the committee instructed me to say to the House t 
they desired that bill called up and the House bill laid on the ta 
Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I made the objection because I think non 
these claims ought to pass. The then Senator from Iowa [Sena 
Grimes], in a report made in 1866, made a statement, as I remem 


it now, that if these claims were allowed to be charged against 
Government they would amount in the aggregate to $60,000,000, 


I think the House ought to understand how large a door we are o 


ing 


is just or not, 


Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. A number of such bills have passed 
House in the last ten days, and it is no argument to state that if 


bill is passed it will involve an expenditure of a large sum. If 


amount is due it should be paid without regard to the size of the | 


Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. What is it for? 


Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. It is exactly likea dozen others pa 
the House within the last ten days, referring to the Court of Clai: 
claim for the construction of vessels during the war where the « 


tractors were put to excessive cost, as they claim, on account of «: 
and changes ordered by the Government. 
Mr. HERBERT. Was not that claim compromised once? 


Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. No, sir; it has never been compromi 
Mr. HERBERT. And did not the claimant in this case once zi 


receipt in full? 


Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. I expect that is true, because the; 


gave receipts in ful). 
Mr. HERBERT. Was it not on a compromise? 


Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. No, sir; there was no compron 


about it. 


Mr. KERR, of Iowa. This claim, as I understand it, is to pay | 
damages which these claimants allege they sustained by reason o! | 
rise in prices growing out of the fact that we had adopted a paper « 


rency. 
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Mr. MILLIKEN. But that is no test. The question is whethe 


y 
Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, this bill is not to pay an 
thing. This bill is simply to authorize these gentlemen to go bei 
the Court of Claims and tind out whether or not anything is due the: 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I would like to inquire whether under the 
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wording of this act the Court of Claims is not obliged to give a judg- A bill (S. 3801) author the use « e Lou ! 
ment? Canal basin on certain idition 
Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. No, sir; I would never give my consent A bill (S. 3830) to 1 ibit <-making of any kind and | 
to anything that forces a court to do what it does not w ant to do. ing in the District of ¢ 5 fort] irpose of gaming: 
The bill was ordered toa third reading; and it was accordingly read | A bill (S. 3852) to : ss Water-Supply Ct 
the third time, and passed. | and the Compaiiia P idad rio Dia 
Mr. FRANK moved to reconsider the vote by which the was | nect their wa ( 
assed; and also moved to lay the motion to reconsider upen the table. | Eagle Pa 
The latter motion was agreed to. A bill ‘ 
The House bill of similar import was ordered to lie upon the tab! | w ig : 
INTERNATIONAL MARINE CONFERENCE. mil uf Cola . ‘A no 
arrowtown, in (4 1 4 } 
Tae SPEAK ER —_ laid before the House the following March 3, 1883 
Res ed by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurs »), That t Sac. A bill (S. 3996 oY ’ i 
retary vertate, the Secre tary of the Treasury, the Secretary of War,andt ~ | ntesof the 1 1 Stat 
retary of the Navy be requested and they are hereby di rected ti ) exa e the | ae an . . 
repor t and recommendations made by the delegates of the United States int | A bili (S » aut the Ca is Ilo 
International Marine Conference, dated February 20, 1890, and as fax as t ame | re id Company to construct and maintain a bridge ) the I 
apply to subjects unc der the jurisdiction of their respective Departments, and } River and one at the Banana River. both in the State of F!] 
are approved by them, to prepare and submit to Congress bills for the e a : ; ae . 
ment int nw of said recommendations. } and to estab 1 the sam 1 each case, as a post-road 
‘The resolution was concurred in. | A bill (S. 4046) granting a pension to William Not 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENAT! eae 4064) for the rel w -_ Martin 
an ea . roa , | ill (S. 4074) to provide an Amel n register for t bark Cam 
A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced nero. of Baltimore, Md. ‘ 
that the Senate had agreed to the reports of the committees of conter- A bill (S. 4297) to authorize the Seneca Nation of New York hh 
ence on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the amendments of | to lease lands within the Cattaraugus and Allegany reservations, a 
the Senate to bills of the following titles: to confirm existing leases 
A bill (H. R. 11459) mak ing appropriations to supply deficienc ies in } 4 bill ( S 4322) to autho the construction of a bridge acro 
the appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1890, and fo Kentu : River and its tributaries by the | isville. Covington a 
prior years, and for other purposes ; C inati Railwa Company, the Carrollton and Louisville Railro 
A bill (H. R. 7666 making an appropriation to construct a road and | ¢ ompany, and the Westport. Carrollton and Covington Railway 
approaches from the city of Alexandria, Va., to the national military | pany, and their assigns; r 
cemetery near that city; A bill (S. 4334) to authorize the building of a bridge at Dardanel! 
A bill (H. R. 5939) tor the relief of settlers on the Northern Pacific | Ark., across the Arkansas River 
Railroad indemnity lands; and Joint resolution (S. Rt. 123) to enable the commission having charg 
A bill (H. R. 789) opening to settlement a portion of the Fort Randall | of the preparation and erection of the statue, with suitable emblemat 
military reservation in South Dakota. devices thereon, on one of the public reservations in the city of Was! 
The message also announced that the Senate had passed without | ington, to the memory of General La Fayette and his compatriots, to 
amendment the joint resolution (H. Res. 214) extending the ‘‘Act fix- | execute the purpose expressed in the concurrent resolution adopted b; 
ing the rate of interest to be charged on arrearages of general and special | the two Houses of Congress on the 28th day of August, 1890; and 
taxes now due the District of Columbia, if paid within a time speci- Joint resolution (S. R.95) to surrender certain bonds, drafts, and 
fied,*’ to October 31, 1890. other papers in the Department of State to Robert S. Hargous, admit 
The message further announced that the Senate agreed to the amend- | trator of Louis S. Hargous, deceased. 
ments of the House to the bill (S. 4081) to provide for the incorpora- PPOINTMEXNT OF CONFEREI! 
tion of trust, loan, and mortgage and certain other corporations in the lin RR i ae 
District of Columbia; and the bill (S. 4309) granting the right of way Phe SPEAKER announced the appointment of the followi 
to the Sherman and Northwestern Railway Company through the In- | TS: Ra eee ats ed ol 
: " ‘ On the bill (H. R. 10639) to amend section 2 of act of May 30, 186 
dian Territory, and for other purposes. ce ne Sicha att. Samain. anid. tt : 
The message further announced that the Senate had passed a bill Messrs. Payson, T' me 8 provide’ ee sl 
(S. 4398) giving, upon conditions and limitations therein contained, the |, 0? te bill (H. R. 8049) to provide for the disposal of the abandone 


Sort EF) SERA aes . ate ie iene: 5 1r the homestead law 
assent of the United States to certain leases of rights to mine coal in | ! ae a "Menee in Monta L es ; repens ad _ 
the Choctaw Nation; in which the concurrence of the House was re- | ®"@ ‘°F otHer purposes 13. KINSEY, LANHAM, an —— 
quested. ADVANCEM 
ENROLLED BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS SIGNED. Mr. PETERS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to present a joint resolution 
Mr. KENNEDY, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported | in which a number of the members of the House are interested. 


ENT OF PAY OI [EMBERS AND DELEGATI 


that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills and joint reso- The Clerk read as follows: 
lutions of the following titles; when the Speaker signed the same: Joint resolution authorizing the advancement of pay of Members and D 
A bill (5S. 181) for the relief of the estate of Thomas Niles, deceased; gates of the House of Representatives 
A bill (S. 435) granting a pension to Malinda Collins; Resoived by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of A ’ 
A bill (S. 473) tor the relief of the Portland Company, of Portland, | ‘”‘ magress assembled, That the Secretary of the Treasury and the Sergeant-at 
Me.: . - Arms of the House of Representatives of the United States be, and they and 


e. 5 each of them are hereby, authorized and directed to advance pay to the Met 

A bill (S. 497) to provide for the sale of certain New York Indian hers and Delegates of the I house of Reprs onennt ees of the United States, : ifty 
lands in Kansas; first ongress, 1e amoun due them as salary for the month ending October 
"h bill (S. 573) granting an increase of pension to Mark F’. Carter; are moon i oe eee een 

A bill (S. 792) granting a pension to Martha J. Dodge; Mr. PETERS. Mr. Speaker, word in regard to that. The 5 

A bill (S. 987) granting a pension to Mary L. Miller; geant-at-Arms could not pay the members of this House and the Del 

A bill (8. 1040) granting a pension to Thomas H. Wilkerson; gates until Saturday next without the passage of a resolution of this 

A bill (S. 1187) for the relief of the Washington Iron Works; kind. This simply provides that he may pay them on the 30th, 

A bill (S. 1195) for the relief of Snowdon & Mason; _Mr. HOLMAN. I should like to know whether there is any reason 

A bill (S. 1812) granting an increase of pension to Emily F. Warren; | for this or not. ‘ 

A bill (S. 1840) granting a pension to Sallie Douglass Hartranft: Mr. PETERS. There are members who will have to wait here until! 

A bill (S. 1971) for the relief of William Clawson; next Saturday, in case Congress adjourns before that time, because tl 

A bill (S. 2531) granting an increase of pension to Benjamin T. Baker; have not money enough to get home with. [Laughter. | 

A bill (8S. 2574) granting a pension to Benjamin F. Brown; The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considerat 

A bill (S. 2575) granting an increase of pension to Margaret Flaherty; the resolution os ; 

A bill (S. 2805) to provide for the disposal of the Old Fort Lyon and Mr. OWENS, of Ohio. I object. 
Fort Lyon military reservations, in the State of Colorado, to actual set- Mr. Dt NNELL. I ask for the consideration and passage of the fol- 
tlers, under the provisions of the homestead laws. lowing bill. , 

A bill (§. 3159) granting a pension to Albert P. Davis; The Clerk read as follow 


a IS 
3 
y 


A bill (S. 3234) granting a pension to Harriet B. Hamilton; A bill (H. R.u171 to amen 1 an “Act to | 
A bill . 3275) for the relief of John William Cabl subsequent censuses,” approved March 1, 1589 
A bill (S. 3543) granting a pension to Salina B. Merrick Mr. PETERS. Mr. Speaker, I understand the gentleman from Ohio 
A bill (S. 3649) granting an increase of pension to Katherine W. | [Mr. Owens] withdraws his objection to the consideration of the r 
Howell; olution for advancement of pay of members. 
A bill (S. 3760) granting a pension to J, Seaton Kelso; The SPEAKER. Is there further objection to the consideration of 
A bill (S. 3798) to authorize the Mobile, Jackson and Kansas City | the resolution at the present time? The Chair hears none. 
Railroad Company to cross certain rivers in the State of Mississippi; Mr. PAYSON. Mr. Speaker, asI understand it, the question is on 
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the passage of this resolution. I do not object to its consideration, 
but I desire tosubmit, Mr. Speaker, as to whether it is at all the proper 
thing to set the prece dent of antici pating the pay that is due to the 
members of this House. 

To advance to ourselves, before it is due by existing law, our Sep- 
tember salary, is, in my jadgment, entirely without warrant, and will 
provoke the just criticism of the country. 

lam opposed to it, and I submit that this resolution ought not be 
pressed even to a vote, 

Mr. MILLIKEN, I oom the gentleman himself has money 
enough to get home with. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. PAYSON. I hope the gentleman will not interrupt me. Iam | 
proposing to submit some words ot sobernessand truth. ‘The time for 
and mi inner of payment of salaries of members of this body are pro 
vided by law in detail, and at stated periods, and I submit to the sober 
judgment of the members about me whether by the px issage of this 
resolution we ought to anticipate avy benefits that the law gives us by 
reason of this position. 

On the 4th day of next month the salary of every member will be- 
come due, and we ought not—one single sentence expresses all I desire 
to say about it—we ought not in any way, simply because we have the 
power, to vote to ourselves the payment of money in advance of the 
time that is fixed by law. We do that as to employés sometimes, and 
it isa proper thing to do. I have voted for that proposition whenever 
it has been presented; but I again submit that we ought not to vote to 
ourselves a benefit simply because we have the power, and without, as | priation already made. Itisa downright hardship to many men, th 
I believe, any necessity. It is improper and will set a dangerous prece- } after doing faithful work, they shall receive less than horse-hire for th 


a} te tte Wain ait beak te is this: If it has not been very generally understood that the law y 

| 

| 

| 
dent, However others may vote upon this question, I shall content | work they, have done. 

| 


tha me each enumerator should receive not less than $3 a day. 

. DUNNELL. That pertainssimply toagiven class. They have 
inte ‘erpre sted it as belonging to the classes that are enumerated; but as 
to the general class, where no per diem at all is allowed, the grea 
mass of enumerators in the sparsely settled districts have no pro 
ion in the bill affecting them, except the 2 cents given for enumerati 

Mr. STOCKDALE, Anda great many of them did not mak: 
penses. 

Mr. DUNNELL. A great many of them have not made expen 
[ have a letter from a man showing that he did not make $1.25 a da 1A 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I have men in my district who are 
out - pocket by it. 

FLOWER. It is generally understood that they did not make 
all th: it they could have made in New York. 

Mr. DUNNELL. Bat in New York the law provides that the ev 
merators shall have not less than $3 a day; and in some instances they 
got $6 a day. 

Mr. FLOWER. But they did not make all that they could hay: 
made, 

Mr. BLOUNT. I would like toask the gentleman what estimate 
made as to the cost that will grow out of this legislation. 

Mr. DUNNELL. The Superintendent of the Census did not ask: { 
any additional appropriation; but he saidto me that the cost would not 
exceed $50,000, and it would be provided for out of the general appr. 


myself with voting ‘‘ no. Mr. HEMPHILL. Is there any precedent for this legislation ’ 
Mr. MCKINLEY. I hope the gentleman from Kansas will with- Mr. DUNNELL. Yes; there is a precedent. 
draw the resolution. We ought not to establish a precedent of this Mr. HEMPHILL. Did not we pass a bil) here some time ago giv- 
sort. ing them double the compensation that we first proposed to give then 
Mr. PETERS. Mr. Speaker, I do not see how any one can conclude Mr. DUNNELL. I did not so understand. 
from the reading of this joint resolution that we anticipate anything. Mr. HEMPHILL. Oh, no; I remember now, that was for the s 
Our salary tor September will be due, as a matter of fact, upon the Ist | pervisors. a 
day of October ; but by reason of a custom that has prevailed in the Mr. DUNNELL. Yes. 4 
Treasury Department for many years, it can not be obtained from the Mr. HEMPHILL. Well, the trouble, it seems, is that they did no 
‘Treasury Department until the 4th day of next month. We do not re- | get all the people they could get. 
ceive our pay for the first few daysof October. Wesimply receive pay Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. It seems that they did not enumerate al 
for the month of September. that there were to enumerate so that they might get the 2 cents on a!! 
Mr. STOCKDALE. The gentleman is mistaken about that. that were to be enumerated. 
Mr. EVANS. Our month commences on the 4th day. Mr. BLOUNT. I would like to have the letter read, if the gent 
Mr. PETERS. I will say farther in connection with that, there has | man has it. 
never been a time when the coincidence occurred that the House ad- Mr. DUNNELL. I have no letter. * 
journed on the Ist, or within two or three days of the time when the Mr. BLOUNT. Have you nothing but the verbal statement of th 
salary would become due. I hope that the resolution will be adopted. | Superintendent of the Census ? 
Now, there are members here (1 know of such members) who will be Mr. DUNNELL. That is all I have. 
required to remain until Saturday before they can go home. The SPEAKER. Is there objection ? 
TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio has withdrawn his ob- Mr. DUNPHY and Mr. VAUX objected. 
jection. ; | TheSPEAKER. Objection is made. 
Mr. TRACEY. I think I will object. Mr. DUNNELL. I did not understand that there was objection. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the passage of the joint reso- | Who made the objection ? 
lution? The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York [Mr. Dunrny 
Mr. PAYSON. Mr. Speaker, I did not object to the consideration, | and the gentleman from Pennsylvania [ Mr. Vaege- 
vat did object to unanimous consent to the passage. The Chair putit YELLOWSTONE PARK. 


. the House as to whether there was unanimous consent to the pas- Mr. STOCKDALE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to put 


sage. } 
The SPEAKER. That was an inadvertence of the Chair. eos sy ge bill 6. 491, which is the bill in relation to the 


Mr. PETERS. I will withdraw the resolution, then. The Clerk proceeded to read the bill. 


eg 


INCREASED COMPENSATION TO CENSUS ENUMERATORS. | TheSPEAKER. This bill is liable to provoke discussion, is it not’ 
The SPEAKER. There is a bill already pending before the House, | Mt. STOCKDALE. Ido not think so. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani 
which the Clerk will again read. ; | mous consent that the reading of the bill be dispensed with. 
The bill was read, as follows: | Mr, ANDERSON, of Kansas, objected. 


The Clerk proceeded to read the bill. 
Mr. ANDERSON, of Kans1s(interrupting the reading). Mr. Speake: 
Be it enacted, ete., That section llof “An act to provide for taking the elev- f will withdraw my objection to dispensing with the reading ot the 
enth and subsequent censuses” be, and is hereby, amended by inserting before bill provided the section is read which relates to the building of a rail- 
the word ‘‘rates,” in line 12, the words “And further provided, That no enu- | road in this park. : 
merator shall receive a less compensation than $3 a day for each and every day Mr. HOLMAN That is a House amend ment to the Senate bill It 
a ° loved.” 4 .s SR EA Ne “ £ SC és a 
t= ie aghaceaetane is not in the bill itself. If the gentleman [Mr. ANDERSON, of Kan 
The SPEAKER, Is there objection to the consideration of the bill ? | sas] withdraws his objection, then I suggest that the amendment pro 
Mr. BLOUNT. I will ask the gentleman from Minnesota [ Mr. posed by the Committee on Public Lands be read. 
DUNNELL] what is the change in the compensation? | TheSPEAKER. Is there objection to dispensing with the readin; 
Mr. DUNNELL. Mr. Speaker, under the operation of the existing | of the bill? 
law there is found to be a class of enumerators who have no other com- Mr. ADAMS. Mr. Speaker, does this bill come up by unanimou 


A bill (H.R. 11716) to amend “An act to provide for taking the cleventh and | 
subsequent censuses,’ approved March 1, 1889, i 


pensation guarantied to them than 2 cents per individual enumerated, | consent? 

and it has been found that in the sparsely settled portions of the coun- The SPEAKER. By unanimous consent. 

try the enumerators are poorly compensated. But few members of this Mr. ADAMS. Reserving the right to object, I will ask my colleague 

House have not had letters and petitions asking that these persons be | [Mr. PAYSON] whether he intends to allow discussion on the amend- 

cared for. The matter has been presented to me by the Census Office, | ment proposed to this bill giving the railroad company the right of way 

and for one I called upon the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BLountr] | through the national reservation. 

and upon the gentleman from Indiana to ask consent that this bill be Mr. PAYSON. Undoubtedly. The bill has been called up by the 

considered at this time. A large majority of the members of the Com- | gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. StockDALE], but of course it will be 

mittee on the Eleventh Census have consented to its consideration. his purpose to allow any time for dehate which gentlemen may desire. 
Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I will ask the gentleman a question, and it ' The tullest opportunity for discussion and amendment will be allowed. 





iy- 
m? 


1890. 








| make this statement in behalf of the gentleman from Mississippi 
[Mr. STocKDALE], but I know that he will authorize it. 

The SPEAKER, Is there objection? 

Mr. DUNNELL. I object, until we can heara statement. If this 
pill provides for the building of a railroad in any part of the National 
Park I enter wy objection. 

Mr. HOLMAN. That is not in the bill. 
ment. I am opposed to it. 

Mr. PAYSON. The amendment that is proposed by the commit- 
tee would obviate the objection of the gentleman from Minnesota. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think not. 

Mr. PAYSON. I think so. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. As to dispensing with the further reading of the 
bill? 

The SPEAKER. As to the consideration of the bill. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. 
tion upon dispensing with the reading of the bill, and not the ques- 
tion of consideration. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think the House ought to have before it the 
amendment proposed by the Committee on Public Lands belore that 
question is determined. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not think that after the gentleman 
from Kansas [Mr. ANDERSON] withdrew his objection the question 
was put as to whether or not there was further objection. The Chair 
will therefore put the question now. Is there further objection to dis- 
pensing with the reading of this bill ? 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER, Is there objection to the present consideration of 
this bill? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Before that question is put I ask that the House 
amendments be read. 

Mr. VAUX. The bill, as I understand, authorizes the extension of 
a railroad into the park. 

Mr. CARTER. Not into the park. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the House amendment. 

The amendment was read. 

Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts. 
eration of the bill. . 


DESECRATION OF THE UNITED STATES FLAG. 


Mr. CALDWELL. I ask unanimous consent for the present consid- 
eration of the bill (H. R. 10475) to prevent desecration of the United 
States flag. 

The bill was read, as foilows: 


Be it enacted, eic., That any person or persons who sliall use the national flag, 
either by printing, painting, or attixing on said flag, or otherwise attaching to 
the same any advertisement for public display or private gain shall be guilty 
of a misdemeanor, and on conviction thereof in the district court of the United 
States shall be fined in any sum not exceeding $50 or imprisuned ‘not less than 
thirty days, or both, at the discretioa of the court. 


I object to the present consid- 


There being no objection, the House proceeded to the consideration 
of the bill, which was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. CALDWELL moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS, 
Mr. PAYSON. Iask unanimous consent that the hour for the re- 


cess to-day be extended thirty minutes. 
Mr. KILGORE. Lobject. 


STEAM-BOAT INSPECTION. 
Mr. FARQUHAR, from the Committee on Merchant Marine and Fish- 
eries, submitted the following report, and in pursuance of the recom- 


mendation therein the accompanying resolution was referred to the 
Committee on Rules: 


The Committee on Merchant Marineand Fisheries, to whom was referred the 
accompanying resolution, offered by Mr. Flower, of New York, respectfully 
report that this committee, after due deliberation, report the same back to the 
House for reference to the Committee on Rules, which committee alone has 
jurisdiction of all matters relating to a change of rules: 

“Whereas this body has been petitioned by the Grand Harbor of American 
Brotherhood of Steam-boat Pilots of the United States, composed exclusive 
of licensed masters and pilots,for the appointment of a committee from the 
House of Representatives to examine into, and, where necessary, revise the 
laws, rules, and regulations governing the steam-boat inspection service, forthe 
reason that it is claimed by them that many of the said laws, rules,and regula- 
tions are arbitrary, unreasonable, ineffectual, and not in keeping with our pres- 
ent exigencies and progress, to the great detriment of the publie service; and 

“ Whereas, said service, its licensed masters, pilots, and engineers are mainly 
governed by rules and regulations adopted by the boards of supervising in- 
spectors at their annual meetings and enforced by the Treasury Department, 
many of which, it ix claimed, are capricious, oppressive, and ridiculous, and 
none of which are clothed with the sanction of statute law: and 

“ Whereas it is further claimed that the management of the service should be 
rendered more efficient, and that serious complaints and charges have been and 
are being made against several of its principal executive officers of incompe- 
tence, mismanagement, and official misconduct: Now, therefore, 

* Be it resolved, That a committee of five members of this House be appointed 
by the Speaker for the purpose of making a thorough investigation of the man- 
agement of the said service and the present laws,rules,and regulations gov- 
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witnesses, books, and papers, to incur all 


That is a House amend- | 
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erning the same, and investigate all charges that have been or may be prt 
ferred against any officer thereof, and make recominendations thereupon to 
this body with all convenient speed; and 

‘Be ul further resolved, I it Sa le trimitte shall have full power t« summon 
necessary expense, to employ clerks 
and counsel, to select times and places for hold ns, and to do all 


such further acts and things as ry be requisite in the furtherance of this ob- 
ject.”’ 


The SPEAKER. The hoar of 5 o’clock having arrived, the House 
takes a recess until 8 o’clock this evening. ‘The gentleman from Ili 
nois [Mr. PAYsoN } will preside at the evening session 


ng its sessio 


EVENING SESSION, 


The recess having expired, the House reassembled at 8 o’clock p. m., 
5 


| and was called to order by Mr. Payson as Speaker pro tempore. 


I thought the Speaker was putting the ques- | 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The House, pursuant to a special or 
der adopted this afternoon, is in session for the consideration of bills 
reported from the Committee on Indian Affairs to which there is no 
objection. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. 
PERKINS}, the chairman of the committee. 

MISSION INDIANS OF CALIFORNIA. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker, I ask consideration, first, of the Sen- 
ate bill which I send to the desk. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The bill will be read, after which the 
Chair will ask tor objections. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

4 bill (S. 2783) for the relief of the Mission Indians in the State of California 


Be it enacted, eic., Thatimmediately after the passage of this act the Secretary 
of the Interior shall appoint three disinterested persons as commissioners to 
arrange a just and satisfactory settlement of the Mission Indians residing in 
the State of California upon reservations which shall be secured to them as 
hereinafter provided. 

Sec. 2, That it shall be the duty of said commissioners to select a reservation 
for each band or village of the Mission Indians residing within said State, which 
reservation shall include, as far as practicable, the lands and villages which 
have been in the actual occupation and possession of said Indians, and which 


aon 8 


shall be sufficient in extent to meet their just requirements, which selection 


is all be valid when approved by the President and Secretary of the Interior. 





| the United States, or to the assignee of such person, where 


} set apart and allotted as herein provided, or any contract made to 


hey shall also appraise the value of the improvements belonging to any per- 
son to whom valid existing rights have attached under the public-land laws of 
such improvements 
are situated within the limits of any reservation selected and defined by said 
commissioners. In cases where the Indians are in occupation of \ands within 
the limits of confirmed private grants the commissioners shall determine and 
define the boundaries of such lands, and shail ascertain whether there are va 

cant public lands in the vicinity to which they may be removed. And thesaid 
commission is hereby authorized to employ a competent surveyor and the nec 


| essary assistants. 


Sec, 3. That the commissioners, upon the completion of their duties, shall re 
port the result to the Secretary of the Interior, who, if no valid objection exists, 
shall cause a patent to issue for each of the reservations selected by the com 
mission and approved by him in favor of each band or village of Indians occu 
pying any such reservation, which patents shal! be of the legal effect and de- 
clare that the United States does and will hold the land thus patented, subject 


| to the provisions of section 4 of this act, for the period of twenty-five years, in 


trust, for the sole use and benefit of the band or village to which itis issued, and 
that at the expiration of said period the United States will convey the same or 
the remaining port on not previously patented in severalty by patent to said 
band or village, discharged of said trust and freeof all charge or incumbrance 
whatsoever: Provided, Thatno patent shall embrace any tract ortracitsto which 
existing valid rights have attached in favor of any person under any of the 
United States laws providing for the disposition of the public domain, unless 
such person shall acquiesce in and accept the appraisal provided for in the pre 

ceeding section in all respects and shall thereafier, upon demand and pay ment 
of said appraised value, exccute a release of all tille and claim thereto; and a 
separate patent, in similar form, may be issued for any such tract or tracts at 
any time thereafter. Any such person shall be permitted to exercise the same 
right to take land under the public-land laws of the United States as though he 
had not made settlement on the lands embraced in said reservation; and asep 
arate patent in similar form may be issued for any tract or tracts atany time 
after the appraised value of the improvements thereon shall have been paid 

And provided further, That in case any landsshall be selected under this act to 
which any railroad company is or shall hereafter be entitied to receive a patent 

such railroad company shall upon releasing all claim and title thereto, aud on 
the approval of the President and Secretary ofthe [nterior, be allowed to select 
anequal quantity of other land of like value in lieu thereof at such place as 


the Secretary of the Interior shall determine: And provided further, That said 
tas aforesaid shall be retained 


patents declaring such lands to be held in tru 

and kept inthe Interior Department and certified copies of thesame shal! be 
forwarded to and kept at the agency by the agent having charge of the Indians 
for whom such lands are to be held in trust, and said copies shall be open to 
inspection atsuch agency. 

Sreo.4. That whenever any of the Indians residing upon any reservation pat 
ented under the provisions of this act shall, in the opinion of the Secre j 
the Interior, be so advanced in civilization as to be capable of owning and mar 
aging land in severalty, the Secretary of the Interior may cause allotments to 
be made to such Indians, out of the land of such reservation, in quantity as fo 
lows: To each head of a family not more than 649 acres nor less than 160 acres 
of pasture or grazing land. and in addition thereto not exceeding 20 acre ishe 
shall deem for the best interest of the allottee, of arable land in some suitable 
locality ; to each single person over twenty-one years of age not lees than 80 
nor more than 640 acres of pasture or grazing land,and not exceeding 10 acres 
of such arable land. 

Sec. 5. That upon the approval of the allotments provided for in the preced 
ing section by the Secretary of the Interior he shall cause patents to issue ther« 
for in the name of the allottees, which shall be of the legal effect and declare 
that the United States does and will hold the land thus allotted for the period 
of twenty-five vear , in trust, forthe sole use and benefit of the Indian to whom 
such allotment shall have been made, or, in case of his decease, of his heirs a 
cording to the laws of the State of California, and that at the expiration of said 
period the United States will convey the sam by patent to the said Indian, o 
his heirs, as aforesaid, in fee.discharged of said trust and free of all charge or 
incumbrance whatsoever. And if any conveyance shall be made of the lands 
g the 
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same, before the expiration of the time above mentioned, such conveyance or 
contract shall be absolutely null and void: Provided, That these patents, when 


issued, shall override the patent authorized to be issued to the band or village 
as aforesaid, and shall separate the individual allotment from the lands held in 
common, which proviso shall be incorporated tn each of the village patents. 


6. That in cases where the lands occupied by any band or village of In- 


dians are wholly or in part within the limits of any confirmed private grant or 
grants, it ill be the duty of the Attorney-General of the United States, upon 
request of the Secretary of the Interior, through special counsel or otherwise, 
to defend s 1 Indians in the rightssecured to them in the original grants from 





the Mexican Government, and in an act for the government and protection of 
Indians passed by the Legislature of the State of California April 22, 1850, or to 
bring any suit, in the name of the United States,in the circuit court of the 
United Sta'es for California, that may be found necessary to the full protection 
of the legal or equitable rights of any Indian or tribe of Indians in any of such 
land 

Sxo.7. That each of the commissioners authorized to be appointed by the 
firat section of this act shall be paid at the rate of $8 per day for the time he is 
actually and necessarily employed in the discharge of his duties, and necessary 
traveling expenses; and for the payment of the same, and of the expenses of 
surveying, the sum of $10,000, orso much thereof as may be necessary, is hereby 


appropriated out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of this bill? 

Mr. PERKINS. I desire to make a statement. 

Mr. HoOoKER rose. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. With the understanding that the right 
to object is reserved, the gentleman from Kansas [ Mr. PERKINS] will 
be recognized, if there is no objection, to make a statement. 

Mr. KILGORE. I would like to hear the report in this case. 

Mr. PERKINS. The House committee has made no report. I was 
about to suggest that the bill has passed the Senate several times 

Mr. KILGORE. Has it been reported by the House committee? 

Mr. PERKINS. 
report the bill; and we have reported substantially the same bill, but 
I have never made any formal report upon the Senate bill. The bili 
has passed the Senate two or three times. 

Mr. KILGORE. Is there a report by the Senate committee? 

Mr. PERKINS. The last three or four times the bill has passed 
the Senate it has passed without any written report whatever; and it 
has been reported by two or three different committees of this House. 

Mr. Speaker, there is not a bill that has been considered bv our 
committee that seems to have received such earnest indorsement trom 
those who have given attention to the necessities of these Indians as 
this bill. Mr. Herbert Welch, of Philadelphia, who is thesecretary of 
the Indian Rights Defense Association, has written me personally, I 
think, at least half a dozen letters urging me by all means to secure, 
if possible, the passage of this bill before the adjournment of Congress. 
I have received from Boston and almost all the New England cities 
letters from philanthropic people who are deeply interested in the 
good of the Indians, calling my attention particularly to this bill and 
urging that betore the adjournment of this session it be brought up 
for consideration. The gentleman from California [Mr. VANDEVER], 
whom I expected here this evening, is entirely familiar with the local 
necessities and surroundings of these Indians. 

Mr. KILGORE. As I understand from the gentleman, the principal 
pressure for the passage of this bill comes from ‘‘ philanthropic ’’ peo- 
ple. The gentleman will allow me to suggest that if there are any 
people on the face of the earth who know nothing of what is necessary 
in the matter of legislation, it is that class of people. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Welch visited these Indians personally, exam- 
ining into their condition, investigatingall the circumstances pertaining 
to this proposed legislation. As I have suggested, the bill has passed 
the Senate three or tour times, and never, so far as I have known, has 
there been any objection to it. 

Mr. HERMANN, This is confined in its operation to California? 

Mr, PERKINS. Oh, yes; andsimply to the Mission Indians of Cali- 
fornia. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair desires to call the attention 
of the House to the special order, as a jurisdictional question is pre- 
sented that the Chair feels bound in justice to itself to advise the House 
of. The special order will be read by the Clerk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Mr. Perkins. I ask unanimous consent that at 5 o'clock to-day the House 
take a recess until 8 o'clock, for the purpose of considering bills of the Senate 


and House reported from the Committee on Indian Affairs to which there is 
no objection. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. By the terms of this order adopted 
to-day members will perceive that bills only are in order, Senate or 
House, which have been reported favorably from the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. This bill does not seem to be so reported; and hence, 
under the order, the Chair thinks it could not be properly called up 
to-night. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker, I was instructed several weeks ago 
to make a report on this bill, but kept it in my desk, hoping to call it 
up for passage in the House without making a formal report. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair understands the gentleman 
to say that it has not been reported from the committee. 

Mr. PERKINS. There has been no formal report on the bill. But, 
Mr. Speaker, if the Journal Clerk were present he would verify my 
statement, I think, that the order of business under which the 





The committee authorized me two months ago to | 
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House is operating to-night is not in the terms just read from t 
although of course, in the absence of anything else, we must | 
that order. I asked the House for a special rule to-night for | 
pose of considering Senate and House bills that might be pres: 
the Committee on Indian Affairs to which no objection was m 
not mere)y bills reported from the Committee on Indian A ffui: 
was a mistake in using the word ‘‘reported’’ for ‘‘ present: 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state that the | 
of the gentleman was furnished by the Official Reportersat th 
of the Chair before the beginning of the evening session. 

Mr. PERKINS. The idea was that the committee mig] 
such bills they desired. 

Mr. HOOKER. I would ask the chairman of the committ« 
whether or not this is a Senate bill. 

Mr, PERKINS. It is a Senate bill. 

Mr. HOOKER. A bill which has passed the Senate ? 

Mr. PERKINS. It has passed the Senate several times. 

Mr. HOOKER. In its present form? 

Mr. PERKINS. Yes, sir. The bill I sent to the desk and « 
was the engrossed copy of the Senate bill. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa, I understand the gentleman from Ka 
say that there is a House bill similar to this which has been re 
from the committee. 

Mr. PERKINS. I will state to the gentleman 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is advised by the J : 

‘lerk, who has just come in, that the order requested by the yg: s 
man from Kansas, as appears on the Journal, isin a difterent form 
that just read; that the order is, ‘‘such bills as shall be presen 
the committee.’’ On that statement the Chair will hold that th 
is properly before the House to-night, subject, of course, to the 
of objection. 

Mr. HOOKER. I suggest, Mr. Speaker, that inasmuch as th 
makes an appropriation of money, it should receive its considera‘ 
in a Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. PERKINS. I will withdraw the bill, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. HOOKER. It is not on this bill particularly, but becaus a 





think all bills of this character should be considered in Commit 4 
tne Whole. a 
Mr. PERKINS. I regret that the gentleman makes this point y 
cause of the necessity of these Indians. It is unfortunate the bill « * 
not be passed. If my friend knew the circumstances I think he w Ls 
not interpose an objection. S 


Mr. HOOKER. 
tee of the Whole. 
Mr. PERKINS. My object was to avoid the necessity of going 
committee. We can consider it in the House justas well. But I wit 
draw the bill and yield now to the gentleman from Arkansas 

PEEL]. / 
COAL MINING, CHOCTAW NATION. “ 


Mr. PEEL. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call up the bill S. 4398. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The bill will be read, after which ‘ 
Citair will ask for objection. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Beit enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of A , 
ica in Congress . Thatthe consent of the United States is hereby ¢ F 
upon the conditions and with the limitations hereinafter set forth, and no 7 
ther, to the following-described leases of coal rights which citizens of the ¢ 
taw Nation have made to the Choctaw Coal and Railway Company, a corp 
tion created by the laws of the State of Minnesota, copies of which leases, ele 
in number, have been filed and deposited with the Secretary of the Inte: 
namely: 

First. A lease bearing date the 20th day of May, 1889, between James FF: 
ney and John M. Grady, citizens of the Choctaw Nation, Indian Territory 
the one part, and the Choctaw Coal and Railway Company, of the other | 
Recorded in the clerk’s office of Gaines County, Choctaw Nation, June 3 
in record-book numbered 1, es 206 and 214, inclusive. 

Second. A lease bearing date the Ist day of August, 1889, between Jonas | 
rant,John M. Grady, James F. Freeney, G. M. Bond, Fritz Sittel,and Robe: 
Ward, citizens of Tobueksey and Gaines Counties, Choctaw Nation, Indian | 
ritory, ofthe one part, and the Choctaw Coal and Railway Company, of the o! 
part. Recorded in record-book numbered —., pages 29, 30,31,%2,33.and 34 
clusive, of the records of Gaines County, Choctaw Nation,on the 18th da 
August, 1889. 

Third, A lease bearing date the Ist day of August, 1889, between Mrs. Jo! 
Adams, John M. Grady, James F. Freeney, G. M. Bond, Fritz Sittel, and Ro! 
J. Ward, citizens of Tobucksey and Gaines Counties, Choctaw Nation, In 
Territory, of the one part, and the Choctaw Coal and Railway Company, 0! 
other part. Recorded in record-book numbered B, pages 24,25, 26, 27, an 
inclusive, of the records of Gaines County, Choctaw Nation, on the 19th da 
August, 1889. 

Fourth, A lease bearing date the Ist day of August, 1889, between 
Williams, John M. aredy. James F, Freeney, G. M. Bond, Fritz Sittel, and | 
ert J. Ward, citizens of Tobucksey and Gaines Counties, Choctaw Nation 
dian Territory, of the one part, and the Choctaw Coal and Railway Compa 
of the other part. Recorded in record-book numbered B, pages 18, 19, 20,2 
and 23, inclusive, of the records of Gaines County, Choctaw Nation, Indian | 
ritory, on the 19th day of August, A. D. 1889, 

Fifth. A lease bearing date the Ist day of August, 1889, between Ahotu!) 
Ishilatubbe, John M. Grady, James F. Freeney, G. M. Bond, Fritz Sitte!, 
Robert J. Ward, citizens of Tobucksey and Gaines Counties, Choctaw Na‘ 
Indian Territory, of the one part, and the Choctaw Coaland Railway Com). 
of the other part. Recorded in record-book B, pages 12, 13,14, 15, 16, and i7 
clusive, of the records of Gaines County, on the 19th day of August, 1889. 

Sixth, A lease bearing date the Ist day of August, 1889, between Ahotub! 
John M. Grady, James F, Freeney, G. M. Bond, Fritz Sittel, and Robert 


I do not see why you can not consider it in Con 
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ward. citizens of Tobucksey and Gaines Caunties, Choctaw Nation, Indian Ter- 


u understand is the heaviest royalty paid for this purpose in the United 
_oftheone part, and the Choctaw Coal and Railway Company, of the other | . 














t | States 
oa Recorded in record-book numbered B, on pages 18, ly, 20, 21, 22, and 23, in- | * tat ° 5 , ; eo : , 
C e, of the records of Gaines County, Choctaw Nation, on the 18th day of | ihis company then luitara 1 there for the purpos yf 
A st, 1889. ; porting their « ae, aud they \ yw a large plant and have been 
a-venth. A lease bearing date the Ist day of August, 1889, between John M. “ 1g ‘ 7 ; ee yas Oe aii 
Grady, James F, Freeney, G. M. Bond, Fritz Sittel, and Robert J. Ward ren ns rating quite a wi : AUU Tates OF TAMTOM, ane 
of Tobucksey and Gaines Counties, Choctaw Nation, Indian Territor; e | have been send r Coa i vi A ' to tl] . 
one part, and the Choctaw Coal and Railway Company, of the other part. Re creat advant: t peop Che ( uf ra court 
.rded inreeord-book numbered B, on pages 1, 2,3, 4.5, inclusive, of th is | © ah oe , 
. + es 122 over there, an also cr ] tory lila ma. ga i citi 
of Gaines County, Choctaw Nation, on the I th day of Au g ma, 18 i ; : : 
Eighth, A lease bearing date the Ist day of August, 1839, between James Arna- | Zens @ right to ent t t und ve no d 
ture. John M. Grady, as guardian of Henry Free ney, a minor, Josiah Gardner I have examined it y closely. and s¢ : tors have exam | 
G. M. Bond, and James J. McAlister, by his attorney in fact, Josiah Gard: t. Senator Jox } ’ ‘ , ‘ f ; a ‘ 
8 zens of the Choctaw Nation, Indian Territory, of the one part, and the | 1% °° a . ae ee I y ¢ ra 
Choctaw Coal and Railway Company, of the other part. Recorded in record- | the contract Is periectly v lid now. ihe atto ft the company 
x numbered B, pages 72 to 76, inclusive, of the records of Tobucksey County, | satisfied that in a court there would be no trou ibout i but inas- 
( taw Nation,on the 7th day of August, 1889. : ls Re MaMa ee Baan We cee “A SAIS . a 
Ninth, A lease bearing date the loth day of June, 1889, between Fritz § lq | Mucn a the pare , Gesire to pla Ape ae rhaps will nave _ 
citizen of Tobucksey County, Choctaw Nation, Indian Territory, of the one part negotiate with English 5 ndica they ¥ a to ha A! ) 
and the Choctaw Coal and Railway Company, of the other part. Necorded in | tion or a bill of some kind giving the a tof t Government for 
book B, on pages numbered 106, 107, 108, 109, 110, 111, inclusive, o ee e reco i 1. Thi aden ea . - ‘ sata aided . io 
»] . was il ro ad 30 ‘ i! > ‘ an ré re t ( 
Tobueksey County, Choctaw Nation, on the 20th day of October, 1889. ‘been. Ame one es ae ore ' ; a 
Tenth, A lease bearing datethe 10th day of June, 1889, between rw B. Pitchly committee, and we gave it a very thorough investigation. ve se 
and — Sittel, peereene of _— eas ap 0 hoctaw Nation, Indian Te up to the Indian Office and the ( ymmissioner gave it a very thor 
tory, of the one part, and the Choctaw Coal and Railway Company, ofthe other | ;, stis : mn ‘ took it up al sens tad ae ~- 
part. Recorded in record-book numbered B, on pages 99, 100, 101, 102, inclus investigation. Then the Sena wager the. the id they re mocen d it very 
of the records of Tobucksey County, Choctaw Nation, on the 19th day of ¢ considerably and passed it unanimously. I believe th was not 
tober, 1889. > : : particle of objection in the committee or anywhere else 
Eleventh, A lease bearing date the Ist day of August,1889, between Simon | * Mr. KILGORE Does th ill meet with the approval of the Indian 
James, Robert James, James F. Freeney, John M. Grady, G. M. Bond, Fritz Sitt SAS, SRAANANI DE ¥ = soe : "= CLS SELENE 
and R.J. Ward, citizens of Tobucksey and Gaines Counties, Choctaw Nation, [n- | Ollce ? 
dian Territory, of the one part, and the Choctaw Coal and Railway Company.o Mr. PEEL It doe 
the other part. Recorded in record-book numbered B, on pages 102, 103, 104, 105 ™ ERK Q allel ‘ ’ ae } aac a 
. . rags ; h will say ths have in my nds alr a hu 
inclusive, of the records of Tobucksey County, Chectaw Nation, on the |9th day | Ir, s PERKIN I will sa that 1 ha ee eee MMOS’ & 7 
of October, 1889. dred te egrams from points in Texas, Oklahoma Territory, the Indi 
Thess ons Ee tetions upon which, and the extent to which, said con- | Ter ritory, and my own State praying for the passage of this bill. 
sentis given are as follows [ L, fartharmore say that the delegate of the Choctav 
First. That neither the Jessees,nor any one under them,shall exercise any | , . PEEL. nt. will fart . BCs ae, See eenee wee ° ww pee eee 
} ir iar 1 FY "N< hie | nie } artes 
rights of any kind under or by virtue of any of said leases over,in, or upon an Nation is fat niliar with the provisions of the bill and it is perfectly 
area beyond or outside of 1 square mile. | satisfactory to him. 
2 Pase > rece fora long iod ry ' . : 
Second. That no one of said leases shall continue in force fora ger period \The bill was ordered to a third reading: and was accordingly read 


| 
than thirty years from the passage of this act. I as F 
Third. That the lessees, or those holding under them,shall, during the first the third time, and passed. 
—_ open senter to She ee roe mon ociots “mm ent under | Mr. PEEL moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed 
the oath of its president, or at least one of any joint owners under said lessee, | ice : nd : : : laid an +] +) 
i °” ; i a i A B i > otion to -cOnside © iki OF ne table, 
showing the amount of coal taken from the mines covered by said leases as | “” 1 also moved that the motion re id on the ‘ 


herein prescribed, for the month preceding,and the royalties paid tothe said The latter motion was agreed to 
Choctaw Nation, and the individual citizens holding said rights,and the price Che House bill relating to the sa subiect was ordered to lie on the 


per ton the same has been sold by those having the right to mine the same un- 
der the said leases. 

Fourth. That no higher rate per ton than the average rate per ton for which 
such coal has for the next six months next preceding the Ist day of September. 
1890, been sold by said lessees, or those holding under them, shall, during said 
thirty years, be exacted of any purchaser, except upon the written permission 
of the Secretary of the Interior. Mr. GIFFORD. Mr. Speaker, I desire to p: nt the following Sen- 

Fifth. That all the obligations of said leases, exceptasthe same may be herein | . te bill which I send to the Cler deck : 
modified or limited, shall be faithfully preserved and performed by said lessees, | “*" 7*"" a meen oe aa 
or those holding under them, and that no right shall be claimed or exercised in The Clerk read the title of the bill, as follows 
the lands covered by said leases or the surface thereof, except such as shull be | 
proper and necessary for the profitable development and working of the mines | 
therein, and ingress and egress to and from the same, and for the erection and | : ans ~ 
maintenance of necessary and proper machinery for said purposes. | r, with the permission of the House, I 
Seo. 2. That the consent hereby given shail inno way impair or affect the | will make a brief statement with regard to this bill. 
rights which any person or persons of the Choctaw Nation of Indians may Mr. KILGORE. Let the bill be read 
} 
i 
} 


table. 
SISSETON AND WAHPE BANDS, SIOUX INDIANS 
Mr. PERKINS. I yield to the gentleman from South Dakota [ Mr, 
GIFFORD]. 


m an agreement with the Sisget ind Wa 


peton band of Dakota or Sioux Indians, and for other purposes 


Mr. GIFFORD. Mr. Speaker 


A bill (S. 3216) to ratify and confi: 






have had before the passage of this act in and tothe subject-matter of said leases : ; 7 . ; i 
And nothing in this act contained shall be construed as validating, impair- | Mr. GIFFORD. It isa long bill. and I will make a brief statement 
ing, or in any way affecting the right of the lessors to make the same, orthe | as to its provisions if there is no objection 
; am } 2% ig a - = > ’ 2, yr anwy t ea 

eee enya any nes The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without unanimous consent is given 

Seo. 3. That any violation of, or failure to conform to, any of the conditions ] 
or limitations herein set forth on the part of said lessees, or those holding under 
them, shall be taken and deemed to be a forfeiture and revocation of the con- 
sent herein given without further action on the part of the United States. 


the bill will have to be read at length. 
Mr.GIFFORD. I want to make a brief statement before the bill 
is read, if I may have unanimous consent to doso. This bill ratifies 
| an agreement made with Indians in South Dakota, something like one 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present con- | thousand Indians, for the cession or opening to settlement of a portion 
sideration of the bil!? of their reservation. The portion opened to settlement amounts to 
Mr. HOOKER. I would like to inquire if there is any appropria- | about 700,000 acres of latd—678,000 acres. There are something lik 
tion of money in this bill? 900,000 acres in the total reservation. These Indians have all taken 


Mr. PEEL. None at all. | their allotments. They are civilized Indians, not blanket Indian 
Mr. KERR, of Iowa. What is the object of putting a provision in | There remain unallotted for their use and benefit 112,000 acres in 
the bill that the coal shall not be sold beyond a certain price ? | round numbers. By the terms of the agreement it is proposed to pay 
Mr, PEEL. I can not myself see any special necessity for it. | to these Indians the sum of $2.50 peracre. The agreement is perfectly 
Mr. PERKINS. It is alimitation that it shall not be sold ata higher | satisfactory to the Indians and toal! the parties concerned. The $2.50 
rate than that. | per acre will be paid back by the settlers, or, in other words, the Gov 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present con- | ernment is reimbursed for the value of the land paid to these India 
sideration of the bill? | for the land. It will all be paid ba k into the Treasury of the United 
There was no objection. ‘ | States by the settlers whenever the land is taken and occupied fi 
Mr. HOOKER. Now let us have an explanation. | settlement, which will be at once. 
Mr. PEEL. Well, Mr. Speaker, in sbort, this company several years | In addition to that there is aprovision in the bill paying to th 


ago entered into a contract with several citizens of the Choctaw Na- | Indians something like $450,000 in reund numbers for back annuitir 
tion in leasing thesecoal-fields. Under the Choctaw constitution the in- | These Indians were a part of the Wahpeton band in Minnesota. 
dividual citizen who makes adiscovery of coal or outcrop of coal or such 1862 the Government regen their annuities. About that time a 
mineral istheabsoluteowner. That is incorporated in the body of the | certain number of this band enlistedin the Army of the United States. 
constitution ; and consequently the lessees entered into several contracts They served under Sully and Sibley in the Indian wars of the North- 
or treaties with the discoverers or citizens of the Choctaw Nation who | west and some of them. I think. went South. A provision in this bill 
discovered this coal. proposes to reinstate the annuities of these loyal Indians, but only of 
These leases have been duly executed, and they are filed in the In- | the loyal Indians. That, in substance, is a statement of the provi 
terior Department. Under the laws, however, of the Choctaw Nation | ions of the bill. I do not ask to have the bill read at length unls 
there is a right to levy a kind of tribute or fee, a duty or royalty on | these gentlemen desire it, or unless it will obviate the necessity of go 
men carrying on mining operations there. Under the contract with the | ing into Committee of the Whole. I do not care to take up the tim 
individual citizen the lessees agreed to give the individua! Indian one- | of the House. 
fourth of a cent a bushel for all coal taken from the claim. They Mr. HOOKER. Does this bill contain an appropriation of mone 
agreed also to give the nation as a nation a half cent a bushel, which Mr. GIFFORD. Yes. 7 
makes three-fourths of a cent a bushel for each bushel mined, which I} Mr, HOOKER. Then let it go to the Committee of the Whole. 
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Mr. GIFFORD. Do you insist upon the objection? 

Mr. HOOKER. I think 80; yes. 

Mr. GIFFORD. I would very much desire to have the bill disposed 
of before Congress adjourns. 

Mr. HOOKER. There is no objection to that, This will not pre- 
vent its being considered at all, 

Mr. GLIFFORD. We will have to withdraw the bill, then, if the 
gentleman insists, 


Mr. PERKINS. I yield to the gentleman from Oregon [Mr. HER- 
MANN | for the purpose of calling up a bill. 


RIGHT OF WAY THROUGH THE SILETZ INDIAN RESERVATION. 


Mr. HERMANN. Mr. Speaker, I call up for consideration the bill 
(5. 3963) granting to the Newport and Kiog’s Valley Kailroad Company 
the right of way through the Siletz Indian reservation. 

The SPEAKER. TheClerk will read the bill, after which the Chair 
will ask for objection. 

The Clerk read as follows 


Be it enacted, etc,, That the right of way is hereby granted to the Newport and 
King’s Valley Railroad Company, a corporation organized and existing under 
the laws of the State of Oregon, for the construction of its railroad through the 
Siletz Indian reservation, beginning at a point on the easterly line of said reser- 
vation where Kock Creek crosses said line and running thence westerly down 
the valley of Rock Creek and the valley of Siletz River to the western boundary 
of said reservation at or near the souta west corner thereof. 

Seo. 2. That the right of way hereby granted to said company shall be 75 feet 
in width on each side of the central line of said railroad as aforesaid ; and said 
company shall also have the rightto take from said lands adjacent to the line of 
said road material, stone, earth, and timber necessary for the construction of 
said railroad; also ground adjacent to such right of way for station buildings, 
depots, machine-shops, side-tracks, turn-outs, and water stations, not to exceed 
in amount 300 feet in width and 3,000 feet in length for each station, to the ex- 
tent of one station for each 10 miles of road. 

Sec.3. Thatit shall be the duty of the Secretary of the Interior to fix the 
amount of compensation to be paid the Indians for such right of way, and pro- 
vide the time and manner forthe payment thereof, and also to ascertain and 
fix the amount of compensation to be made individual members of the tribe for 
damages sustained by them by reason of the construction of said road; but nu 
right of any kind shall vest in said railway company in or to any part of the 
right of way herein provided for until plats thereof, made upon actual survey 
for the definite location of such railroad, and including the points for station 
bnildings,depots, machine-shops, side-tragks,turn-outs, and water stations, sha | 
be filed with and approved by the Secretary of the Interior, which approval 
shall be made in writing and be open for the inspect on of any party interested 
therein, and until the compensation aforesaid has been fixed and paid; andthe 
surveys, construction, and operation of such railroad shall be conducted with 
due regard for the rights of the Indians, and in accordance with such rules and 
regulations as the Secretary of the Interior may make to carry out this provis- 

m: Provided, That the consent of the Indians to said right of way shall be ob- 
tained by said railroad company in such mauneras the Secretary of the Interior 
shall preacribe, before any right under this act ghall accrue to said company: 
dud provided further, That no greater rate shall be charged upon said road 
within said reservation for the transportation of passengers or freight than is 
charged for alike service outside of said reservation. 

Src. 4. That said company shall not assign or transfer or mortgage this right 
of way for any purpose whatever until said road shall becompleted: Provided, 
Phat thecompany may mortguge said franchise, together with the rolling-stock, 
for money to constructand complete said road: And provided further, That the 
right granted herein shall be lost and forfeited by said company unless the road 
is constructed and in running order across said reservation within two years 
from the passage ofthis act. 

See.5. That said railway company shall accept this right of way upon the 
expressed condition, binding upon itself, its successors and assigns, that they 
will neither aid, advise, nor assist in any effort looking towards the changing 
or extinguishing the present tenure of the Indians in their land, and will not 
attempt to secure from the Indian tribes any further grant of land or its occu- 
paney than is hereinbefore provided: Provided, That any violation of the con- 
dition mentioned in this section shall operate as a forfeiture of all the rights 
and privileges of said railway company under this act. 

Spec.6. That Congress may at any time amend, add to, alter,or repeal this 
act 


The SPEAKER protempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of this bill? 

Mr. HOOKER. I would like to have an explanation of this bill 
made by the gentleman from Oregon. 

Mr. HERMANN. This is simply a renewal of an act that was 
passed about three years ago and signed by President Cleveland, which 
permitted this company the same period of time that is now asked— 
two years—in which to brild theroad. They failed, owing toa finan- 
cial difficulty, to construct the road in that time; and this is a re-enact- 
ment of the same measure and gives them two years in which to suc- 
ceed if they can. That is the whole history of it. It has met the 
approval of the Secretary of the Interior. 

Mr. HOOKER. Is there an appropriation in this bill? 

Mr. HERMANN. Not adollar; and the interests of the Indiansare 
guarded very thoroughly. 

Mr. HOOKER. Is it provided that their assent shall be obtained in 
& proper manner? 

Mr. HERMANN, Their rights are thoroughly guarded, as the gen- 
tleman will see from the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be read a third time; and it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed, 

Mr. HERMANN moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 


passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 

The House bill of similar title was ordered to lie on the table. 
RECONVEYANCE OF CERTAIN LANDS TO ORMSBY COUNTY, NEVADA. 

Mr. PERKINS. I ask for the present consideration of the bill (S. 
161) toreconvey certain lands to the county of Ormsby, State of Nevada. 


| 

} 

Whereas the patents so erruneously issued have not been canceled: Ther« 
ore, 
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| The bill was read, as follows® 
Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is her< ' v 
thorized and directed to reconvey to the county of Ormsby, in the Stat: 


| vada, the land conveyed to the United States by 8. C, Wright in behalf of gaig 

| county, on the %h day of July, 1488, for the purposes of an Indian industri, r 
schovl in pursuance of the act entitled “An act making appropriations f 

current and contingent expenses of the Indian Department au | for ful' . 

treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes for the year ending June 30), |...) 

and for other purposes,” approved June 29, 1888; the Indian Department ; 

ing rejected suid land and the county of Ormsby having coaveyed oth: i ] 
to the United States for said school, said rejected land being described as / 

lows, to wit: The northwest quarter of section 8 and the southwest quarter of 

the southwest quarter of section 5 north, range 20 east, Mount Diablo | I 

métridian, containing 200 acres. 


Mr. PERKINS. The bill explains itself quite clearly. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present 
sideration ot this bill? 

Mr. HOOKER, I wil ask the gentleman from Kansas if this 
makes any appropriation? 

Mr. PERKINS. None whatever. It simply authorizes the reco 
veyance to a county in Nevada of land that was conveyed to the Unite 
States for the purpose of an industrial school. ‘The land was not 
cepted. Other lauds were conveyed to the Government for school | 
poses, and now the Government asks to reconvey it back. 

The bill was ordered to be read a third time; and it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. PERKINS moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on th 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


CONVEYANCE OF ABSENTEE SHAWNEE INDIAN LANDS IN KAN 


Mr. PERKINS, I ask unanimous consent for the present consi<er- 
ation of the bill (8. 597) to authorize the conveyance of certain A)- 
sentee Shawnee Indian lands in Kansas. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Whereas the following-described tracts of land, namely, the east half of | 
northeast quarter and the southwest quarter of the northeast quarter of «: 
tion 29, in township 12, range 23 east,and the south half of the southwest qua 
ter of section 5, and the south half of the southwest quarter, and the north hai! b 
of the southwest quarter, and the northwest quarter of section 4, in township 
13, range 22 east, in Jobnson County, Kansas, and knownas Absentee Shawn: 
Indian lands, were erroneously set apart and patents therefor improperly is 
sued to Nancy Whitestone, George Silcambus, and Lewis Hayes, Shawnee !: 
diuns, who had previously received by patent from the United States the qua 
tity of lands to which they were lawfully entitled; and 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, a 
thorized to revoke and cancel said patents, and said Secretary is also autho 
ized to dispose of said lands and issue patents therefor to the settlers locate: 
thereon, in accordance with the provisions of “A resolution for the relief of sct 
tlers upon the Absentee Shawnee lands in Kansas,”’ approved April 7, 1869, and 
an act explanatory of said resolution, approved January 1, 1875. 





The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present co: 
sideration of this bill? 

Mr. HOOKER. I would like to ask whether this bill contains an 
appropriation ? 

Mr. PERKINS. It does not contain any whatever. 

Mr. HOOKER. I would like to ask for an explanation of the bil! 
It seems that this bill proposes to legislate to settle the question of th: 
right to lands, and to revoke patents which have been issued, and to 
authorize the Secretary of the Interior to do that. It seems that i: 
legislation which looks like invading the vested rights of people alread 
having that land. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker, the explanation is in brief recited in 
the bill, which is that these patents were issued erroneously by the 
Secretary of the Interior to these Indians, and that the patents hav: 1; 
been issued there was no power in the Secretary to recallthem. The 
Indians did not possess the land and neverhave been on it. Thelan«| 
was disposed of thereafter under the act recited by the bill, and now 
the Secretary of the Interior asks for authority to cancel these patents. 
The bill was prepared in the Secretary’s office and came here with th 
recommendation of the Department. It is legislation that the Depart 
ment is asking for. 

Mr. HOOKER. Whatis that act to which you refer? 

Mr. PERKINS. It is an act approved April, 1869. 

Mr. HOOKER. Have the Indians received lands ? 

Mr. PERKINS. These same Indians have been allowed other Jani! 
and the patents issued to them for these lands were erroneously issucd 
but there is no power in the Department to recall patents, and hence 
the Department is asking tor this legislation here. 

Mr. HOOKER. These patents were issued under the act of Con- 
gress to which you refer? 

Mr. PERKINS. Oh, no. The lands were disposed of to other pai 
ties under the act of 1869, and the disposition that was made of them 
under the act of 1869 is fatified and confirmed by the provisions 0 
this bill after these patents are canceled. 

Mr. HOOKER. I would like, Mr. Speaker, to hear the act whic) 
is referred to hy the gentleman read, so that we may understand wha 
it amounts to before waiving the right to object. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the bill? The Chair hears none. 
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Mr. HOOKER. I ask for the rereading of that portion of that act 
which is referred to in this bill. é; 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk has not at hand the statute 
referred to; and the reading of that pertains to debate. 

Mr. HOOKER, Then I will ask that the bill be reread. 

rhe bill was again read. 

Mr. HOOKER. Mr. Speaker, I would say that the bill seems to 
look to taking title out of the persons enumerated in the bill without 
notification to them and without any notification to this House as to 
what is the character of the resolution referred to in this bill; and I 
would like the character of the amendatory bill which is made the 
ground of that resolution explained; and I think that the gentleman 
having the bill in charge ought to explain to the House what is the 
purport and effect of that supplemental bill proposed to be carried eut 
by this. 

“Mr. PERKINS. I would suggest, Mr. Speaker, briefly, that this bill 
ratifies the title that was conveyed to these settlers under the act of 
1869 and a supplemental act; but, in consequence of these patents to 
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these Indians being outstanding, it is a question, of course, whether 


they have obtained a perfect title. 
periect their title it is necessary that these patents should be recalled 
and canceled, and upon their being canceled this bill proposes to con- 
firm the title simply in the settlers who obtained the lands under the 
act of 1869 and thesupplemental act. Thatisallthereisinit. There 
is a long report therefrom Senator JonEs, of Arkansas, who reported the 
bill tothe Senate. The bill was passed in the Senate without objection, 
and, as I stated when I was on my feet before, was prepared by the De- 
partment and sent here at the request of the Department so that we 
might relieve the settlers of the embarrassment attending their settle- 
ment and occupation of these lands. These Indians were provided for 
under an allottment that was made to them legitimately. 

Mr. KELLEY. These patents were issued to them erroneously. 

Mr. PERKINS. That is what I stated before. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of this bill? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. HOOKER. I was going to make this further suggestion, that 
it seems to me, because it attempts to make a divestiture of title, that 
the bill might be very safely guarded for these parties who settled these 
lands, by giving notice of the revocation, because if they have interest 
under the law they are entitled to set it out in any court, and they 
ought to be allowed to do that if they desire. 

The bill was ordered toa third reading; and it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 

Mr. PERKINS moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider he laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


A. J. M’CREARY. 


Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill (S. 3721) for the re- 
lief of A. J. McCreary, administrator of the estate of J. M. Hiatt, de- 
ceased, and for other purposes. 

The bill was read, as follows : 

Beitenacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, au 
thorized and directed to pay to said A. J. McCreary, administrator of the estate 
of said J. M. Hiatt, survivor of said J. M, Hiatt & Co., late traders for the 
Osage tribe of Indians, out of any money in the Treasuryaccruing to said tribe 
of Indians by act of Congress approved June 16, 1480, the balance of said account, 
namely, the sum of $8,350, in full satisfaction of said demand against the said 
Osage tribe of Indians, on said credit extended to them as aforesaid. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of this bill? 

Mr. HOOKER. Does it carry an appropriation ? 

Mr. PERKINS. [It carries an appropriation of funds belonging to 
the Osage Indians, but it carries no appropriation from the Treasury 
of the United States. 

Mr. HOOKER. I think the bill had better be considered in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

Mr. PERKINS. It is a question whether the rule requires it to be 
considered in Committee of the Whole. The Speaker of the House said 
that, as it did not carry an appropriation from the Treasury of the United 
States, it would not necessarily be considered in the Committee of the 
Whole. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. PAyson). The Chair is of opinion 
that the appropriation provided for in this bill, being paid ont of a spe- 
eific fund belonging to the Indians, is not such an appropriation of pub- 
lic money as would bring it within the point of order suggested by the 
gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. Hooker]. 

Mr. HOOKER. I make the point of order that all bills making ap- 
propriations of money must receive their first consideration in Commit- 
tee of the Whole, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair overrules the point of or- 
der. Is there objection to the present consideration of this bill ? 

Mr. PERKINS. Subject to the right of the gentleman from Missis- 
sippi to object, I ask to have read for his information and the informa- 


< of the House, the portion of the report which I send to the Clerk’s 
esk, 


For that reason and in order to | 
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The Clerk read as follows 


Hon, COMMISSIONER OF INDIAN AFPFAI 


Sir: The governor of the Osages and a number of the chiefs have directed 
petitioned the honorable Secretary of the Interior to pay a claim of $16,759.99, 
due to Hiatt & Co. from same tribe. 

As chief of the half-vreed band and having a better knowledge, perhaps, of the 


origin and character of said claim than any other chief, I unite with themin 
earnestly asking that the elaim be promptly paid, as requested. The Indians 
and others were led to believe that the payment of about $15 per head in Jan 
uary, 1878, would be continued at substantially that sum 

In that belief I advised H. & Co. to give the Osages a credit for half the sum, 
knowing that it would greatiy accommodate the Indians and believing it 
would be entirely safe; but the consequent payment and later ones, instead of 
$15, have been but little over $3 per head. Their present needs absorbed this 
small sum at once, so thére has been no time at which it was possible to pay a 
devt made in good faith, and of which they reaped the full benefit. Knowing 
their ability to pay their debts, and grateful for the accommodation, the honor 


and self-respect of the Osages is concerned in the quick and full discharge of 
the debt. 
I have the 1 xr to be, your obedient servant, 
SAMUEL BEIVNEW, 
Head Chief of Haif-Breed Bai 
Witness 
J. H. Tispace. 
Mr. PERKINS Is there objection to the present consideration of 


this bill? 

There was no objection. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; an 
the third time, and passed. 

Mr. PERKINS moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


FORT WORTH AND DENVER Cily COMPANY. 


Mr. PERKINS, from the Committee on [ndian Affairs, reported the 
bill (S. 3545) to extend and amend an act to authorize the Fort Worth 
and Denver City Railway Company to construct and operate a railway 
through the Indian Territory, and for other purposes 

Che bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, elc., That the provisions of an act approved February %, 1887, 
granting the right of way through the Indian Territory to the Fort Worth and 
Denver City Railway Company, and other purposes,shall be extended for a 
period of three years from February 24, 189),so0 that said company shall have 
until February 24, 1893, to build the first 50 miles of its railway: Provided, That 
said railway shall start its line on the Fort Worth and Denver City Railway 
Company at a point between Henrietta and lowa Park, near the southern 
boundary of the Indian Territory, and that said railway shall enter and cross 
into the Indian Territory between the ninety-eighth and nihety-ninth meridians 
of longitude, and that the said act of February 24, 1888, be, and the same is hereby 
amended accordingly, and is in all things else except as herein amended « 
tinued in force. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
sideration of this bill? 

There was no objection. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 

Mr. PERKINS moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider he laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


Lit was accordingly read 


RAILWAY 


Is there objection to the present eon- 


KLAMATH RIVER RESERVATION, 


Mr. PERKINS. I yield to the gentleman from California | Mr. Di 


HAVEN]. 

Mr. DEHAVEN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union be discharged from 
the further consideration of the bill (H. R. 113) to provide for the dis 
position and sale of lands known as the Klamath River reservation, and 
that the bill be now put upon its passage 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Bett enacted, ctc., That all of the lands embraced in what was Klamath Rive 
reservation, in the State of California, as set apart and reserved under authority, 
of law by an Executive order dated November 16, 1555, are hereby declared to 
be subject to settlement, entry, and purchase under the laws of the United 
States granting homestead and pre-emption rights and authorizing the sale of 
mineral and timber lands, and any person entitled to the benefits of the home 
stead or pre-emption laws of the United States, who hasin good faith mad 
actual settlement upon any such land prior to the passage of this act, with the 
intent to enter the same under either the homestead or pre-emption law, shal! 
have the preferred right to enter and acquire title to the quarter-section of land so 
settled upon, and such settler shall have three months after public notice given 
that such lands are subject to entry within which to file in the proper land office 
his declaratory statement or other application therefor; and in case of conflict- 
ing claims between settlers the land shal! be awarded tothe settler first in order 
of time: Provided, That any portion of said land more valuable for its mineral 
deposits than for agricultural purposes or for its timber shall be entered only 
under the law authorizing the entry and sale of mineral lands: And provided 
further, That the heirs of any deceased settler shall succeed to the rights ofsuch 
settler under this act. 


The Committee on Indian Affairs recommended amendments as fol 
lows: 


Line 16, strike oul the words “ quarter-section of. 

Line 17, after the word “‘ upon,” insert “ not exceeding 1% acres, upon tle pay- 
ment therefor of $1.25 an acre.”’ 

At the end of the bill add: “Provided further, That the proceeds arising from 
the sale of said lands shall constitute a fund to be used under the direction of 
the Secretary of the Interior for the removal, maintenance,and education of 
the Indians now residing on said lands, and their children,” 
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The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
- time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

Mr. DE HAVEN moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


tAILROAD CROSSINGS IN INDIAN TERRITORY. 
Mr. PERKINS. I yield now to my colleague on the committee, the 
gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. PEEL]. 
Mr. PEE! Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill (S. 1904) to provide tor 
railroad crossings in the Indian Territory. 
The bill was read, as follows 


Be it enacted, etc., That every railroad corporation created and organized 
uoder the laws of the United States,or any of the States thereof, which may 
now or shall hereafter be authorized to construct and operate a railroad in the 
Indian Territory, shall have the right to cross, intersect, join, or unite its rall- 
road with any other railroad now coystructed or that may hereafter be con- 
structed at any point upon its route and upon the grounds and right of way 


of such other railroad company, with the necessary turn-outs, sidings, and 
switches, telegraph and telephone lines, and other conveniences in furtherance 
of the objects of its construction ; and every railroad company whose railroad 


is or shall be croxsed, joined, or intersected by any other railroad shali unite 
with the owners and corporators of such Other railroad in forming such cross- 
ing, intersection, and connection, and shall grant to such railroads so crossing, 
intersecting, or uniting all the necessary facilities for that purpose. 

Sec. 2. That if the two corporationsor their management can not agree upon 


the amount of compensation to be made for the purposes set forth in the fore- 
going section, or the points or manner of such crossings, junctions, or intersec- 
tions. the corporation desiring to cro#@s, intersect, join, or unite with the other 
railroads roay file its petition In the nearest United States court having juris- 
diction of civil causes in said Territory,with a description and map of the place 
at which said crossing, intersection, or junction is desired, asking to have the 
damages for said right of way, crossing, intersection, orjunction assessed, and 
upon the filing of such petition, in term time or vacation, the court, or judge 
thereof in vacation, shall forthwith appoint three disinterested citizens of the 
United States residing in said Territory as special commissioners to assess said 
damages, giving preference to those who may be agreed upon by the two par- 
ties 

Snc. 3. That the said commissioners shall be sworn by the judge or any officer 
authorized by law to administer oaths to assess said damages fairly and impar- 
tially according to law. They shall appoint as early a day as practicable and 
a place as near as practicable to said point of crossing or junction for the hear- 
ing of the parties,and shall notify each of the parties in writing of the time 
and place so selected at least five days before the hearing, which notice may be 
served on any officer, agent, or attorney of said corporation or management of 
the railroad to be notified, and by any person competent to testify. If notice 
shall not be perfected at the time set the hearing may be postponed from time 
to time till service thereof shall be perfected. 

Sec, 4. That the said commissioners shall have power to compel the attend- 
ance of witnesses and the production of testimony, and to administer oaths. 

Seo. 5. That at the time and place appointed the commissioners shall meet 
and proceed to fully hear the parties interested, and shal! assess the actual 
damages, if any, sustained by reason of the crossing or junction sought; they 
shall reduce their decision to writing, stating therein the amount of damages, 
if any, awarded, the amount of costs, with each item thereof, and against 
which party adjudged, and shal) without delay file said statement, with all the 
papers connected with the case, in the oftice of the clerk of said court. 

Seco. 6, That if the party seeking the crossing or junction shall pay to the 
other party, or deposit with the clerk of said court for the use of the other party, 
the damages and costs so assessed and awarded against it, said party shall have 
the right upon said payment or deposit to enter upon the right of way of the 
other party, and to cross, intersect, join, or unite its road with the other rail- 
road in accordance with the award. 

Sec. 7. Thatif either party be dissatisfied with the decision of the commission- 
ers it may, within ten days from the filing thereof, file its exceptions thereto in 
writing, setti.g forth the particular cause or causes of objection, and thereupon 
the adverse party shall be summoned, and said cause shall bo tried and deter- 
mined as other causes in said court. But nothing in this section shall be so 
construed as to deprive the railroad company seeking a crossing from accept- 
ing the report of the commissioners and paying into the court the full amount 
of the award of damages made by the commissioners, and immediately there- 
after to cross, intersect, join, or unite with the line of the opposing railway. If 
no exceptions are filed within said time the judge shall cause the said decision 
to be recorded in the minutes of his court, and shall make the same judgment 
of his court, and may issue the necessary process to enforce the same. 

Seo. 8. That commissioners shall be entitied to receive for their services $5 
each for every day they are engaged in the performance of their duties, which 
they shall include in their statement of costs and which shal! be paid as euch. 
If the coramissioners, or any of them, shall be unable or forany cause fail toact, 
the court or judge shall appoint a commissioner or commissioners to supply 
the place or places of those failing to act. 

Sxc. 9. That the costs of the proceedings before the commissioners and in the 
court shall be determined as follows, to wit: Ifthe commissioners shall award 
greater damages than the said company offered to pay before the proceedings 
commenced, orif exceptions are filed to the decision of the commissioners, as 
herein provided for, and the judgmentof the court is for a greater sum than the 
amount awarded by the commissioners, then the said company shall pay all 
costs; butif the amount awarded by said commissioners as damages, or if the 
judgment of the court shall be for the same or less amount of damages than the 
amount offered by the company before proceedings were commenced, then the 
costs shall be paid by the other company. 

Seo, 10. That every railroad company operating a railroad in the Indian Ter- 
ritory shall cause all passenger and freight trains running on its road to stop 
at all points on its road where another railroad crosses, joins, unites, or inter- 
sects, and takeand receive on said trains all passengers and all freights and 
mai} offered at that point. and shail carry the same, and shall also d at 
said point all passengers desiring to stop there and all freight and mails con- 
signed to said point, and no railroad company shall in any wise discriminate 
against passengers or freight transported or conveyed by any intersecting 
railroad company. 

Sec. ll. That any railroad company violating any of the provisions of the 

receding section shall forfeit and pay to the company or individual injured 
hereby doubie the amount of damage < which said company or individual may 
have sustained, to be recovered in any court of competent jurisdiction. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of this bill? 
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Mr. HOOKER. 
priation ? 

Mr. PEEL, No, sir; nota cent. 

Mr. HOOKER. This is a pretty sweeping bill, Mr. Speak: 
awhile we shall have a network of railways throngh the Indi: 
tory equal to that in the State of Ohio. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there any objection to t) 
consideration of the bill? 

There was no objection. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord 
the third time, and passed. 

RED LAKE AND WESTERN RAILWAY AND NAVIGATION < 

Mr. PERKINS. ‘I call up the bill (8S. 3314) granting righ 
to the Red Lake and W&tern Railway and Navigation Compa: 
Red Lake reservation, in Minnesota, and granting said com 
right to take lands for terminal railroad and warehouse purp 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That there is hereby granted to the Red Lake ani 
Railway and Navigation Company, a corporation organized under th 
laws of the State of Minnesota, of which Frank Ives has been duly el): 
ident, a right of way for a track of said railway 100 feet wide, from the 
line of said reservation, in township 152 or 153, of range 42 or 43 in sa 
in a northeasterly direction, to the Red Lake River, in said State, upo 
to the United States, for the use of the Red Lake band of Chippewa |: 
soon as the said right of way is located and the plats thereof approv: 
Secretary of the Interior, such sum as the Secretary of the Interior ma 
not less than $1.20 per acre foreach and every acre which shall be use 
cupied by said company in the location of their said railway. 

Sec. 2. That for the purpose of aidingthe said company to construct a 
to the navigable waters of said jake, or navigable waters connected th. 
there is hereby granted to the said Red Lake and Western Railway a 
gation Company the right to take and use 320 acres of the lands in said 
tion, tobe by said company selected at some place or point on Red Lak: 
on the line of said railway in said State far enough up said river to a: 
good and unimpeded navigation by water from said location to Red Lak 
dian agency, upon paying to the United States, for the use of said Indians. . 
sum as the Secretary of the Interior may direct, not less than the sum 
per acre for each and every acre thereof, and also whatever amount : 
fixed by the Secretary of the Interior for such right and for the damages 1 
to any individual Indian or Indians for actual improvements which he 
may have thereon: Provided, That no part of said lands shall be used, « 
or indirectly, for town-site purposes, it being the intention hereof that sa 
shal! be held for general railway uses and purposes only, including stock 
warehouses, elevators, docks, and termina! and other facilities of and fo 
railway; but nothing herein contained shall be construed to prevent an 
railway companyfrom building upon such lands houses for the accommo 
of their employés. 

Src. 3. That said location may be made by said company upon asurvey : 
by themselves. And upon the final survey of said lands by the United + 
and the approval of the plats thereof by the Secretary of the Interior, t! 
railway company shall, within ninety days, pay for said rights to take |; 
hereinbefore provided: Provided, That within three years from the pass: 
this act the said railway and navigation company, at their own cost and « 
shall construct a standard-gauge railway from the terminus of the Red | 
and Lake of the Woods Railway, at St. Hilaire,in the county of Polk, i: 
State, to the lands so selected and entered and maintain the samein goo 
dition for railroad purposes; otherwise all the rights herein granted sha 
come null and void, and forfeited to the United States without further a 
of Congress: Provided further, That before these privileges shall become 
ative the consent of a majority of the male adults of the said Red Lake ‘ 
pewa Indians shall be obtained in such form and manner asthe President « 
prescribe: And provided further, That said railroad shall be located, constru 
and operated with due regard to the rights of the Indians, and under such : 
and regulations as the Secretary of the Interior may prescribe. 

Sec. 4. That Congress may at any time amend, add to, alter,or repeal this 


The Committee on Indian Affairs recommended an amendm: 
striking out, in section 2, lines 5 and 6, the words ‘‘ three hundred 
twenty ’’ and inserting in lieu thereof ‘‘ one hundred and sixty.’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to a third reading; and it was : 
cordingly read the third time, and passed. 

The House bill for the same purpose was laid on the table. 


SETTLERS ON CROW CREEK AND WINNEBAGO RESEKVATION-~ 


Mr. PERKINS. I yield to the gentleman from South Dakota | \! 
GIFFoRD]. 

Mr. GIFFORD. I call up for present consideration the bill (S. 32- 
authorizing the Secretary of the Interior to ascertain damages res 
ing to any person who had settled upon the Crow Creek and Win 
bago reservations in South Dakota between February 27, 1885, « 
Apri! 17, 1885. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior shall designate a sp 
agent of the Interior Department, who shall, as soon as practicable, unde 
direction of the Secretary of the Interior, make inquiry and report to the : 
retary of the Interior upon the claims for losses of all persons who in co! 
faith, between the 27th day of February, 1885, and the I7th day of April, | 
settled upon and made claims under the land laws of the United States to » 
of the lands in the Crow Creek and Winnebago reservations, which by 

rociamation of the President of February 27, 1885, were declared to be « 

‘or settlement. Said agent shall have power to cause witnesses to come | 
him at some point convenient to said reservation, and to administer 0a! 
He shall report what improvements were made by such persons, and the + 
tion or — of section, with the township and range, upon which said «¢ 
made his improvements, the value of the same, the losses sustained by rea 
of the revocation of the Executive order opening said lands to settlement 
ing the particulars of any such losses, and all other facts connected there 
Said agent shail be entitled to acom sation of $10 per day and expenses, * 


I would like to know whether it carries a 


may employ aclerk. There is hereby appropriated, out of any moneys i: | 

appropriated, the sum of $3,500, or so much therco! °s 
may be . of the Interior shall transmit said repor! ‘° 
Congress with his recom:uendations thereon. 


Treasury not otherwise 
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Mr. CUTCHEON. Mr. Speaker, it seems to me that this bill makes | S 
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takes, but never made improvements. I am speaking of tho ) 
a new departure. I would like the gentleman who presents it [ Mr. actually made improvements. 
GirFrorD] to state what precedent or what reason there is to justify it. Mr. WALKER. Do you not think that every man who went th 
Mr. GIFFORD. Mr. Speaker, there are precedents for legislation | ¢ yuld bring proof that he made improvements? 
of this is kind. I would like to explain briefly to the gentleman from | Mr, GIFFORD. Oh, no; not 
Michigan [Mr. Cutc HEON } the facts in regard to the subject-matterof| Mr. W a R. Ido not t { : k 
this b ill. On the 27th of February, 1885, President Arthur declared | improve ‘ments. 
a certain portion of the Crow Creek and Ww innebego reservation open | Mr. ¢ rc ‘HI ) 
to tlement. Subsequently some persons settled there and made | be a very good man 
some improvements. In April following, as stated in the bill, P: The § PEAKE! 
dent Cleveland issued a pros: lamation revoking the order of President | ation of the 
Arthur; and these people who had settled there were removed from | There being no ob ‘ mn 
the reservation. | of the bill; which w 1 t 
his bill was recommended by Mr. Vilas when Secretary of the In- | and passed. 
terior. and by Mr. Atkins while serving ag Commissioner of Indian I ul I 
Affairs. It was reported favorably from the House and Senate ( 4 mes from the Senate. by Mr. Mct 
mittees on Indian Affairs in the Fiftieth Congress, asit has been in t! that the Senate had agreed to the report f 
sresent Congress, and it is recommended by the present Commissioner | ence on le of 1 following { 
of Indian Affairs. Its object is simply to ascertain, as stated in the | \ bill 3716) to provi yr t exa , 
pill, the improvements that were made by these settlers, their location, | the Ar and to regulate ] ;' 1 
etc,, and the amount of losses sustained by the removal. \ bill (S. 5206 unting a 1 to Catlena Lym: 
Mr. CUTCHEON. What werethedates of those two proclamations? { message also a , t : i} 
Mr. GIFFORD. February 27 and April 17, i885—a period of \ rmendment bills and jcint resol . of t wing tit] 
than sixty days—about fifty days. This is a question that has been A bill (H. R. 11928) defining certain duties of the Sergean \ 
agitated considerably in the Department, and this bill has been recom- of the House of Representatives 
mended by the officials whom I have mentioned, and also by thecom- | 4 pill (IH. R. 1117) granting a pension to Sarah E. Palmer 
mittees of the two Houses, \ bill (H. R. 2002) granting a pension to John C. Morrison; 
Mr. KILGORE. I did not catch clearly the reading of the bill, and | 4 pill (H. R. 2420) granting a pension to Julia W. Freeman 
I wish to inquire whether it is limited to those who settled on the A bill (H. R. 2428) granting a pension to Emily Onderdonk 
land between the dates named. | A bill (H. R. 3169) for the relief of Alexander F. Dutton; 
Mr. GIFFORD. It islimited to those whosettled there in good faith | A bill (H. R. 3796) granting a pension to Abraham Zimmerman 
between those dates. | 4 bill (H. R. 4179) grantirg a pension to Nancy J. Dorlos 
Mr. CUTCHEON. Can thegentleman give us any ideaof theamount \ bill (H. R. 4788) to grant a pension to Ann Roberts; 
of these claims and the number of the claimants? 4 bill (H. R. 4825) granting a pension to Arthur Connery 
Mr. GIFFORD. As nearly as can be ascertained, there are —_ or \ bill (H. R. 5835) to increase the pension of Mrs. Maria B. Judah; 
fifty parties who went there, took up claims, and settled on these lands, | A bill (H. R. 6052) granting a pension to Martha A. Bowling; 
The bill makes no provision for the payment of these claims. A bill (H. R. 6148) granting a pension to Mrs. Mary J. Sanders, the 
Mr. CUTCHEON. I understand it provides simply for the payment widow of Thomas A. Sanders, who was a scout in the service of the 
of the agent. | United States Army in the war of the rebellion 


Mr. GIFFORD. ‘That is all. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I am not objecting at present; but I want to | 
draw out some further statements from the gentleman from South 
Dakota. I remember very well thecircumstances connected with the 
opening of the Crow Creek and Winnebago reservation and the closing 
of it again by the proclamation of President Cleveland. I knowit was 
currently alleged at the time in the newspapers, and it has been stated 
to me by gentlemen from Dakota, that there was at the period men- 
tioned a great rush to this reservation, which embraced, as I under- 
stand, the choice land of the Indian reservations of Dakuta. Persons 
temporarily staying in the surrounding towns—commercial ‘‘dram- 
mers’’ and the like—made one grand rash, impressing all the vehicles 
that were obtainable to get onto the Crow Creek and Winnebago res- 
ervation and stake out claims. 

Now, it strikes me that this is a good occasion to goslowly. Before 
voting upon this bill or finaliy deciding whether I will object to its con- 
sideration I would like the gentleman to give us some idea as to the 
magnitude of the amount of money which will probably be required 
to meet these claims. 

Mr. GIFFORD. I do not know thatI can give any opinion which 
would be worth anything as to the amount of money that would be 
necessary. It cannot, however, be more than a few thousand dollars, 
because the bill expressly provides that the claims shall be limited to 
the improvements which were actually made by these parties. 

Mr. WALKER. Within the sixty days? 

Mr. GIFFORD. Yes, within the sixty days; this matter is all lim- 
ited to the period between the dates of the two proclamations. [I 
think the reports in regard to people rushing upon this reservation 
have magnified the actual facts. The people living around there did 
make a rush for the reservation; but very few parties from the out- 
side—** drummers ’’ or anybody else—made any rush for the reserva- 

tion or went upon it.- The land in this reservation was undoubtedly 
choice land; there is no question about that. These improvements of 
course were principally of a light character—light houses, etc., some 
of which were moved off. 

Now, it is my honest judgment (I was over the reservation imme- 
diately after this settlement was made) that these claims can not ex- 
ceed a few thousand dollars. Ishould say the amount would be fifteen 
or twenty thousand dollars or somewhere along there. Of course J 
can only approximate the amount. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. This special agent is to be appointed by the Sec 
retary of the Interior ? 

Mr. GIFFORD. Yes, sir. 
aan WALKER. How many people went in there during those sixty 

ys? 

Mr. GIFFORD. Ofthose who took claims and made improvements, 
I should say fifty or sixty. A great many people went there and drove 


A bill (H. R. 6338) granting a pension to Eben Muse 

A bill (H. R. 6916) for the reli 
of the war of 1812; 

A bill (H. R. 7149) granting a pension to Hannah E, Winney; 

4 bill (H. R. 7375) granting a pension to Mrs. Susan A. Dean; 

A bill (H. R. 8088) granting a pension to Thelbert H. Head; 
A bill (H. R. 8519) grauting a pension to John Frohlin 
A 
A 
A 


fot Adeline Bly, widow of a soldier 


bill (H. R. 8700) granting ‘a pension to Mira Baldwin 
bill (H. R. 9026) granting a pension to N. W. Leasure 

A bill (H. R. 9225) granting a pension to Theodore L, Alexander; 

A bill (H. R. 9245) granting a pension to Louis P. Noros, late of the 
Jeannette expedition to the Arctic Ocean; 

A bill (H. R. 9436) granting an increase of pension to E. T. Hanlon; 

A bill (H. R. 9565) granting an increase of pension to Joseph M. Wil- 
son; 

A bill (H. R. 9736) granting an increase of pension to Lovey Aldrich; 

A bill (H. R. 10398) for the relief of Mary A. Blaisdell: 

A bill (H. R. 10810) granting a pension to Samnel 8S. Humphrey 

A bill (H. R. 10811) granting a pension to Asa Joiner: 

A bill (H. R. 10898) to increase the pension of Daniel P. Roberts, late 
a second lieutenantin Company F ot the Third Regiment of Missouri 
Voiunteers in the war with Mexico; 

A bill (H. R. 10985) granting a pension to Isaac N. Jacobs: 

A bill (H. R. 11171) granting an increase of pension to Edwin Reeder, 
late a member of Company A, First Tennessee Infantry, in the war 
with Mexico; 

A bill (H. R. 11457) to increase the pension of Mery Y. Dewees 

A bill (H. R. 11650) granting a pension to Emily Fr 

A bill (H. R. 11726) to increase the pension of } ah I Bisbee, formerly 
private Company K, Eighty-ninth Regiment New York Volunteers 
and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 169) authorizing the use of a portion of th 
United States military reservation at Chattanooga for a public park 
in the city of Chattanooga, Tenn. 

The message further announced that the Senate had passed, with an 
amendment in which concurrence was requested, the bill (H. R. 4258 
increasing the pension of Francis Gilman 

The message further announced that the Senate had passed bills of 
the following titles; in which the concurrence of the House was re- 
quested: 

A bill (8. 4416) granting a pension to Thomas Richardson; 

A bill (S. 1677) granting a pension to John Speech, private Company 
B, One hundred and twenty-tirst United States Colored Infantry; 

A bill (8S. 2047) granting a pension to Mrs. Esther J. Boone; 

A bill (S. 2761) granting a pension to Mrs. Sarah A. Aspold 

A bill (S. 2808) for the relief of Amos Gilbert; 

A bill (S, 3258) granting a pension to Adaline L. Miller; 
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A bill (S. for the relief of John K. Hummer; 
A bill (S for the relief of Johanna Willoth; and 
A bill (S. 4341) granting a right of way across the Fort Assinniboine 
military reservation to the Great Northern Kailway. 
NORTHERN PACIFIC AND YAKIMA IRRIGATION COMPANY. 


Mr. PERKINS. I now yield to the gentleman from Washington 
| Mr. WILSON]. 

Mr. WILSON, of Washington. I ask unanimous consent for the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill (S. 3745) granting to the Northern Pacitic 
and Yakima Irrigation Company a right of way through the Yakima 
[Indian reservation, in Washington. 

‘The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., Thatthe right of way is hereby grauted, as lereinatter set 
forth, to the Northern Pacific and Yakima Irrigation Company, @ corporation 
organized and existing under the laws of the State of Washington, for the con- 
struction of an irrigating canal through the Yakima Indian reservation from a 
point on the boundary of said reservation in either section 4, 8, 9, or 10, town- 
ship 12 north, range Iseast of the Willamette meridian, in Yakima County, in 
the State of Washington; thence extending in a southeasterly direction to a 
pointon the boundary of said reservation at section 17, township 12 north, range 
[9east of the said meridian. 

Sec.2. That the right of way hereby granted to s1:id company shall be 75 feet 
in width on each side of the central line of said canal, as aforesaid; and said 
comoany shall also have the right to take from said lands adjacent to the line 
of said canal material, stone, earth, and timber necessary for the construction 
of said canal 

Sec. 3. That it shall be the duty of the Secretary of the Interior to fix the 
amount of compensation to be paid the Indians for such right of way, and for 
whatever property of said Indians may be taken in the construction of said 
canal, and provide the time and manner for the payment thereof, and also to 
ascertain and fix the amount of compensation to be made individual members 
of the tribe for damages sustained by them by reason of the construction of said 
eanal; butno right of any kind shall vest in said trrigation company in or to 
any part of the right of way herein provided for until — thereof, made upon 
actual surveys for the definite location of such canal, shall be filed with and ap- 
proved by the Secretary of the Interior, which approval shali be made in writ- 
ing, and be open for the inspection of any party interested therein, and until 
the compensation aforesaid has been fixed and paid ; and the surveys, construc- 
tion, and operation of such canal shall be conducted with due regard for the 
rights of the Indians and in accordance with such rules and regulations as the 
Secretary of the Interior may make to carry out this provision: Provided, 
Thatthe consent of the Indians to said right of way and compensation shall 
he obtained by said irrigation company, in such manner as the Secretary of the 
Interior shall prescribe, before any right under this act shall accrue to said 
company. 

Seco, 4. That said company shall notassign, or transfer, or mortgage this right 
of way for any purpose whatever until said canal shall be completed: Provided, 
Chat the company may mortgage said franchise for money to construct and 
complete said canal: And provided further, That the right herein granted shall 
be lost and forfeited by said company unless the canal is constructed across 
said reservation within two years from the passage of this act. 

Sec. 5. That said irrigation company shall accept this right of way upon the 
express condition, binding upon itself, its successors or assigns, that they will 
neither aid, advise, nor assist in any effort looking toward the changing or ex- 
tinguishing the present tenure of the Indians in their land, and will not attempt 
to secure from the Indian tribes any further grant of land or its ocoupancy than 
is hereinbefore provided; Provided, That any violation of the condition men- 
tioned in this section shall operate as a forfeiture of all the rights and privi- 
lewes of said irrigation company under this act. 

Sec, 6. That Congress may at any time amend, add to, alter, or repeal this 
act 


The SPEAKER pro tempore, 
sideration of the bill? 

There being no objection, the bill was ordered to a third reading; and 
heing read the third time, was passed. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the absence of objection the corre- 
sponding House bill will be laid upon the table. 


INDIAN INDUSTRIAL SCHOOLS, WISCONSIN, ETC. 


Mr. PERKINS. I yield now to the gentleman from Wisconsin [ Mr. 
McCorp]. 

Mr. McCORD. Mr. Speaker, I move to discharge the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union from the further considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R.11391) for the construction and completion of 
suitable school buildings for Indian industrial schools in Wisconsin and 
other States, and put it upon its passage. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be tt enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
dmerica in Congress assembled, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is 
hereby, authorized and directed to cause one Indian industrial or training 
achool to be established in each of the States of Wisconsin, Michigan, South 
Dakota, Minnesota, and Montana, ata cost not exceeding $30,000 for each school, 
said schools to be as near as practicable molded on the plan of the Indian 
school at Carlisle, Pa.: Provided, however, That no such school shall be estab- 
lished on any Indian reservation whereon Indians are located under an agent, 

Sgro, 2. That the Secretary of the Interior may select any part or portion of the 
non-minera! public domain of the United States in either of said States which 
he may deem necessary and suitable, not exceeding 640 acres, and may, by ap- 
propriate order in that behalf made and recorded in the General Land Ojlice, 
perpetually withdraw such land from sale and entry, and dedicate the same to 
use as a site for such industrial or training school; and if such portion of the 
public domain is not found available or suitably located, then the Secretary of 
the Interior may secure title by purchase, condemnation, or otherwise ofa tract 
of land not less than 200 acres for each of said schools, and upon the site thus se- 
lected, acquired, or purchased the Seoretiry of the Interior shall cause to be 
erected such buildings and improvements as may in his judgment be best 
adapted tothe purposein view: Provided, That the site for said buildingsin the 
various States shall be as follows: 

In Minnesota, on the Pipe Stone reservation ; 

In Michigan, in the county of Isabella; 

In South Dakota, near Chamberlain ; 

In Montana, convenient to the most prominent railroad eenter from which 
all the reservations may be conventontty reached ; 

In Wisconsin, near some railroad from which all the reservations may be 
conveniently reached, 
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Sec. 3. That the sum of $150,000 be, and the same is hereby, appropria: 
of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to be expe 
the Secretary of the Interior for the purchase of necessary ground and 
tion thereon of buildings, and for such other purposes as he may deen 
in the execution of the provisions of this act, to exta»lish in each of suc! 
a school for the industrial and general education of Indian youth, an! 
plese in said States herein designated or which may hereafter be dex;, 

y the Secretary of the Interior in conformity with the provisions of t)\- 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres: 
sideration of the bill? ; 

Mr. McCORD. Before the question of unanimous consent 
mitted I desire to have an amendment considered which wil! pr 
obviate objection that may otherwise be made. I send an amend 
to the desk which strikes out the States of South Dakotaand M 
and leaves it to apply only to Michigan, Wisconsin, and Minne: 

The SPEAKER protempore. The Clerk will report the amend 

The Clerk read as follows: 3 


Strike out, in line 6, the words “South Dakota and Montana;”’ 
read: “ The States of Wisconsin, Michigan, and Minnesota.” 

Also strike out lines 20, 21, 22, and 22% 

Also strike out, in section 3, the words ‘‘one hundred and fifty,” in 
line, and insert “‘ninety;’’ so that it will read: ** $90,000.” 

Mr. McCORD. That leaves but three States provided for in tly 
and appropriates $30,000 for each school. 

I would say here, Mr. Speaker, with your permission, that this js ; 
the line of the policy heretofore pursued in regard to the education 
these Indians; and also that there are 3,914 Indian youths of scho 
in these States now unprovided for in the way of schools. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the presen 
sideration of the bill? 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. What is the reason these appropriations did 5 
not appear in the regular annual Indian appropriation bill? ‘That w, B 
a somewhat larger bill than usual at any rate. a 

Mr. McCORD, I will say to the gentleman that this did not appea 
in that bill for the reason that the Committee on Appropriations wou) 
not consent to incorporate it in that bill, though the schools are asked 
for and recommended by the Indian Office. They are also very m 
needed. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Mr, Speaker, I would ask the gentleman if ly 
would not be willing to go a step further with the amendment an: 
duce the aggregate appropriation to $75,000 for the three ? 

Mr. McCORD. That ought not to be done. 

Mr. CUTCHEON, In my State the high school, a very fine bu 
ing, did not cost $30,000 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state that the bill wil 

be open to amendment if the House considers it. Is there objection 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Ido not like to object, but it seems to ne. 
Mr. Speaker, considering the fact that the Indian appropriation \i!! 
was so much larger than usual, and the Committee on Appropriations 
as the gentleman says, was opposed to this appropriation, it is hardly 
fair or proper to call up a bill at an evening session like this when - 
few members are present. 

Mr. LIND. Will the gentleman listen to a brief statement on m 
part? 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Certainly. 

Mr. LIND. Iam familiar with the situation in our State, so far a 
least as the Pipe Stone reservation is concerned; and I will call th: 
attention of the House to these facts: We have practically taken th: 
lands of the Indians in the Northwest. There are over 800 young 
Indians in my State of school age who ought to be papils, but who are 
not. They are scattered around on little reservations left in variou 
places through the State. The Indians have lost their old mode o: 
existence altogether. They are thrown together and kept together a!! 
the time. 

This proposition then stares us in the face: Whether we will allow 
them to grow up as worthless, thriftless beings, a curse to themselves 
and to the communities in which they live, or shall we give them an 
opportunity to develop their manhood and womanhood if they ho 
any in them ? 

Now, in regard to the Indians of Dakota and Minnesota, who are in 
the exact condition I have described, if you give each of them an op- 
portunity to develop his character, educating his hand at the same 
time that you educate his mind in indastrial schools, you will succec 
in making useful citizens; and my own experience has convinced ie 
that teaching an Indian toread is throwing away both time and money. 
The only way to train the young Indian properly is to educate }oth 
his hand and his mind; to make him worth something to himself and 
the community; and if you do spend a little more money than pei 
rious dispositions would advocate it is money well invested, This i: 
the last and only opportunity the white race has to do justice to the !1- 
dians; and so far as this school is concerned it will be a blessing to t! 
Indians themselves as well as to the white people. It will remove tl 
Indians from the influences which are not likely to be of advantage t 
them, and give the red race an opportanity to develop their charact: 
if there is anything in them. 

Take this very Pipe Stone reservation. It is smallin extent. 1's 
a reservation given up by the Government for the use of the Indian 
by all of the treaties from the earliest times. It is the Mecca of ti 
Indians. It isa beautiful spot. There is prairie and a little timbe: 
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there is grass and water; there is the pipe-stone that we find scattered 
ail over the country in mounds and other old Indian works. Itisa 
siace where the Indians like to go. It is away from the regular res- 
ervation. It will be a success as a school site. 

Mr. PERKINS. Iam advised by gentlemen that if those who are 
interested in this bill will consent that it only carry an appropriation 
ot $25,000 for each of these three schools, $75,("" in the aggregate, and 
it no motion be made to reconsider and lay upon the table to-night, no 
objection will be interposed. 

Mr. CASWELL. I was going to say that there was avery good rea- 
son why the Committeee on Appropriations did not provide for this. 
It was because the bill had not passed, and therefore the apprupriation 
was not authorized by law. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. With the understanding stated by the genile- 
man from Kansas (Mr. PERKINS} I do not object. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is upon the amendment 
proposed by the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. McCorpD]. 

Mr. McCORD. I move now, if that amendment is adopted, that 
the appropriation be cut down from $90, 000 to $75,000; that is, $25, 0U0 
for each school. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
amendment. 

Mr. McCORD, Let that be done, reducing the appropriation from 
$30,000 each to $25,000 each. 

Mr. PERKINS. And that the appropriation in the aggregate be 

75,000. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is upon the amendment 
of the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. McCorp] as modified. ° 

The amendment as stated was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 

passed. 

Mr. PERKINS. 
of Senate bil] 3043. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill, as follows: 


Toamend and further extend the benefits of the act approved February 8, 
i887, entitled “An act to provide for the allotment of land in severalty to Indians 
on the various reservations, and to extend the protection of the laws of the 
United States over the Indians, and for other purposes.” 


Mr. PERKINS. The committee have recommended to strike out 
all after the enacting clause and have reported a substitute. I ask 
unanimous consent to dispense with the reading of the portion that is 
stricken out and that the substitute may be read. 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That section | of the act,entitled ‘‘An act to provide for the 
allotment of lands in severalty to Indians on the various reservations, und to 
extend the protection of the laws of the United states and the Territories over 
the Indians, and for other purposes,” approved February 8, 1887, be, aud the 
same is hereby, amended so as to read as follows: 

“Sec. 1, That in all cases where any tribe or band of Indians has been,or shall 
hereafter be, located upon any reservation created for their use, either by treaty 
stipulation or by virtue of an act of Congress or Executive order setting apart the 
same tor their use, the President of the United States be, and he hereby is, auth- 
orized, whenever in his opinion any reservation, or any part thereof, of such In- 
dians is advantageous for agricultural or grazing purposes, to cause said reserva- 
tion, orany part thereof, to besurveyed, or resurveyed, if necessary, and toallot 
toeach Indian located thereon one-eight  ofasection of land: Provided, That in 
case there is not sufficientland in any of said reservations to allot lands to each 
individual in quantity as above provided the land in such reservation or reser- 
vations shall be allotted to each individual pro rata, as near as may be, accord- 
ing to legal subdivisions: Provided further, That where the treaty or act of Con- 
gress setting apart such res -rvation provides for the allotment of lands in sev- 
eralty to certain classes in quantity in excess of that herein provided the Presi- 
dent, in makingallotmeuts upon such reservation, shall allot the land to each 
individual Indian of said classes belonging thereon in quantity as specified in 
such treaty or act, and to other Indians belonging thereon in quantity as herein 
provided: Provided further, That where existing agreements or laws provide 
for allotments in accordance with the provisions of said act of February 8, 1887, 
or in quantity substantially as therein provided, allotments may be made in 
quantity as specified in this act, with the consent of the Indians, expressed in 
such manner as the President, in his discretion, may require: And provided 
further, That when the lands allotted, or any legal subdivision thereof, are on!y 
valuable for grazing purposes, such lands shall be allotted in double quantities.” 

Sec. 2. That section 4 of said act of February 8, 1887, be, and the same is 
hereby, amended so as to read as follows: 

“Sec, 4. That where any Indian not residing upon a reservation, or for whose 
tribe no reservation has been provided by treaty, act of Congress, or Executive 
order, shall make settlement upon any surveyed or unsurveyed lands of the 

United States not otherwise appropriated, he or she shall be entitled, upon ap- 
plication to the loca! land office for the district in which the lands are located, 
to have the same allotted to him or her, and to his or ber children, in quantities 
and manner as provided in the foregoing section of this amending act for In- 
dians ee gree | upon reservations; and when such settlement is made upon un- 
surveyed lands the grant to such Indians shall be adjusted upon the survey of 
the lands so as to conform thereto; and patents shall be issued to them for such 
lands in the manner and with the restrictions as herein provided. And the fees 
to which the officers of such local land office would have been entitled had such 
lands been entered under the general laws for the disposition of the public lands 
shall be paid to them from any moneys in the Treasury of the United States 
not otherwise appropriated, upon a statement of an account in their behalf for 
such fees by the Commissioner of the General Land Office, and a certification 
¢ such account to the Secretary of the Treasury by the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior, 

Sec, 3. That where allotments have been made in whole or in part upon any 
reservation under the provisions of said act of February 8, 1487, and the quantity 
of land in auch reservation is sufficient to give onab member of the tribe 80 
acres, such allotments shall be revised and equalized under the provisions of 
this act: Provided, That no allotment heretofore approved by the Secretary of 
the Interior shall be reduced in quantity. 
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Sec. 4. That whenever it shall be made to appear to the agent in charge of any 
reservation Indian: that, by reason of age or any other sufficient cause, ay al- 
lottee under the provisions of said act or any other act or treaty can not per 
sonally and with benefit to himself occupy or improve bis allotment, or any 
part thereof, the same may be leased. subject to the approval of the Secretary of 
the Interior, under such rules and regulations as he may prescribe, for a term 
not exceeding five years for farming or grazing or ten years tor mining pur- 
poses: Provided, That where Indian lands are not needed for allotment pur- 
poses, and where they are not suitable for avricultural or tarming purposes, and 
wil! net sell tothe advantage of the Indians, the same may be leased for a pe 
riod not to exceed five years for grazing or ten years for mining purposes, in 
such quantities and opon such terms and conditions as the agent in charge of 
said reservation may recommend, subject to the approval of the Secretary of 
the Interior. 

Sexe. 5. That for the purpose of determining the descent of land to the heirs 
of any deceased Indian under the provisions of tne fifth section of said act, all 
children born of cohabitation or marriage according to the custom and manner 
of Iudian life shall be, for the purpose aforesaid, taken and deemed to be the 
legitimate issue of the parties so |! 


living together, and every Indian child other 

wise illezitimate shall, for such purpo<e, be taken and deemed to be the legiti- 
mate issue of the parents of such child: Provided, That the provisions of this 
act shall not be held or construed as toapply to the lands commonly called and 
known as the “ Cherokee Outlet:'’ Ani provided furter, That no allotment of 
lands shall be made or annuities of money paid to any of the Sac and ox of 
the Missouri Indians who were not enro!led as members of said tribe on Janu- 
ary 1, 1890, until further action by Congress. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the bill ? 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I would like to have a statement as to the 
extent of the operation of this bill. I also want to understand what is 
the effect of that provision which excepts the Sac and Fox tribe in the 
allotment to be made. There are anumber of Sac and Fox Indians in 
my district, some four hundred, and I would not like to have a provision 
go into any bill that would prevent them from going, if any of them 
desired to go, to the reservations out there, and getting their share of 
those lands. If that is the effect, I shall object. 

Mr. PERKINS. Oh,no. The objectof putting that in the bill was, 
as I will frankly confess, toexclude from the provision of the allotment 
act a tamily by the name of Murphy, residing in the State of Nebraska, 
that had, since the Ist day of January last, been admitted to citizen- 
ship as members of the Sac and Fox Indians residing in the State of 
Kansas. 

The order admitting them has since that time been suspended by di- 
rection ot the Secretary of the Interior, and the mutter is now being 
in‘ estigated. The Indians protested against the admission, and were 
not willing that these people should share with them the privileges of 
their annuities or the privilegesof their land. The effect of the order 
admitting them was to confiscate almost one-fourth of all that the In- 
dians had; and the Indians thought it was a grievous wrong. Hence, 
when this bill was reported providing tor these allottments, the com- 
mittee thought it was but right to exclude this family, for the present 
at least, from the benefits of the act. 

I will say, in answer to an inquiry made by my friend from Missis 
sippi [Mr. HOOKER], that under the existing law heads of families get 
160 acres of land allotted to them, but where the head of the family is 
the husband, under existing Jaw the wife can get nothing. Adults get 
under existing law 80 acres, ana orphan children under existing law 
get >0 acres; thinors who are not orphans get under existing law 40 
acres. In consequence of these discriminations or distinctions the De- 
partment finds it difficult to execute the present law. The Indians 
protest aguinst it and think that thev all ought to be treated alike, and 
all to share alike in the allotments not made, and they particularly pro- 
test against the provision of the law which discriminates against the 
wile and mother in the event that the husband and father is living. 

To avoid that difficulty and to treat all alike is the object of this 
legislation, giving to every Indian S80 acres of land where allotments 
are made, treating them all alike and changing the provision of the 
law in that particular. It has been recommended by General Whit- 
tlesey, and he has urged it particularly. It is also urged by those 
who are interested, as I suggested early in the evening, in this Indian 
work. The agent of the Indian Rights Protection Association, who 
has been in the city watching legislation almost all winter, has been 
to me repeatedly urging the passage of this bill, and the Commissioner 
of Indian Affairs has also urged the passage of similarlegislation. He 
personally is not particular whether the amount be 160 acres or 80 
acres, but he thinks the law ought to be changed so as to give each 
Indian the same amount and treat them all alike. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, Is there objection? 

Mr. HOOKER. I would like to ask the gentleman to state whethe: 
this act does not very materially change the features of the act of 1887 
as to the amount ot land to be allotted to each ome of the Indians. 

Mr. PERKINS. As I explained, the act of 1487 gives tothe head ofa 
family 160 acres; it gives nothing to the wife in the event that the hus- 
band is living. It gives every adult 80 acres; it gives orphan children 
80 acres, and to children who are‘not orphans 40 acres, and makes that 
distinction; while this bill zivesevery Indian, man, woman, and child 
alike, 80 acres. The Indian Department has found great difficulty in 
executing the present law, because of this discrimination and distin: 
tion. The Indians themselves think all ought to be treated alike. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Is this a Senate bill? 

Mr. PERKINS. It is a Senate bill, although the House committee 
has — some amendment. Hence it is not exactly the Sen- 
ate bill. 
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Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I shall object unless the provision is elimi- 
nated excluding non-resident Indians from any right in the selection 


of lands. 7 
Mr. PERKINS. I think my friend did not understand the reading 
of the provision of which he speaks, It does not say ‘‘ non-resident 


Indians.’’ If the Clerk will report that feature of the bill again, I 
think my frienc will find he does not object to it. 

The last proviso of the bill was again read. 

Mr. KERR, of lowa. I doubt very much whether these Indians are 
enrolled, though they have been in lowa for nearly twenty years. 

Mr. PERKINS, ‘They are enrolled as members of their own tribe. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I object to the consideration of this bill un- 
less this is clearly understood. 

Mr. PERKINS. I would state to the gentleman that this bill has 
to go to the Senate for consideration; and, if he finds itis not what he 
desires, there will be ample opportunity to be informed of its effect, 
The bill will not receive consideration in the Senate this session, and 
he can go to the Senate and have made such amendments as he thinks 
necessary. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the bi!l? The Chair hears none. The question is on the 
amendment proposed by the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be read the third time; and it 
was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS, 

Mr. PERKINS. If my friend from Mississippi [Mr. Hooker] still 
insists that these two bills that carry small appropriations shall be 
considered in the Committee of the Whole, then I movethat the House 
resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union for the consideration of those bills. I hope, however, that my 
friend will not insist. One of the bills carries only $10,000 and the 
other $25, 000. 

Mr. HOOKER, 
tee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the motion that 
the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, Mr. LInp in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN, The House is in Committee of the Whole for 
the consideration of such bills as may be presented by the chairman of 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. 


REDUCTION ROUND VALLEY INDIAN RESERVATION, 


Mr. PERKINS. I ask forthe consideration of the bill which I send 
to the desk. Iask that the title simply be read, as the bill was read 
at length in the House. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (S, 2782) to provide for the reduction of the Round Valley Indian Reser- 
vation, in the State of California, and for other purposes, 

Mr. PERKINS. That bill was not read. I thought I had sent the 
other bill up, I ask for the reading of the bill. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


I think they had better be considered in Commit- 


OF 


Be it enacted, cte., That the President of the United States be, and he hereby 
is, authorized and directed to cause the agricultural lands in the Round Valley 
Indian reservation, in the State of California, to be surveyed into 10-acre 
tracts the sume in severaity to the Indians belonging thereon, 
under the provisions of the act of Congress approved February 8, 1587, entitled 
“An act to provide for the allotment of lands in severalty to Indians on the 
various reservations, and to extend the protection of the laws of the United 
Statesand the Territories over the Indians, and for other purposes:"’ Provided, 
That he may cause said agricultural lands to be allotted in such quantities and to 
such classes as he may deem expedient and for the best interests of said Indians: 
And provided further, That a sufficient quantity of said agricultural lands shall 
be reserved for agency, school, and mission purposes. In addition tothe aliot- 
ments of agricultural lands tosaid Indians in severalty, there shall be reserved 
a reasonable amount of grazing and timber lands for their use, to be used by 
said Indians in common, or the President may at any time, in his discretion, 
cause the -ame to be allotted in severaity under the provisions of said act of 
February 8, 1887, in such quantities and to such classes as he may deem expe- 
dient. Said grazing and timber lends shall be selected by a commission of 
three disinterested persons to be selected by the President. 

Sec. 2. That said commission shall appraise the value of any and all tracts of 
agricultural lands within the Round Valley Indian reservation, with the im- 
provemenis thereon, which have become the property of individuals by pur- 
chase from the State of California or from persons perm thn title from said State, 
and shall also appraise the value of all improvements made by private persons 
or firma, before the 3d day of March, 1873, upon any of the lands included in the 
reservation as establisti®d under the act of Congress approved March 8, 1873, 
other than those actually disposed of by said State of California, and within the 
lands selected and retained for the Indians, under the provisions of this act, 
and shall report the same to the Secretary of the Interior, who shall cause pay- 
ment to be made for such appraised lands and the improvements thereon, and 
also forsuch improvements as may be located upon the lands selected for the 
Indians in common, or upon ang of the unappraised agricultural lands within 
the reservation, us hereby established, to the proper owners thereof, out of the 
money hereinafter appropriated, Upon payment of the appraised value of 
such appraised lands and improvements or upon tender of payment, the title 
to said lands shall become vested in the United States, and all persons to whom 
such payment or tender of payment shall be made, and all persons claiming 
through or under them.shal! immediately remove from the reservation as herein 
established; and upon failure to remove within a period of sixty days after said 
payment ortender of payment, the military forcesof the United States, if neces- 
sary, may be employed to effect their removal. 


and to allot 
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Sec. 3. That the remainder of the grazing and timber lands included 
reservation as at present existing shal! be surveyed into tracts of 640 a 
and the boundary lines of the reserved lands sha!! be run and properly ( 
Upon the completion of said surveys the said remainder of the graz 
timber lands shal! be appraised in tracts of 640 acres each by a comm 
three disinterested persons, to be appointed by the President, which « 
sion shall also appraise all improvements placed upon said tracts befor 
day of March, 1873,and determine the ownership thereof. The said a 
ments shall be subject to approval by the Secretary of the Interior. 
land when surveyed and »ppraised shall be sold at the proper land offi 
United States, by the register thereof,at public sale after due notic« 
highest bidder, at a price not less than the appraised value, and not 
one dollar and a quarter per acre. Exch purchaser at such sale sha!! 
full purchase price at time of purchase. Any person or persons ha, 
praised improvements upon any of said tracts shall have preference 
purchase the tract or tracts upon which said improvements are located 
appraised value thereof. Upon failure of any such person or persons 
chase a tract upon which his or their improvements are located, said tr 
improvements shall be sold at not less than the appraised value, and an 
equal to the appraised value of the improvements shall be paid tothe ow 
owners of such improvements. 

Src. 4. That the funds arising from the sale of said reservation lands 

yaying the expenses of survey, appraisement, and sale and reimburs 
United States for payment of lands and improvements, as provided in 
2 of this act, shall = placed in the Treasury of the United States to the cr 
said Indians, and the same shal! draw such rate of interest as is now or | i 
hereafter provided by law, which income shall be annually expended | 
benefit of said Indians, under the direction of the Secretary of the In 
Provided, That an amount not exceeding one-tenth of the principal su 

be also expended for their benefit during any fiscal year, if deemed neces 
by the Secretary of the Interior. 

Sec, 5. That the sum of $25,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, | 
the same hereby is, appropriated ,out of any money in the Treasury not ot! 5 
appropriated, for the payment of the expenses of the survey, appraiseme (1 = 
sale of said lands, and for the appraisement of lands, and improvement % 
payment of the same. . ; . : 

Sec. 6. That all acts and parts of acts inconsistent with the provisions e 
act are hereby repealed. 


« Mr. PERKINS. Unless there is some inquiry, I shall ask that ' 
bill be favorably reported to the House, 

Mr. KILGORE. I did not understand the reading of the bill cle 
but it occurs to me that it is laying the foundation for a very con 
erable expenditure, much more than any $25,000. But that is 
what I had in my mind when I rose. My idea is that the India 
under these laws, are to get the proceeds of this land in excess. 

Mr. PERKINS. The excesses are to be appraised and sold a 
less than the appraised value. * 

Mr. KILGORE. Why not have the revenue derived from that * 
pay the expenses, and pay this $25,000, instead of taxing the bal 
of the people of the United States ? 

Mr. PERKINS. Personally, I do not know that I would have : 
objection to it. The objection to it, however, is that it would n 
sitate the bill going back to the Senate for consideration, and at | 
time of the session I hupe it will not be done, for that reason and for t 
reason only. A bill of this character bas passed in the Senate | 
times, and has been reported three times from our committee, twi: 
prior sessions of Congress; but it has never reached consideratio: 
the House. 

Mr. KILGORE. It contemplates the accumulation of the fund 
the Department, which is to bear interest, for the benefit of the | 
dians; and I think that this expenditure ought to be paid for out 
that fund. 

Mr. PERKINS. Personally, I would have no objection to that. 

Mr.CUTCHEON. Mr. Chairman, I hope that amendment will no! 
made. I think this ought to be borne by the Government of the Unit 
States. The story of these Round Lake California Indians is a st 
that ought to bring the blush of shame to the cheek of every Americ 
citizen. They have been outraged and trespassed upon and wrong: 
and driven from pillar to post until they have lost a very large part 
what originally belonged to them. Thiscompensation-for their la: 
that is proposed by this bill is buta meager measure of justice to th 
people, and I think that the expenses of making this allotment 2 
sale ought not to be charged against them, but the people of the Unit 
States ought to bear it. 

I have taken some interest in the story of these Indians for ye 
past, and I trust that the cost of making this allotment and protect 
them in the remnant of their lands which still remains to them w 
not be charged against their fund, but will be charged against ' 
Government, that ought to have protected them in times past, but « 
not. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Chairman, I move that the bill be laid a 
to be reported to the House with the recommendation that it do p. 

The motion was agreed to. 


MISSION INDIANS, CALIFORNIA, 





Mr. PERKINS. I ask for the consideration of the bill (5. 2783 
the relief of the Mission Indians, in the State of California. This | 
was read at length in the House and, if there be no objection, | a- 
that the reading in committee be dispensed with. The bill carries : 
appropriation of $10,000. 

Mr. HOOKER. Let the bill be read. : 

The Clerk proceeded to read the bill. 

Mr. PERKINS (interrupting the reading). Mr, Chairman, | as 
unanimous consent to dispense with the further reading of the bill, « 
it was read in full in the House. 


os 


eee Fy 





1890. 


Mr. HOOKER. It will have to be read by sections at any rate, in 
order that we may offer the amendments that we desire to offer. 

Mr. PERKINS. I ask leave to withdraw the bill. 

There was no objection. 


ORDER OF BUSLNESS. 

Mr. PERKINS. I move that the committee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Tbe committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker pro tempore (Mr. 
Payson) having resumed the chair, Mr. LinD, from the Committee of 
the Whole, reported that they had had under consideration the bill (8S. 
9782) to provide for the reduction of the Round Valley Indian reserva- 
tion in the State of California, and for other purposes, and had instructed 
him to report it to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker, Iask that the bill be now considered 
and ordered to a third reading. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker, I move to reconsider the votes by 
which the several bills have passed, with the exception of the bill 
called up by the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. McCorp], which, it 
was understood, should go over until to-morrow; and I move that the 
motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

The House then, upon motion of Mr. PERKINS (at 10 o’clock and 30 
minutes p. m.), adjourned. 


EXECUTIVE AND OTHER COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following communications were 
taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 


EXPENSES OF THE INTERNATIONAL AMERICAN CONFERENCE. 
A communication from the Secretary of State, transmitting a state- 
ment of the disbursements of the appropriations for the expenses of 


the International American Conference—to the Committee on Expendi- 
tures in the State Department. 


INTERNATIONAL AMERICAN CONFERENCE. 

A communication from the Secretary of State, transmitting a report 
of the discussions of the International American Conference, accom- 
panied by appendices in reference to other matters regarding that con- 
ference —to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

OFFICIAL MINUTES OF THE INTERNATIONAL AMERICAN CONFERENCE. 

A communication from the Secretary of State, transmitting the offi- 


cial minutes of the International American Conference—to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 


‘ 





RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule X XIT, the following resolutions were intro- 
duced and referred as follows: 
By Mr. WHITING: 


Whereas the present policy of Congress is to protect and foster the interests 
of American labor as against foreign labor brought into competition therewith, 
asis shown by the alien contract labor law and by legislation now pending 
before Congress and which has received favorable consideration by the House 
and 

Whereas under our laws Canadian labor, where contracted for, is prohibited 
from coming into competition with American labor on the borders between 
the two countries, and numerous arrests having been made during past years 
because of the infringement or attempted infringement of such laws in this 
respect; and 

Whereas under the present rulings of the Treasury Department numerous 
towns and cities located on Georgian Bay,in Lake Huron,and on the St. Clair 
and Detroit Rivers, on the Canadian side of the frontier, are being built up and 
benefited, and a large amount of labor given to Canadians through the hand- 
ling of American business and traflic on Canadian territory which could be 
handied on the American side of the frontier with equal advantage to the pro- 
ducer, shipper, and consumer, and with directand positive benefit to American 
towns and cities and to American labor; and 

Whereas this condition of fact exists through the system which prevails of 
permitting United States customs officers to be stationed at different points in 
Canadian territory for the purpose of bonding, sealing, and manifesting cars or 
other vehicles in said Canadian territory, instead of in American territory, the 
stationing of these officers being at the request solely of forcign railroads, and 
for the convenience and financial advantage of the same, officers being now 
stationed at various points on Georgian Bay,in Lake Huron, and at Canadian 
towns and cities on the frontier, on the St. Clair and Detroit Rivers; and 

Whereas the larger proportion of the traffic as aforesaid 1s in grains shipped 
from Chicago and other lake ports on the great northwestern iakes via ves-els 

to Canadian ports, where the same is unloaded into Canadian elevators and 
from there loaded into cars of foreign railroads for carriage over said railroads 
to and over connecting American railroads to points in the United States ; and 

Whereas, inasmuch as the freight rates from Chicago and other lake ports via 
vessel to American ports on the frontier, and from thence by reshipment over 

foreign and American railroads to a point in the United States, are the same as 
via the Georgian Bay route, and inasmuch, therefore, as the American shipper, 
producer, and consumer would have no added rate of freight to pay fur having 
this business done on American territory, as against the present system, whic 

benetits directly the foreign interests and foreign labor, and as the facilities for 
handling such business on the American side are ample or can be made so, to 
meet the demands of such traffic: Therefore, 

Be it resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be, and is hereby, directed to 
take under consideration and thoroughly investigate the subject-matter with a 
view to informing the House as to whether the necessities of eom merce of this 
character require the transshipment, warehousing, orelevatoring of this Amer- 
ican traffic in Canadian territory, and as to whether the proper carrying out of 
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the system of transportation o »ds or merc! lise in bond f | 

in the United States to another point in the same, over the territory of a c« 
tiguous foreign countr w he er carried who by re or partly by wa 

partly by rail, require at su ) é i ting be d 
Canadian territory instead o 1A rier tory, a s to whether s i 
practice is as conducive to the terests « \ ric 1 and labor i to 
the safety of the venue and the} i 1 nei bn 4 m 

act, as would 1 ess e t! t. wa ro 
elevatoring, and suct r,s rif t z y« 
American territory, and under what law ort 1is practice is] nitted to be 


done; 


to the Committee on Comm 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, reports of committees were delivered 
to the Clerk and disposed of as follows: 

Mr. O’ NEILL, of Pennsylvania, from the Committee on the Library, 
reported favorably the bill of the Senate (Ss. to provide for the 
building of a memorial structure at Marietta, Ohio, commemorative 
of the settlement of the } ompanied by a 
report (No. 3217)—to the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Virginia, from imi ommerce, re- 
ported favorably the bill of the House (H. R. 7033) authorizing the 
Secretary of the Treasury to award a gold medal of the first class to J. 
B. Whealton, of Virginia, for rescuing three lives from drowning, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 3218)—to the Committee of the Whole 
House. 

Mr. LA FOLLEITE, from the Committee 
ported favorably the bill of the House (H. R. authorizing the 
refunding of the duties paid on a painted glass window imported by the 
rector of St. Mary’s Church, county of Harford, State of Maryland, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 3219)—to the Committee of the Whole 
House. 

Mr. THOMPSON, from the Committee on the , reported 
favorably the bill of the House (H. R. 11003) to detach the county of 
Logan, in theStateof Ohio, from the northern and attach it to the south- 
ern judicial district of said State, accompanied by a report (No. 3220 
to the House Calendar. 

Mr. BAKER, from the Committee on Commerce, reported with 
amendment the bill of the House (H. R. 12042) to authorize the con- 
struction of a tunnel under the waters of the bay of New York, be- 
tween the town of Middletown, inthe county of Richmond, and the 
town of New Utrecht, in thecounty of Kings, intheStateof New York, 
and to establish the same as a post-road, accompanied by a report 
3221 )—to the House Calendar. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, from the Committee on War Claims, ré 
ported favorably the bill of the Senate (S. 1619) for the 
Cecelia’s Academy, accompanied by a report (No. 3222 
mittee of the Whole House 

Mr. VAN SCHAICK, trom the Committee on Publie Buildings and 
Grounds, reported with amendment the 
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followi i” bi 


lls of the Senate; 


which were severally referred to the Committee of the Whole Hons 
on the state of the Union 

A bill (S. 167) for the erection of a public building at Reno, State of 
Nevada. (Report No. 3223. 

A bill (S. 166) for the erection of a public building at Virginia ( 


State of Nevada. (Report No. 3224.) 

Mr. POST, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grou 
reported favorably the bill of the House (H. R. 3423) to authorize the 
Seeretary of the Treasury to accept fountain and lamp from city of 


Frankfort, Ky., accompanied by a report (No. 3225)—to the Hor 
Calendar. 

Mr. DE LANO, from the Committee on Pensions, reported favoral 
the bill of the Senate (S. 1724) granting a pension to Charlotte Stenger 
accompanied by a report (No. 3226)—to the Committee of the Wh 
“House. 

Mr. PERKINS, from the Committee on Indian A I é 
vorably the bill of the House (H. R. 9984) to extend and amend an 
act to authorize the Fort Worth and Denver City Kailway Company to 
construct and operate a railway through the Iaodian Territory, and fo 
other purposes, accompanied by a report 0 to the H 
Calendar. 

BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, biils anda joint resolution of the fol 
lowing titles were introduced, severally read t und ref las fol 
lows: 

By Mr. CALDWELL: A bill (H. R. 12164) to amend section 4707 o 
the Revised Statutes, relating to pensions to dependent relatives—to 


the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

by Mr. OWEN, of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 12165) to provi 
rears of pensions and for other purpeses—to the Committee on In 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. MILLER: A bill (H. R. 12166) for the erection of a monu 
ment in commemoration of the negro Union soldiers of the war ot the 
rebellion—to the Committee on the Library 
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$y Mr. CARUTH: A bill (H. R. 12167) to amend section 5 of an 
act approved June 7, 1878, entitled ‘‘An act regulating the appoint- 
ment of justices of the peace, commissioners of deeds, and constables 
within and for the District of Columbia, and tor other purposes ’’—to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. BURROWS: A bill (H. R. 12168) to repair and build the 
levees of the Mississippi River, to improve its navigation, to afford ease 
and safety to its commerce, and to prevent destructive floods—to the 
Committee on Levees and Improvements of the Mississippi River. 

By Mr. MILLER: A bill (H. R. 12169) for the erection and main- 
tenance of a home for indigent and aged ex-slaves of the United States 
ol a —to the Committee on Appropriations, 

By Mr. MASON: A bill (H. R, 12170) amendatory toan act to estab- 
lish an American flag, approved April 14, 1818—to the Committee on 
the Library. 

By Mr. MILLER: A joint resolution (H. Res. 233) authorizing the 
transfer of clerks, copyists, and computers from the Census Bureau to 
any other Department of the Government—to the Select Committee 
on the Eleventh Census. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 
of Rule XXII, the following change of reference 











Under clause 2 
was made: 

A bill,(H. R. 11950) for the relief of the estate of Phineas Burgess, 
deceased—Committee on War Claims discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Naval A flairs. 

PRIVATE BILLS, ETC.  * 

Under clause 1 of Rule X XII, private bills of the following titles 
_were presented and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. BURTON; A bill (H. K, 12171) tor the relief of certain mail- 
carriers in the post-office at Cleveland, Ohio—to the Committee on 
Claims, 

By Mr. CHEATHAM: A bill (H. R. 12172) granting a pension to 
Mary Norman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GEAR: A bill (H. R. 12173) granting a pension to Lucinda 
Delaplain—to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12174) to amend the military record of Burt 
Noyes—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12175) for the relief of R, A. Schellhous—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

by Mr. HEARD (by request): A bill (H. R. 12176) for the relief of 
the estate of Mary E. Neale, deceased—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. HERMANN: A bill (H. R. 12177) to increase the pension ot 
Arethusa Wright—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. McCOMAS: A bill (H. R. 12178) granting a pension to Green- 
berry Diggs—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. POST: A bill (H. R. 12179) to remove the charge of deser- 
tion from the military re coal of T, C. Thomas—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SWENEY: A bill (H. R. 12180) for the relief of Charles J. 
Werner—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 12181) for the relief 
of the heirs of John F. Alexander—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12182) tor the relief of Mrs. B, Gordon—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 12183) granting a pension to Mrs. Rebecca Liv- 
ingston—to the Committee ou Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. kt. 12184) for the relief of John C, Nance—to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12185) for the relief of William C. Tidwell—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (H. R. 12186) for the relief of Mrs, Camila Tills—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BAYNE: Resolutions of Chamber of Commerce of Pitts- 
burgh, Pa., for such provision as will prevent overflows of the Missis- 
sippi River—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, resolutions from the same body, against granting use of the 
north pier at Buffalo, N. Y., to a private corporation—to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce. 

By Mr. CARUTH: Papers to accompany an act to amend section 5 
of an act approved June 7, 1878, in relation to the appointments of 
notaries public in the District of Colambia—to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

Also, two petitions from the Board of Trade of Louisville, Ky., and 
of D. C, & H. C, Reed, asking for the passage of House bill relating to 
post-office boxes at railroad stations—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post- loads. 

By Mr. MCDUFFIE: Petition of Mrs. Mary E. Austin, widow of 
rose H. Austin, deceased, of Decatur, Ala.—to the Committee on War 

laims. 

By Mr. PAYNE: Petition to the United States Congress for the re- 
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lief by special act of Cornelius Marsh, late of Company H, Ninth New 
York Artillery—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STOCKDALE: Petition of A. J. Poweil and 23 others, oj 
Lawrence County, Mississippi, asking passage of House bill 7162—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama: Petition of Joseph C. Burelift, op 
claim for property taken during the late war—to the Committee op 
War Claims. 

Aliso, petition of James E. Schmiser, of Madison County, Alabama, 
for reterence of his claim to the Court of Claims under act of March 3, 
1883—to the Committee on War Claims. 





SENATE. 
TUESDAY, September 30, 1890. 


The Senate met at 11 o’clock a. m. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BurLer, D. D. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 

GEORGIANA W. VOGDES. 

Mr. QUAY. Before proceeding with the regular order I desire to 
move the concurrence of the Senate in the House amendment t 
private pension bill which is lying on the table. It is Senate bill 35:2. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amendment o; 
the House of Representatives to the bill (5S. 3532) granting a pension 
to Georgiana W. Vogdes, which was, in line 5, before the word ‘‘ do 
lars,’’ to strike out ‘‘fifty’’ and insert ‘‘ thirty,’’ 

Mr. QUAY. The effect of the amendment is to reduce the pens 
from $50 to $30 a month. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Fifty dollars was passed by the Senate, I und: 
stand. 

Mr. QUAY. Yes; and the House substituted $30. I move i! 
the Senate concur in the amendment of the House of Representatives. 

The motion was agreed to. Fe 


PAY AND MILEAGE DEFICIENCY. 


Mr. HALE. I ask that the little deficiency bill from the House 4 
Representative which came in yesterday be laid before the Senate. 
The bill (H. 8. 12163) making an appropriation to supply a deficien 
in the appropriation for compensation of Members of the House of Ke; 
resentatives and Delegates trom Territories was read twice by its title 

Mr. HALE. I ask that action be taken upon the bill now. 
There being no objection, the Senate, asin Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to appropriate $10,316 to 


supply a deficiency in the appropriation for compensation and mileay: : 
of Members of the House of Kepresentatives and Delegates from Te: ‘ 
ritories for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1890. c 


The bill was reported to the S-nate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

Mr.-MORGAN subsequently said: I wish to enter a motion to recon- 
sider the vote by which the House bill 12163 was just passed. I ( 
not care to call it up immediately. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The motion to reconsider will be entered. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. 10475) to prevent desecration of the United States 
flag was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT presented the memorial of Samuel Tarbutt, 
of Baltimore, Md., remonstrating against the passage of a national 
bankruptcy bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. BLAIR presented a petition of citizens of Milford, Mass., pray 
ing for the passage of the bill granting arrears of pay for Governmen' 
employés who worked over eight hours a day; which was ordered to 
lie on the table. 

Mr. EVARTS presented resolutions of a mass meeting of citizens of 
the city of New York, favoring the passage of House bill 6449 declar- 
ing eight hours a legal day’s work for clerks in first and second class 
post-offices; which were referred to the Committee on Post-Offices ani 
Post-Roads. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MCPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following bills: 
A bill (8S. 161) to reconvey certain lands to the county of Ormsby, 
State of Nevada; 
A bill (8. 597) to authorize the conveyance of certain Absentee Shaw- 
nee Indian lands in Kansas; 
ore (8. 1904) to provide for railroad crossings in the Indian Ter- 


“a bu (S. 2782) to provide for the reduction of the Round Valley 
Indian reservation in the State of California, and for other purposes; 

A bill (8. 3545) to extend and amend ‘An act to authorize the Fort 
Worth and Denver City Railway Company to construct and operate 
railway through the Indian Territory, and for other purposes ;’’ 
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A bill (S. 3280) authorizing the Secretary of the Interior to ascertain 
damages resulting to any person who had settled upon the Crow Creek 
and Winnebage reservations in South Dakota between February 27 
1885, and April 17, 1855; 

A bill (8S. 3745) granting to the Northern Pacific and Yakima Irriga- 
tion Company a right of way through the Yakima Indian reservation 
in Washington; 

A bill (5. 3363) granting to the Newport and Kii.g’s Valley Railroad 
Company the right of way through the Siletz Indian reservation; and 

A bill (S. 4393) giving, upon conditions and limitations therein con- 
tained, the assent of the United States to certain leases of rights to 
mine coal in the Choctaw Nation. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the follow- 
ing bills, each with an amendment in which it requested the concur- 
rence of the Senate: 

A bill (S. 5043) to amend and further extend the benefits of the act 
approved February 8, 1887, entitled ‘*An act to provide for the allot- 
ment of land in severalty to Indians on the various reservation«, and 
to extend the protection of the laws of the United States over the In- 
dians, and for other purposes;’’ 

A bill (8. 3314) granting right of way to the Red Lake and Western 
Railway and Navigation Company across Red Lake reservation, in 
Minnessta, and granting said company the right to take lauds for ter- 
minal railroad and warehouse purposes ; and 

A bill (S. 3481) granting a pension to Martha N. Hudson. 

The mes-age farther announced that the House had passed a bill 
(H. R. 11391) for the construction and completion of suitable schoo) 
buildings for Indian industrial schools in Wisconsin and other States; 
in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 


’ 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 11304) granting a pension to Mary Jane Biack- 
ledge, reported it without amendment and submitted a report thereon. 


SUMMARY MILITARY COURTS, 


Mr.HAWLEY. By instructionof the Committee on Military Affairs 
I report favorably the bill (H. kt. 7989) to promote the administration 
of justice in the Army. It is a bill to which there can be no possible 
objection. It merely recommends the appointment of minor courtsin 
the Army. I hope the Senate will concur with the House in the passage 
of the bill. There is a single verbal amendment. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment of the Committee on 
Military Affuirs will be stated. ; 

The Cuter CLerRK. In section 1, line 10, strike out ‘‘in’’ before 
“court;’’ so that the bill shall read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That hereafter in time of peace all enlisted men charged 
with offenses now cognizable by a garrison or regimental court-martial =ball, 
within twenty-four hours from the time of their arrest, be brought before a 
summary court, which shall consist of the line officer second in rank at tie | 
or station or of the command of the alleged offender, and at stations where only 
officers of the statf are on duty the officers second in rank shall constitute such 
court, who shall have power to administer oatus and to hear and deterinine the 
case, and when satisfied of the guilt of the accused’ party adjudge the punish- 
ment to be inflicted, etc. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in, 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The correction is merely of an error in copying 
the bill. The word ‘‘in’’ was inserted by mistake. I move that the 
Senate request a conference with the House of Representatives on the 
dill and amendment. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the Vice-President was authorized to appoint 
the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. HAWLEY, Mr. Man- 
DERSON, and Mr, WALTHALL were appointed. 


ADDITIONAL CLERK TO COMMITTEE QN ENROLLED BILLS, 


Mr. JONES, of Nevada, from the Committee to Audit and Control 
the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was referred the 
resolution submitted by Mr. SANDERS on the 27th instant, reported a 
substitute; which was cousidered by unanimous consent, ‘and agreed 
to, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Enrolled Bills be, and the same is hereby, 
authorized to employ an additional clerk during the remainder o the present 
session and forthree days after its expiration, at a compensation of $ perdi im. 
to be paid out of the contingent fund of the Senate, upon vouchers to be ap- 


pores by the chairman of the Committee to Audit and Control the C ontingent 
ixpenses of the Senate. 


SELECT COMMITTEE ON IRRIGATION, 


Mr. JONES, of Nevada, from the Committee to Audit and Control 
the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was referred the reso- 
lution submitted by Mr. STEWART on the 25th instant, reported it 
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| without amendment; and it was considered by unanimous consent, 
| and agreed to, as follows 
Resolved, That the Select Committee on Irrigat i id Reclamation of Arid 
Lands be continued during the present Congress 


LIST OF PRIVATE CLAiMS, 


Mr. JONES, of Nevada, from the Committee to Audit and ¢ 
the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, 
lution submitted by Mr. SPooNER on the 26th instant, reported it with- 
out amendment; and it was considered by unanim and 
agreed to, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate 
ical list of all private claims which have been be/ore the Senate, with the action 


of the Senate thereon, sinve tue 4th dav of Mare and up to tie 4th day of 
March, 189i, and that he communicate the same to tue Senate when coupleted 


‘ontrol 
to whom was rererred the reso 


us consent, 


cause Lo be prepared an alphabet 


1, 188 


UNITED STATES FISH COMMISSION, 


Mr. JONES, of Nevada, from the Committee to A 
the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, 
lowing resvlation submitted by Mr. 
ported it without amendment; 
consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, 


udit and Control 
to whom was referred the fol- 
STOCKBRIDGE June 5, 1s90, re- 
and it was considered by unauimous 


That the Committee on Fisheries in the investigation of the ad 


istration of the affairs of the United states Fisi Commissioner's o.fiee. oF red 
by the resolutions of the Senate of the 34 instant, be autuorized to employ a 
stenographer, an | that the expenses of the investigation be paid out of the con 
tingent fund of the Senate. 

- 

CHEROKEE OUTLET INVESTIGATION, 


Mr. JONES, of Nevada, from the Committee to Audit and Control 
the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was referred the iol- 
lowing resolution, submitted by Mr. BuTLeR April 15, 1890, reported 
it without amendment: 


Resolved, That the resolution of the Senate passed on the 26th day of Febru- 


ary, A. D. 189), be, and the same is her-byv, ammended so as to read: * That the 
Select Committee on the Five Civilized Tribes of Indians be, and it is hereby, 
authorized and empowered to investigate the status of the negotiations be- 
iween the United States Government and the Cherokee tribe of Indians in re- 
lation’ to the tract of country known as the Cherokee Outlet, with power to 


send for persons and papers, toeinploy astenographer, an tv administer oaths, 


and thatthey bave leave to hold sessions of said select committee during the 
sessions, and to visit by subcommittee the Indian Territory at the earliest day 
practicable to continue said investigation, aud as soon nay be report to the 


Senate; all necessary expenses incurred under the a 
lution to be paid out of the contingent fund of the Senate 

Mr. DAWES. Is that a new resolution ? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It is reported from the Committee on 
Contingent Expenses. 

Mr. DAWES. Let it go over. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be placed on the Cal- 
endar. 


orization of this reso- 


PAY OF SESSION CLERKS 


Mr. JONES, of Nevada, from the Committee to Audit and C 
the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was 
olution submitted by Mr. MORGAN on the 29th 
following substitute; 
agreed to: 

Resolved, Thatthe per diem clerks to the comnittees of the 
clerks to Senators be retained in the service of tie Senats du 
recess, and that the Seeretary of the S:nite is hereby au 
to pay out of the contingent fund of the Se 
clerks by law during the sessious of the 


mntrol 
reierred the res- 
instant, reported the 
which was considered by unanimous consent, and 


Senate and the 
ing the coming 
iorized aad directed 
tate the per diem now allowed such 
Senate 


HEARINGS BEFORE <¢ 
Mr. JONES, of Nevada, 


’ 


OMMITTEE ON TERRITORIES, 


from the Committees to Audit and Control 
the Continzent Expenses of the Senate, to whom wus referred the re 

olution submitted by Mr. PLATr July 3, 14/0, reported the fo lowing 
substitute; which was considered by unanimous cousent, ant ayreed to: 


Resolved, That tie expenses of reporting the hea ra wiven bv the Com- 
mittee on Territories on Senate bills 654, for the n «ston of Llaho tothe 
Union; 2446 and 3575, forthe admission of New Mexico the Union, and 3450, 
relating tothe exercise of the eleciive frinciise in the Territory of Utah, be 


paid out of the contingent fund of th 


Senate, 
BILLS INTRODUCED, 


Mr. SAWYER (by request) introduced a bill (S 
of the administrator of Daniel 8S. 
twice by its ti‘le, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. DANIEL. I beg leave, by reyues 
of the national Greenback party, crease 
of the lezal-tender currency, and by a like request [ int 
companying bill. I beg leave to state that I do not m 
express any opinion upon the measure, but siu 
due to a citizen who desires it. 

The bill (S. 4449) to enable the Government to pay its debts, sala 
ries, pensions, and other currentexpenses by issuing United States leyal- 
tender notes now as it did during the late civil war, until the vo! 
of money in actual circulation will revive business and yive perma- 
nent prosperity to the American people was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Finance 


4448) for the re lie 


t 
i 
Mershon, deceased: which was read 


tof George O. Jones, chairman 
to present his petition for an in 
oduce the a 

an thereby to 
iply offer it as a duty 


ume 
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W. G. ESLIN AND MICHAEL SHINER. 


Mr. BARBOUR submitted the following resolution; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the District of Columbia: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, directed to 
cause the proper accounting officers of the District of Columbia to examine and 
audit the claims of the legal representatives of the estate of George W. G. Eslin, 
deceased, and Michael Shiner, deceased, and to certify to Congress the sums 
due for work done for the District of Columbia, and the amount paid, so as to 
show the balance due said estates, 


TARIFF COMPILATION, 
Mr. ALDRICH submitted the following resolution; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses 
of the Senate: 


Ordered, That the Committee on Finance have authority to collate, index, 
and print such testimony as may be on file with the committee in connection 


with the bill H.R. 9416, together with any other data relative to tariff matters 
they may deem valuable, the expense therefor to be paid frem the contingent 
fund of the Scnate 


LANDS IN SEVERALTY TO INDIANS, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amendment of 
the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 3043) to amend and further 
extend the benefits of the act approved February 8, 1887, entitled ‘‘An 
act to provide for the allotment of land in severalty to Indians on the 
various reservations, and to extend the protection of the laws of the 
United States over the Indians, and for other purposes.’’ 

The amendment of the House of Representatives was to strike out 
all after the enacting clause and insert a substitute. 

Mr. PLUMB. I think that the amendment had better be printed 
in order that it may be understood more fully by Senators. 

Mr. DAWES. I move that the Senate non-concur in the amend- 
ment of the House of Representatives, and ask for a conference on the 
disagreeing votes of the two Houses. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the Vice-President was authorized to ap- 
point the conterees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. DAWEs, Mr. 
PLATT, and Mr. MORGAN were appointed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

\ message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. McPHrrson, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had passed the bill (S. 3721) for 
the reliefof A. J. McCreary, administrator of the estate of J. M. Hiatt, 
deceased, and for other purposes. 

The message also announced that the House had passed a bill (H. 
R. 113) to provide for the disposition and sale ot lands known as the 
Klamath Kiver reservation; in which it requested the concurrence of 
the Senate 

ORDER OF 

Mr. ALLEN. I should like to ask unanimous consent to call up Or- 
der of Business 1969, House bill 9630, which is local to the State of 
Washington, and its immediate passage is a matter of great impor- 
tance. 

Mr. PLUMB. I shall have to object to that unless opportunity is 
offered to amend it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of the conference report on House bill 9416. 

The motion was agreed to. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MCPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had agreed to the report of the 
committee of conterence on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 2990) for the relief 
of J. L. Cain and others. 

The message also announced that the House had agreed to the re- 
port of the commic:cee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses on the amendments of the Hoase to the bill (S, 1454) to 
increase the efliciency and reduce the expenses of the Signal Corps of 
the Army and to transter the weather service to the Department of 
Agriculture. 

The message farther announced that the House had passed the fol- 
lowing bills and joint resolution; in which it requested the concurrence 
of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 1910) for the relief of Isaac H. Wheat; 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 158) providing for printing the fifth annual 
report of the Commissioner of Labor; and 

Joint resolution (H, Res, 218) to allow the Postmaster-General to ex- 
pend $10,000 to test at small towns and villages the system of the free- 
delivery service, and for other purposes. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the follow- 
ing bills: 

A bill (S. 2562) to authorize the appointment of Asst. Surg. Thomas 
Owens, United States Navy, not in the line of promotion, to the posi- 
tion of surgeon, United States Navy, not in the line of promotion, and 
for other purposes; and 

A bill (S. 3817) for the protection of actual settlers who have made 
homestead or pre-emption entries upon the public lands of the United 
States in the State of Florida upon which deposits of phosphate have 
been discovered since such entries were made, 


BUSLN ESS, 
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THE REVENUE BILL. 
The Senate proceeded to consider the report of the committee of 


ference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the amendi, 2 
of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 9416) to reduce the revenue and equ 
duties on imports, and for other purposes. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on convurring in t! 


port of the committee of conference. 


Mr. CARLISLE. Mr, President, it is not my purpose at this ti: 


discuss, except perhaps incidentally, the economic theory upon w 
this bill is constructed or the general principles which, in my opi 

ought to govern Congress in the exercise of the great power of taxa 
delegated to it by the Constitution. 
about to pass entirely from our hands and beyond our control, a 
discussion ot those questions can not be undertaken without negle: 
this first and last opportunity to state as accurately as possible y 
its main provisions are as perfected by its framers, and what its p: 
ble effect will be upon the people of the country at large. 


This important measure is 


Nor is it my purpose to attempt to state what the effect of this ) 


ure will be upon the public revenue, because it would be impossi 
do so with any degree of accuracy; but I can state, and will endea 
state, approximately at least, what its effect will be upon taxation 
far during this discussion no member o! the Committee on Financ 
ventured even to express an opinion as to what effect the bill will | 
upon the revenues of the Government 








Mr. ALDRICH. I think the Senator trom Kentucky 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Will the Senator from Kentucky yi 
Mr. CARLISLE. Except theSenator from Iowa [ Mr. ALLISON 


in the course of a speech upon the subject of the expenditures o! 
Government reviewed this subject to some extent. 


Mr. MORGAN, 
Mr. CARLISLE. 


That was before the conference report was n 
And that was before the conference report 


made; so that my statement, to be strictly accurate, should be that ; 
member has made this attempt since the conference report was ia p 
and the bill has assumed its final form. 


EFFECT OF THE BILL ON TAXATION. 
In the statement submitted by the committee with the bill when it 


was reported to the Senate, or rather in a note appended to that statc- 
ment, it was said that— 


The reduction above given, of $71,064,774 by the House or $60,599,343 by | 


Senate, appears to be certain, but if the imports should be the same as last y« 
under the new rates the reduction would amount, under the House bill, to ¢- 
128,642; under the Senate, to $20,318,283. 


The statement that the bill as it then stood would effect almost cer- 
tainly a reduction of the revenue to the extent of over $60,000,() 
was true only upon the hypothesis that every increase of duty mad 
upon articles still remaining in the dutiable schedule was abso 


lutely prohibitory to the full extent of the increase, and that no 1 
ductions made in the rates of duty upon articles still remaining in tl. 


dutiable schedules would have the effect to increase to any extent th 
importation of those articles hereafter, for unless this hypothesis is cor 
rect tlie bill as it then stood would have made no reduction in the rev: 
nue to be hereatter received by the Government upon the basis of tl: 
importations during the fiscal year 1889, and as it now stands wi! 
make an increase upon the amount of importations during that year t 
the extent of nearly $4,000,000, as I shall proceed to show. 

This sum of $60,599,343 was the precise amount which the bi 
as it then stood placed upon the free-list, and of this, $56,000,000 in 
round numbers consisted of sugar and molasses, leaving about $4,500, - 
000 as the reduction occasioned by the removal of other articles from 
the dutiable to the free list; and I desire to say here that the bil] as 
it now stands, excepting sugar and molasses,removes from the free 
list and places upon the dutiable-list more than it takes from the du 
tiable-list and places — the free-list. According to these tables 
which the Senator from Rhode Island admitted yesterday are imperfect, 
and necessarily imperfect because the expert who made them coul: 
use only such facts and data as were contained in the official stati 
tics, there was an increase in the duties upon the articles still remain 
ing on the dutiable-list 0: $40,281,060.59; that is to say, according t 
these tables the articles still remaining upon the dutiable-list yielded 
to the Government during the fiscal year 1889 a revenue amounting to 
$161,408,846, and under the proposed bill, as it then stood, the sam: 
articles according to the tables would yield to the Government, upon ti 
same importations, a revenue of $201,689,917, or $40,281,060 more tha 
was collected from the same articles in the year 1889. But these tab!c: 
on account of the absence of official data, omit increases in the rat: 
and amounts of duty which, according to the best estimate I can pr 
cure, would yield upon the importations of 1889, $19,209,760, and t! 
Senate, by its action upon the bill, tegether with the action of th 
conference committee, added to that $4,895,033.94, making a total ad 
dition to the rates of duty upon articles still remaining in the dutiab|ec- 
list of $64, 385,854, as against $60,599,343 reductions, thus showing a nc! 
increase of taxation upon the people under the customs law of $3,7%6,- 
510 notwithstanding the abolition of the duty on sugar and molasses 
and this is not by any means all, because there are other large increase 
made in this bill whick can not be calculated for the want of the requi- 
site data. In many cases where ad valorem rates have been changed 





1890. 





tospecific orcompound, and where duties upon yards have been changed 
to duties upon the weight of the article, it is impossible to make any- 
thing like accurate calculations, because quantities and valnes can not 
be correctly ascertained, 

Mr. President, let it be understood that I am not contending that 
the revenues of the Government will be actually increased to the ex- 
tent stated, because many of these duties are absolutely prohibitory, 
and according to the statement submitted by the Committee on Fi- 
nance from which I have read this is confessedly a bill to reduce the 
revenues by increasing taxation. While, therefore, it will not increase 
the revenues to this extent, it will increase taxation upon the people 
many times this amount by enhancing the prices of articles of domes- 
tic production similar tothe imported articles upon which increased rates 
of duty are imposed in the bill. 

THE FREE-LIST. 

It was said by the Senator from Ohio [ Mr. SuzRMAN ] yesterday that 
this bill placed more than half our importations upon the free-list, but 
afterwards, upon a suggestion made by the Senator from Rhode Island 
[Mr. ALDRICH], he qualified that statement by the presentation of fig- 
ures which showed that nearly half—about$25, 000, 000 less than hal f—otf 
our importations would now be placed upon the free-list. Mr. Presi- 
dent, neither of the statements is correct. The total value of our im- 
portations during the fiscal year 1889, which is the basis upon which 
all these calculations are made, was over $741,000,000, and according to 
the tables submitted the total valuation of the goods imported subject 
to duty under this bill will be over $390,000,000; but since those tables 
were made the Senate and the conference committee have taken arti- 
cles which then stood upon the free-list and placed them upon the du- 
tiable-list of the value of more than $10,000,000. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator be kind enough to state what 
those articles are ? 

Mr. CARLISLE. Bristles, amounting to over $1,000,000; tin in 
bars, blocks, and pigs, amounting to uearly $9,000,000, and many other 
smaller items, all of which, taken together, increase the amount taken 
from the free-list and placed upon the dutiable-list since these tables 
were made over $10,000,000, making, theretore, the total value of du- 
tiable articles hereafter to be imported under this bill, upon the basis 
of 1889, more than $400,000,000, and placing upon the free-list articles 
of the value of $341,000,000, not near one-half of the whole importa- 
tions; and it must be remembered that $83,388,286 of this sum consists 
of sugar and molasses aloue. 

AVERAGE RATE OF DUTY—THE ADMINISTRATIVE BILL. 


It may not be inappropriate in this connection, Mr. President, to 
state what will be the average ad valorem rate of duty upon our im- 
portations, dutiabie and free, under thjs bill. If I am correct in the 
statements heretofore made—and I can furnish the evidence whenever 
it is required, and may perhaps with the permission of the Senate ap- 
pend to my remarks a statement showing the increases which are not 
stated in the tables—upon the basis of the importations of 1889 the 
customs duties will be over $225,000,000, and the average rate of duty 
upon dutiable articles under its provisions will be 57.70 per cent., 
without making any calculation whatever as to the effect of the ninth 
section of the customs administrative act which was passed during 
this session, and which will, upon a reasonable estimate, add from 4 
to 5 per cent. 

Then, unless all my calculations are at fault, the average rate ot 
duty under this bill and the administrative act will be over 60 per cent. 
upon the dutiable articles instead of 45.13 per cent., as it is under the 
present law. 

Moreover, Mr. President, if the Senator from Rhode Island will take 
the articles now remaining upon the dutiable-list after deducting sugar 
and molasses, he will find that the average rate of duty upon those ar- 
ticles alone in 1889 was only a little over 41 per cent. while the aver- 
age rate of duty upon the same articles under this bill, as I havesaid, 
will be over 60 per cent.—an increase of about 50 per cent. in the av- 
erage rate of duty. It was sugar and molasses then included in the 
dutiable-list which raised the average ad valorem rate in 1889 to 45.13 
per cent., and those articles being deducted the averagead valorem upon 
the remaining articles was only a little over 41 per cent. The average 
rate of duty upon all importations to this country, dutiable and free, 
under existing law is 29) per cent., but the average rate of duty under 
this bill upon all importations into thiscountry, dutiable and free, will 
be over 304 per cent. ‘The Senator from Rhode Island shakes his head. 
If I am correct in the statement of the increases made in the rates of 
taxation and in the aggregate amount of revenue to be collected, or 
rather of taxation to be imposed, the average rate on the whole impor- 
tations, dutiable and free, will be 30} percent. Taking the increases 
as they stand in the tables, which the Senator himself admits are im- 
perfect, the average rate of duty would not be what I have stated 
either upon the imported dutiable articles or upon articles dutiable and 
free, but when the necessary corrections are made the result I have 
stated follows inevitably as a mere matter of mathematics. 

INCREASES ON NECESSARIES. 


Then, Mr. President, this enormous increase in taxation is made 
mainly upon articles in common use among our people, and which 
they arecompelled to buy. ‘There isan increase of more than $10, 0U0,- 
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000 in the metal schedule, upon iron and steel and their manufactures, 
two articles which lie at the very baseof all our industries, and withou 


which scarcely any useful occupation can be carried on in this country. 
There isan increase of nearly $14,500,000 in the woolen schedule which 
embraces a large and absolutely necessary part of the clothing of our 
people, rich and poor alike, in every part of the count Chere is an 
increase of $1,936,385 in the cotton schedule, and an increase of more than 
$5,000,000 in the flax and linen schedule—t 0 hedules which 
embrance a large and important part of the clothing of the people. 
There is an increase of $8,735,351 upon tin-plate w! enters into the 
manufacture of a great namber of usetul articl y employment 
to thousands of laborers in almost every State in the Union, and there 


is an increase of $1,357,042 upon block, bar, and pig tin, the raw mate- 


rial used in the manufacture of tin-plate, which of course will increa 
its price to the people, because it will increase the cost of production. 
There is an increase of $671,995 on cotton-ties, an article which i l 
| exclusively by the farmers, white and colored th ut 
INTERNAL BEVENUE— t I 

Mr. President, no man can predict what th enormo 
l rease will be upon the tar ition of t peo} n , ly man p 
dict what its effect will be upon the revenues of the ¢ ernment All 
we certainly know is that the very purp 1 f t sole |} 
and object of the imposition of these increased rate ties 1 tl 
necessaries of life, is to increase the pr the d I t 
toenable in some cases, as it is claimed, nev lustries to be« i 
here, and in others to enable old industries to re » larger pr 
To compensate the farmers and mechanics for tl eat inere 
taxation upon their tools and implements of trade nd upon the 
cotton and woolen and linen clothing, th ll proposes to repeal inte 
nal-revenue taxes tothe amount of $5,897,380 on m tfactured to- 
bacco, snuff, and on dealers in these articles. 

Heretofore we have been told by our Republican friends that the in- 
ternal-revenue taxes upon tobacco ought to be repealed entirely, and 
during the last two or three years, while the D tie party con- 
trolled the House, there was a great and persistent demand here and 
at the other end of the Capitol to have them removed. The Senator 


from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN |, who spoke yesterday in advocacy of this 
bill which proposes to reduce the tax upon manufactured tobacco and 
snuff only 2 cents per pound, or from 8 to 6 cents, has heretofore been 
an ardent advocate of the repeal of the whole ta: rhis proposition 


to reduce the taxes upon manufactured tobacco and snuif to the extent 
of 2 cents a pound will, in my judgment, afford no relief to any man 
in this country and be beneficial to nobody except the manufacture 
and the retail dealer, who will divide the amount betweenthem. No 
produeer of tobacco and no consumer of tobacco will be benefited, in 
my jadgment, to the extent of 1 mill, for the man who purchases in 
small quantities will pay hereafter exactly the same price he has paid 
heretofore, 

The Senator from Ohio said in a speech delivered be 
Market Club in February, 1889 

The direct taxes upon American productions, levied b 
laws, which interfere with the industry of our people 
pealed; that in this way the revenues of the Gove 
so as to supply only enough revenue to pay the expenses of the 
wisely and economically administered, and to carry out the 
sinking fund for the gradual reduction of the public debt. 


fore the Home 


y our ijnternal-revenuo 
shou modified or re- 
vuuld be reduced 
Government 
provisions of the 


ld be 


rnment sh 





It seems the sinking fund is to be entirely ignored hereafter, judging 
from the statements made by Senators on the other side of the Cham 
ber; and, in fact, payments upon the public debt will necessarily cease 
after the expiration of the present fiscal year, if not before, by reason 
of the extravagant appropriations made by this Congres 
poses. 

The Senator from Ohio 


for other pur- 


then proceeded to 


ro say, in the speech re 
ferred to: 

I know that at any time in the last Congress taxation could have been 1 
duced but for the desire of the Speaker of the House and the President to strik 
at home industries rather than to reduce taxation A majorit he House, 
though Democratic, would have passed in an hour a bill reducing taxation if it 
had been permitted by the Speaker to vote up 1 reduction of internal rather 


than external taxes. 
This, Mr. President, was an entirely legitimate political criticism 


upon the action of the Speaker, and I do not quote it for the purpose 
of making complaint, but simply for the purpose of showing the great 
anxiety which then existed on the part of the Senator from Obio to 
repeal these internal-revenue taxes; and yet when he and his party 
have the control of both Houses of Congress and the Executive office 
the proposition is made simply to reduce the tax 2 « 3a pound, and 
that was rejected here and conceded by the c ence committee after 
long hesitation because it was demanded by the House of Representa 
tives. The Senate Finance Committee and the Senate itself struc 

out every provision making reductions of internal-revenue taxation 


and this compromise co1 
REDUCTION ¢ 
Butafter ded 


‘s from the ¢ 


ommittee of conference 


ir Re EN WHOLLY DUI » DY t \s > 7 ‘ 
icting from the increase in customs taxat 


380 which is the amount of internal-revenue taxes repealed, there is a 
net decrease of revenue under this bill, according to the 1 pts for 
1889, of $2,110,870; and that is the final result of this prolonged effort 


to revise the tariff and reduce the revenues of the Government, in the 








10712 Li 


language of the Senator from Ohio, to a point sufficient only to supply 
the demands of the Government honestly and economically adminis- 
tered—about $2,000,000 reduction, and all that comes from the in- 
ternal revenue, 

SUGAR BOUNTIES—NEW DEPARTURE, 

Bat sugar and molasses are placed upon the free-list, and the voters 
of the country are to be reconciled to the enormous increases upon other 
necessaries of life by the promise that the bill will give them cheaper 
sugar, In lieu of this tax upon sugar the bill proposes, as it comes 
irom the conierence committee, to pay out of the public Treasury a 
bounty of 1} cents a pound upon all sugar polarizing between 80 and 
90 degrees and 2 cents a pound upon all sugar polarizing over 90 de- 
grees, which will amount, according to the present production of sugar 
in this country, to between seven and eight million doilars per annum. 

This is the first time in our history, Mr. President, when it has been 
proposed to pay out of the public Treasury a bounty to the domestic 
prodacer of any article not exported, and never heretofore has it been 
proposed to pay out of the public Treasury a bounty upon any article 
actually exported unless it was manufactured in whole or in part from 
foreign duty-paid materials. The first tariff act passed by Congress 
imposed a duty upon salt and provided that there should be allowed, 
in lieu of a drawback upon salted and pickled fish and salted provis- 
ions therealter exported, the sum of 5 cents on each quintal of fish and 
5 cents on each barrel of provisions, and we have now upon the stat- 
ute-books laws under which drawbacks are paid upon the exportation 
o! articles manulactured in whole or in part from imported materials. 
In lieu of these payments allowed by the act of 1789, the act of 1792 
provided that there should be a bounty paid upon vessels engaged in 
the fisheries of $1.50 per ton on a vessel exceeding 20 and not exceed- 
ing 30 tons, and $2.50 on vessels exceeding 30 tons. 

But this bounty was not paid for the purpose of encouraging the 
production or the catching of fish, because it was not made to de- 
pend to any extent whatever upon the number or quantity of fish 
caught. The sole policy of the act was to encourage American citizens 
to learn the art of seamanship, which in those days of sailing vessels 
was a matter of the very gravest importance to a young nation strug- 
gling to establish an efficient navy, but the mere catching of fish was a 
matter of littie importance and did not, in the estimation of anybody, 
rise to the dignity of a public necessity. This bounty was to be justi- 
fied, it justifiable at all, upon the same principle which underlies our 
levislation establishing Naval and Military Academies for the education 
of officers for the Army and the Navy and maintaining them at the 
public expense—a purely public object, and not a private one. 
ENTIRELY FOR SUGAR MANUPFACTURER—WSOTHING FOR FARMER OR LA- 

BORER, 

Moreover, Mr. President, under that bounty act the money was di- 
vided bet ween the owners of the vessels and the laborers upon them, the 
laborers receiving tive-eighths ot the money and the owner of the vessel 
three-eighths, Under this bil! the laborer is entirely ignored in the dis- 
tribution of the bounty and al] the money is to be paid to the capitalist, 
the manufacturer of sugar, the man who is able to own and operate 
the expensive muchinery necessarily used in that business. Norisany 
part of this bounty to be paid to the grower of beets or sorghum or 
sugar-cane, but every dollar of it will go to the manufacturer who makes 
sugar from those materials. But it may be argued that the producer 
of beets and sorghum and cane who is not able to own the necessary 
machinery to convert them into sugar will receive higher prices for 
his products. That can not be, for, in the first place, the farmer can 
not control and never has been able to control the prices of his 
products; and, in the second place, the manulacturer of beet-sugar— 
and that is the article for which this encouragement is mainly in- 
tendedi—will be compelled to sell his sugar in the open markets of the 
country in competition with the sugar made from cane and sorghum, 
and he will not pay to the farmer who sells his beets one cent more for 
his material than its value, as material, compared with the value of 
the material from which other sugar is made. Neither will the con- 
sumer receive any benefit from this bounty. He will notget his sugar 
one cent cheaper than he would if no bounty were paid, because the 
bounty-paid sugar prodaced in this country will sell in the markets at 
the sume price precisely as the duty-paid refined sugar which comes 
here trom other countries, but the consumers will be taxed seven or 
eicht million dollars per annum to be paid as a gratuity to the mannu- 
facturers, and to this extent their sugar will cost them more than it 
would have cost without the bounty. 

Mr. President, this is an entirely new departure in the application 
of the doctrine or principle of protection in this country, and is an im- 
itation of the policy adopted by the monarchical and paternal govern- 
ments of Eurepe, France, Germany, Belgiam, and Austro-Hangary. 
In Germany, however, the Government, instead of paying out of the 
public treasury a sum, as we shall have to pay, amounting to seven or 
eizht million dollars per annum, previously collected from the people, 
actually realized in 1589 a net revenue amounting to more than $7,- 
000,000, alter paying all the bounties upon exported sugar. Under 
the laws of that country an excise tax is imposed upon the beets, called 
a material tax, aad an excise tax, called a consnmption tax, is imposed 
upon all the sugar withdrawn irom the refineries and consumed by the 


BOUNTY 
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German people, and the bounty is paid simply to the exporter. A fio, 
deducting from the revenue raised by this taxation all the paym: 
made in the form of bounties there remains a balance every year o/ 
tween seven and eight million dollars in favor of the Government. 


DISCRIMINATING SUGAR DUTY VIOLATIVE OF OUR TREATY STIPULATION 


Now, we propose in this bill, as I have already said, to pay a bounty 
of 1} cents a pound upon certain grades of sugar and 2 cents per pound 
upon another grade, and then we propose to impose a duty under the 
bill as it comes from the conference committee of five-tenths of a cent 
per pound upon all sugar above No. 16 Dutch standard in color and ay 
aiditional or discriminating duty of one-tenth of 1 cent per pound upop 
all such sugars imported into this country trom countries which pay a 
higher bounty upon refined sugars than they pay upon the sugars of a 
lower grade. 

Under this provision all the manufacturers of consumable beet, s: 
ghum, or cane sugar in this country, made from domestic materi:| 
not the growers of the beets, sorghum, or cane, but the manufacturers 
of sugar in this country—will receive outof the public Treasury, at the 
expeuse of all the people, 2 cents per pound upon all their sugar polar- 
izing over 90 degrees, and be protected besides by a duty of six-tenths 
of 1 cent per pound, or 60 cents per hundred pounds, against al! the 
beet-sugar which comes here from Germany, France, Austria, and /el- 
gium, because those are the countries which pay export bounties, and 
this is proposed to be done in open and flagrant violation of our treaty 
stipulations with every one of those countries, We have a treaty with 
Austro-Hungary, with Belgium, with Prussia—I see the Senator from 
Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] smiles, Perhaps hethinks that a treaty 
with Prussia has no binding force, but if there is any question made 
upon that point, I think it can be demonstrated as a rule of public Jaw 
that so long as the German Empire, of which Prussia has become a part, 
does not itseif enter into treaties with us abrozating or modilying the 
previously existing treaties with the principalities and kingdoms which 
now compose it, those treaties remainintull force. It is true, of course, 
that when a government is extinguished, destroyed by conquest or 
otherwise, a!l its existing treaties fallto the ground. But we have 
treaties with these great beet-producing and bounty-paying countries, 
except France, from which all our beet-sugar must come, which expressly 
in terms forbid us to impose any higher raies of duty upon their products 
imported into this country than we impose upon the products importei 
from any other foreign country; and, in violation of these solemn stipu 
lations, this bill proposes to make a clear discrimination against their 
trade, to break our treaties for the benefit of the manufacturers of do- 


mestic sugars. 
SUGAR BOUNTIES UNCONSTITUTIONAL. 

I have said that this is an entirely new departure in the application 
of the protective system in this country, and therefore it may not ve 
improper to consider now as briefly as possible the question whether 
Congress has the power to tax all the people of the country for the pur- 
pose of raising money to be paid to individuals engaged in a particular 
industfy and in a particular locality; because there are wide areas oi 
this country in which no American citizen can possibly receive any of 
this money. There is a very large proportion of our country in which 
none of these materials can possibly be produced, and therefore every 
man who lives within that area is as effectually excluded from a par- 
ticipation in this bounty as if the bill itself had expressly provided that 
he should not receive it. The question, therefore, whether or not Con- 
gress has the constitutional right to appropriate money to promote the 
general or common welfare is not necessarily involved. Many of our 
citizens, more than half, perhaps as many as two-thirds, being abso- 
lutely, for geographical and climatic reasons, excluded {rom a!1 partici- 
pation in this bounty, it must go only to the manufacturers of cane 
sugar in Lonisiana, to the manufacturers of sorghum sugar in Kansas, 
and to the manufacturers of beet sugar in a few other States of the 
Northwest, all whom constitute but the merest fraction of our total 
population. 

Mr. President, there is no possible ground upon which the constitu- 
tionality of this provision can be maintained except that Congress has a 
right to impose taxes and raise money to be appropriated for the purpose 
of promoting the general welfare, and that this isa proposition to pro- 
mote the general welfare within the meaning of the Constitution. ‘J hat 
what is usually known as the general-welfare clauxe of the Constitu- 
tion is not of itself a distinct and substantive grant of power is 
conceded by everybody. But the proposition contended for on the 
other side, or which must be contended for in order to sustain this pro- 
vision, is that the power of appropriation is greater than the power of 
legislation, and that Congress may raise money by taxation to be ex- 
pended for purposes not embraced in the enumeration of powers dele- 
gated to it. Even that proposition, however, may be true and stil! this 
legislation would not be valid, because in order to bring it within the 
terms of such a proposition it must be for the promotion of the general 
or public welfare and not local or private in its application. It has 
been held by all the courts without exception in the States, and bv the 
United States circuit and SupremeCourts, that there can be no Jaw!ul 
or valid taxation except for public purposes, and that the validity of 
the legislation al ways depends upon the question whether the purpase 
is public or merely private or local. 











id 
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I have here a great number of decisions, and had intended to make 
some citations from them, and perhaps may do so yet, but the propo- 
sition that taxation is invalid, or rather that it is not taxation at all 
auless it is imposed for a purely public purpose, has never been dis- 

gted in any court in this country so far as [ know; and it has been 
held to be invalid without regard to constitutional prohibitions, be- 
cause the courts place it upon the clear and distinct ground that it is 
simply taking the money or property of one man to be donated to an- 
other, which is contrary to the tundamental principles of our Govern- 
ment and a violation of the principles of every social compact in a free 
country. 

It requires, therefore, no constitutional prohibition in order to in- 
validate such laws. 
ereignty of the people except so far as the peuple themselves have im- 
posed limitations upon their power in the constitution, and except so 
far as there are inhibitions upon the power of the States in the Consti- 
tution of the United States; and yet the courts have invariably held 
that, notwithstanding the possession of this broad, comprehensive, and 
general power of legislation and taxation, no State could authorize a 
county or municipality, even upon the vote of the people interested, to 
impose taxes upon themselves for the purpose of encouraging manu- 
facturing or any other industrial pursuit, If the States can not do it, 
although possessing this broad and comprehensive power of taxation, 
unlimited by any provisions of their constitutions, how is it possible 
that the General Government can do it under a Constitution which 
limits its power of both legislation and taxation ? 

In ascertaining the powers of a State Legislature we look to the State 
constitution, not to see whether the power is delegated, but to see 
whether it is prohibited. On the other hand, in ascertaining the pow- 
ers of Congress, we look to the Constitution of the United States, not 
to see whether the exercise of the power is prohibited, but whether it 
is delegated expressly or by reasonable implication, and unless Sena- 
tors upon the other side can show some delegation of this power to 
Congress, some warrant under which it can impose taxation upon my 
constituents to raise money to be donated to the constituents of the 
Senator from Louisiana, I must deny the existence of such authority. 

It is true that there is no difference in principle between the pay- 


In the States the Legislatures represent the sov- | enn 
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municipal corporation to do it, in order to raise funds for a mere privat Ir 





pose. No such authority passed to the Assemby by t general grant of the 
legislative power. This would not be legislation Taxa le of rais- 
ing revenue for public purposes When itis prostitat no way 
connected with the public interest or welfure it ceases to be taxa 1 and be- 
| comes plunder.”’ 
+ . 

In 27 Iowa, pages 46 and 47, the court said 

What are taxes? This is the question which lies at the heart of the present 
case. | auswer that, by the concurrent op on of lawvers, judges, lexicog- 
raphers, and political economists. as well as by the general and popular under- 





ment of the money directly out of the public Treasury to encourage | 


or promote the private interests of private individuals or corporations 
and a protective or prohibitory provision which compels the con- 
sumers of the country to pay the money indirectly to them out of 
their own pockets in the torm of enhanced prices for their products. 
This is a proposition to pay a bounty out of the public Treasury from 
money realized by taxation onall the people as a compensation for the 
repeal of protective duties, and it is of, course a plain admission that 
the whole protective system is a system of bounties, becanse upon no 
other ground can gentlemen justity the substitution of the one tor the 
other; but, unfortunately, in the case of the imposition of protective 


duties there is no way in which the question of constitutionality can be | 


raised, for the law imposing them appears upon its face to be a law to 


raise revenue, and no court can inquire into the motives of Conyress as | 


a body or of any individual member who casts his vote for it. 

Here, however, we have an open, plain, andisguised provision in a 
tax law to take $8,000, 00U0! the money raised under it and pay it to pri- 
vate individuals, without any sort of compensation or any sortof contract, 


because no man obligates himselftoproducesugar. Itmighthedifferent | 


if the Governmentshould enterintoacontract with somebody by which 
the party of the second part agreed that he would produce a certain 
amount of sugar if the Government would pay him a certain amount 
of money. But this is purely gratuitous, and if the Government has 
aright to pay the manulacturer o! beet-sugar in Kansas 2 centsa pound 
upon all the suyar he produces, it has precisely the same right to pay 
him the whole cost of the sugar he produces, or buy it and distribute 
it gratuitously among the people of the country. I! it can pay a part, 
itcan pay all. Ifit can pay a part of the cost ot producing sugar, it 
can pay a part of or the whole cost of producing woolen goods and 
iron and steel or wheat or corn or any other product, and monopolize 
all those articles. 
DECISIONS OF THE COURTS. 

Mr. President, this question has been judicially decided from Cali- 
fornia to Maine, and in every instance decided one way. I will not 
undertake to read all the cases or even to state the circumstances 
under which each one arose, because that woald consume too much of 
the time of the Senate, and I have other questions to discuss if my 
strength and the time will permit. 

In 58 California Reports, page 639, in the case of People rs. Parks, 
the court said: 

_ To promote a public purpose by a tax levy upon the property in the State 
is within the power of the Legislature; but the Legislature has no power to 
impose taxes for the benetit of individua!s connected with a priv ute enterprise, 
even though the private enterprise might beneit the loca! public in a remote 
or collateral way. Legislative power of taxation is not illimitable. It can be 
used only in aid of a public objact—an object which is within the purpose for 
which governments are e-tablished. In the vigorous language of the supreme 


court of Pennsylvania, “the Legislature has no constitutional right to levy a 
tax, or to authorize any municipal corporation to do it” — 


I call the attention of Senators to this language: 
“ The Legislature has no constitutional right@o levy atax, or to authorize any 


Standing, taxes are burd: 8 or Charges itn posed by the Lewislat e€ upon persons 
or property to raise money for public purposes, orto a uplish some 
mentaiend. A tax fora private purpose is, to use the strong vet apt expression 


of Lowe, J., inthe Wapello County Case (13 lowa, 405), “ a solecism in language.” 


yovern- 


In 20 Michigan Reports, page 474, the court said, speaking of a valid 


It must be imposed for a public, not for a mere private purpose. Taxation is 
a mode of raising revenue for public purposes only, and, as is said in some of 
the cases, when it is prostituted to objects in no way connected with the public 


luterest or welfare it ceases to be taxation and becomes piunder 





In 24 Wisconsin, page 356— 

It is conceded 

Says the court— 
by all that a tax must be for a public,and not for a private purpose. If, there- 
fore, the Legislature attempts to take money from the people by legal compul- 
sion for a merely private purpose, that is not a tax, according to the essential 
meaning of the word; and, therefore, such a law is not, strictly speaking. un- 
constitutional, as being prohibited by any positive provi<ion of the constitu- 
tion, but is void, for the reason that it is beyo:d the scope of legislation. 

In Maine the Legislature, under the constitution of that State, sub- 
mitted to the judges ot the supreme court of the State the question 
whether or not it could pass a law authorizing the imposition of a tax 
upon a vote of the people for the purpose of encouraging certain indus- 
tries, and in response the judges gave their opinions seriatim, every one 
of them holding that such a law would be utterly void 

Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator allow me to ask what was the 
purpose of the tax in that case? 

Mr. CARLISLE, I will state it. 

Mr. SPOONER. I do not wish to interrupt the Senator. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Every one of the judges in able opinions held that 
such a law would be utterly void, but notwithstanding these opinions 
the Legislature of Maine passed the act, and it a terwards came betore 
the supreme courtof Maine toraljudication. Inanswer to the Senator 
from Wisconsin I will read the question submitted by the Leyislature: 


Has the Legislature authority under the constitution to pass laws enabling 


towns, by gifts of money or lownsof bonds, to assis! in lividu ils or corporations 


to establish or carry on manufacturing of various kin Is within or without the 
limits of said towns. (58 Maine Reports, Appendix, pace 59).) 

The precise question was whether the Legislature had the power to 
authorize the people to tax themselves for the purpose of encourag- 
ing theestablishment and operation of manuafactoriesamong themselves, 
and every judge of the court, without an exception, held that such a 
law would be void. These opinions are very able and exhanstive, but 
I will call attention to a few sentences only frum each one of them. 
The court consisted of a chief-justice and eight associate judges, and I 
quote first from the opinion of Chiet-Justice Appleton and Judzes Wal 
ton and Danforth. They say: 

Taxes are the enforced proportional contribution of each citizen and of his 
estate, levied by the authority of the state, forthe support of government and 
for all public needs Phey are the proverty of the citizen, taken from the citi- 
zen by the government, and they are to be disposed otf by it 

Again the judges say, and this is peculiarly applicable to the ques- 
tion we now have before us: 

Now the individual or corporation manufacturing will in the outset promise 
to be, and in the result will be, cither a judicious and giinful undertaking or 
an injadicionsand losing one. If the manufacturing be gaintul, there sce msto 


be no public purpose to »peaccomplished by assessing atax one 1ctint cilizens 
and coercing its colle lithe gains of -s4 ul enterprise. I[f the 
business bea losing one, it is not readily perceived what public or ge 


purpose is attained by taxing those who wou'd have re 


‘tion lo sw 





yernimen tal 


tived no share of the 


profits to pay for the low of an unprosp+rous manu‘acturer, whether arising 
from folly ineapacity,or other cause, The tax-pay should not be compelled 
to pay for the loss when he is deuieda share of the protit 

Suc!, a law may be for the benelit of the donee, but it can not be for that of 
the people. Grant this power to the Legisiature and let it be exer l,and all 
security for property isatanend. The motive to acquire is destroyed. The 
enjoyment of possession is taken away. The power to protect is gone 

: * . * s 

And what claim has manufacturing to such pre I over other branches of 
industry, commerce, trade, agriculture, and the m tnicarts? ‘I 
orable and beneticial pursuits, and the constitation of this State will be sea ied 
in vain to find any powers given tothe Legislacure tua ithorize towns and ties 
to discriminate against these employments 1 in favor of manufactu yin 

| the mater of taxation. (Jbid, page 603 

These judges further say: 

There is nothing of a public nature any more ig the manufactur to 
public gifts than the sailor. the mechanic, the | jan, or the farmer Our 
Government is based on equality of rights. Allhonestemployments are honor- 

| able. The state can not rightfully di<criminate among occupations, for a dis 
| crimination in favor of one brauch of industry isa discrimination a iverse to all 


other branches. The state is equally to protectall, giving no undue advantages 
or special and exclusive prefe rences to any. 
. = * * e . * 
No public exigency can require private spoliation for the private benefits of 
favored individuals, Ifthe citizen is protected in his property by the Consti- 
tution against the public, much more is he against private rapacity. 


Judge Dickerson said: 
The argument in support of the constitutionality of such a law is that the es- 
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tablishment of the business of manufacturing in a town or city promotes the 
public prosperity by increasing the value of private property, inviting in capi- 
tal and population, and furnisbing employment for the people. ar 
The direct purpuse of the proposed law is thus private in its character; it is 
to increase the means and improve the property of some, and furnish employ- 





ment to some, while the benefit, if any, to the public is only reflective, inci- 
dental, and nad 
* ¥ * > . 
And wha sim has manufacturing to such preference over other branches of 
dustry yminerce, trade, agriculture, and the mechanic arts? These are 


| pursuits, and the constitution of this State will be 
r any powers given tothe Legislature to authorize towns 
inate against these employments and in favor of manufact- 
ri in the matter of taxation 


against common rigut 


honorable and benefl« 
' ‘ 
BCA aati : 


n Lies to disecrin 


savs Judge Barrows 
and beyond the legitimate sphere of legislation to raise, under color of taxa- 
tion, any sums of me except those which are required to promote the ap- 
for which the Government was institated. 

nator will contend that this Government was insti- 
tuted for the purpose of producing sugar or supplying sugar or any 
other article of consumption to the people. It is not a governmental 
purpose; it is not an object which comes within the scope or the power 
of the Genet ment under the Constitution; and according to 
the decisions of the courts the authority to tax for that purpose does 
not belong to any government in this country, State or Federal, because 
it is contrary to the first principles upon which our institations them- 
, and does net depend upon questions of constitu- 
tional delegation or constitutional prohibition. It isthe same principle, 
stated by every writer upon civil government, from Locke down, that 
in afree c untry no department of the government can violate the fun- 
damental principles of the social compact by taking the private prop- 
erty of one man and donating it to another under the form of taxation 
or otherwise. 

The same judge said: 





ai Govern 


selves are founded 


Doubtless the specious butdeceptive claim of their advocates will be that they 
tend to promote the common welfare. Uutto know for a certainty that that 
claim can not be allowed we have only to look at the definition of the word 
common when used ia such connection 

“Common: Belonging to the public; having no separate owner; general; 
serving for the use of all; universal; belonging to all.’’ (Webster's Diction- 
ary.) 

it is to promote the common welfare as thusdefined that you have authority 
to iegislateand to raise money by taxation; and you can confer upon towns no 
delegated authority exceeding this. In fine, it isa principle that lies at the 
very foundation of all legitimate exercise of the power of taxation that the rev- 
enue shall be raised for public purposes alone, and not for private profit and 
advantage. This alone makes the distinction between lawful taxation and 
public plunder 

jut the subtie and sophistical argument of those who are seeking their own 
private advantage by the use of the public purse is that the successful establish- 
ment of a manufacturing business, though the profits inure to private individ- 
uals or corporations, is indirectly a benefit tothe community. But this is not 
an answer; itis simply a pretext for an evasion of the fundamental principle 
above stated. 

Judge Tapley said: 

These inquiries do not leave my mind entirely clear as to the information 
sought by them. If they relate to purely private enterprises, in no wise con- 
nected with public uses or the publicexigencies, I answer without hesitation in 
the negative. 

This conclusion is so clear to my mind and so free from all doubt that I can 
hardly persuade myself that the house of representatives really needed or de- 
sired the opinion of uny one upon the subject. 


Further along he says: 
Taxes should be imposed or levied for those purposes which properly consti- 


tute the public burden. They are levied to secure the performance of public 
duties and relieve public necessities. 


But, as I have already stated, notwithstanding the unanimous ad- 
verse opinions of the judges, given in response to its own interrogatory, 
the Legislature passed the act, and the question came before the court 
for adjudication in the case of Allen vs. Inhabitants of Jay, reported in 
60 Maine, page 124, In the course of its opinion the court said: 

A tax is a sum of money assessed under the authority of the State on the 
person or property of an individual for the use of the State. Taxation, by the 


very meaning of the term, implies the raising of money for public uses, and 
excludes the raising of it for private objects and purposes. 


On page 129 the court said, and I call the particular attention of our 
friends on the other side of the Chamber to this clear exposition of the 
effect of taxation: 

The idea seems to be that thereby capital would be created. But such is not 
the case. Capital is the savings of past earnings ready for productive employ- 
ment. The bonds of a town may enable the holder to obtain money by their 
transfer as he mightdo by that of any othergood note. Butnocapital is thereby 
created, It is only a transfer of capital from one kind of business to another. 

Nor is capital created by the raising of money by taxation. If the wealth of 
the country was increased by taxation, the result would be the higher the 
taxes the more rapid the increase of its wealth. But the reverse is the case. 

On page 130 the court said: 

Our Government is based on equality of right. 

The State can not discriminate xmong occupations, for a discrimination in 
favor of one isa discrimination adverse toall others. While the State is bound 
to protect all, it ceases to give that just protection when it affords undue ad- 
Vantages or gives special and exclusive preferences to particular individuals 
and particular and special industries at the cost and charge of the rest of the 
community. 

Unless there is something peculiar and transcendental in the new saw-mill 
to be removed and in the grist-mill to be erected— 


This was an attempt to pay a bounty in the form of bonds under the 
act of the Legislature, to aid a company in establishing a saw and grist 
mill— 
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and in the labor of Messrs. Hutchins and Lane, it must stand in the sa: 
gory with other saw-milis and grist-mills, which are,and have been, and \ 
built, and other laborious industries, which are pursued for private ga 
emolument. 

Again, on pages 132 and 133, the court said: 

Whether the estates of citizens are to be placed in the public treasury ( 
»urpose of dividing them, or of loaning them to those who have not a 
ated them, matters not. In either case the owner is despoiled of his « 

and his savings are confiscated. 

Ifthe loan be made to one or more for a particular object, it is fay 
It is a discrimination in favor of the particular individual and a pa 
industry thereby aided, and is one adverse to and against all individu 
industries not aided. 

If it is to be loaned to all, then it is practically a division of propert 
the name ofaloan. It is communism incipient, if not perfected, 


In 21 Pennsylvania State Reports, page 168, the court said: 


Neither has the Legislature any constitutional right to create a public d: 
to lay a tax, nor to authorize any municipal corporation to do it, in 
raise fands for a mere private purpose. Nosuch authority passed to t 
sembly by the general grant of legislative power. This would not be 
tion. Taxation is a mode of raising revenue for public purposes. Wh: 
prostituted to objects is no way connected with the public interests or \ 
it ceases to be taxation and becomes plunder. Transferring money fr: 
owners of it into the possession of those who have no title to it, thoug! 
done under the name and form of atax,is unconstitutional for all the res 


which forbid the Legislature to usurp any other power not granted to th 


But it has been argued (and here, perhaps, is the strain of the case) tlia 


will be taxation fora private purpose, because the money levied will be in 
handed over to a private corporation. I have conceded that a law autho 
taxation for any other than public purposes is void, and it can not be «: 
that a railroad company is a private corporation. 

The court held that while the principle was universally correct 
taxation cannot belawiully imposed for any other than a public purpos 
yetin that case the purpose was a public one, as it was imposed to pa 
subscription authorized by law toa railroad company, a public h 
way. The courts in some of the States, however, have held that « 
that could not be done, though the Supreme Court of the Un 
States has decided otherwise. in the United States circuit court J: 
Dillon says: 


So taxation to aid ordinary manufactories, or the establishment of privat: 
terprises, is a thing until recently quite unheard of; andthe power must | 
nied to exist, unless all limits to the appropriation of private property and 
power to tax be disregarded. 

This case is reported in 9 Kansas, page 689. 

In the case of Grim vs. Weissenberg School District, 57 Pa., 
speaking of the power of taxation (page 437), the court said: 

The power of taxation is a necessary and indispensable incident of gov: 
ment. Itaisohaslimits. but they are broadly marked and well defined. T): 
may be local and special, as well as general, it is entirely too late at this da) 
question. ; 

Yet an act of the Legislature authorizing contributions to be levied for a: 
private purpose, or for a purpose which, though public, is one in which | 
people from whom they are to be exacted have no interest, would not be a |. 
but a judicial sentence, and not within the legitimate scope of legislative 
thority. 


In the United States circuit court for the eastern district of Missou: 
Judge Treat, in deciding the case of Cole vs. Lagrange, said: 

The Supreme Court of the United States stated the clementai thought wide: 
lying American constitutional law when it declared that an attempt, throug! 
the guise of the taxing power, to take one man’s property for the private bene! 
of another is void, an act of spoliation, and nota lawful vse of legislative 
municipal functions. 

There have beenso many well considered cases in the United States courts a: 
in the State courts on this subject that it would be the work of supererogati 
to repeat their arguments. It must suffice that the weight of authority a.‘ 
a eoncur in holding bonds and coupons like these in question \ 

pint . 

Mr. BLAIR. May I ask the Senator a question at this point’ 

Mr. CARLISLE. Certainly. 

Mr. BLAIR. In our State they have always paid a bounty on crows 
for the purpose of preventing the destraction of the industry of agi 
culture. I should like to know whether if there could be taxation t» 
prevent the destruction of an industry, there may not also be taxes 
for the purpose of establishing one. 

Mr. CARLISLE. I suppose that the bounty paid in the State o 
New Hampshire for the destruction of crows inures to the benetit « 
everybody in that State or may inure to the benefit of everybody in thi.' 
State; and besides it is an expenditure for the protection of property, 
which is one of the principal purposes for which governments are esta))- 
lished. To protect private property from destruction is quite a difle: 
ent thing from paying money out of the public Treasury to assist pa 
ticular individuals in acquiring property. But the bounty paid to t! 
manufacturer of sugar out of money raised from taxation upon the pc 
ple of the whole United States can inure only to the benefit.of the p 
ple of those localities in the United States where sugar can be produce: 
Judge Cooley in one of the decisions te which I shal! now refer expres 
makes the distinction that the State may pay bounties to encour: 
men, for instance, to enlistin the Army and engage in the public defense 
or for the destruction of wolves or other wild animals which are danye: 
ous or injurious to the people or their property; and it is evident tha 
there is 4 broad and clear distinction which will occur to the mind « 
any lawyer at once between a bounty which will inure or may inur 
to the benefit of all the people of a country and a beunty which can ov! 
inure to the benefit of comparatively a few persons, 

The case decided by Judge Cooley, mentioned by me a moment ago i! 





response to the Senator from New Hampshire was The People vs. Sale', 





ert 





99 Michigan, 452. In the course of the decision that distinguished 
jurist said: 
' But it is mot in the power of the State,in my opinion,under the name of a 
pounty or under any othercover or subterfuge to furnish the capital to set private 
parties up in any kind of business, or to subsidize their business after they 
have entered upon it, A bounty law of which this is the real nature is void, 
whatever may be the pretense on which it may be enacted, The right to hold 
out pecuniary inducements to the faithful performance of public duty in danger- 
ous or responsible positions stands upon a different footing altogether; nor 
have [ any occasion to question the right to pay rewards for the destruction of 
wild beasts and other public pests; a provision of this character being a mere 
olice regulation, But the discrimination by the State between different classes 
ipstions, and the favoring of one at the expense of the rest, whether that 
one be farming or banking, merchandising or milling, printing or railroading, 
is not legitimate legislation, and it is an invasion of that equality of right and 
privilege which is a maxim in State government. When the door is once 
opened to it, there is no line at which we can stop and say with confidence that 
thus far we may go with safety and propriety, but no further. 

Every honest employment is honorabie; it is beneficial to the public; it de- 
serves encouragement, The more successful we can make it,the more does it gen- 
erally subserve the public good. But it is not the business of the State to make 
discriminations in favor of one elass against another, or in favor of one employ 
mentagainstanother. The State ean have no favorites. Its business is to pro- 
tect the industry of all, and to give all the benefits ofequal laws, It can notcom- 

Jan unwilling minority to submit to taxation in order that it may keep u 


I on 
its feet any business that can not stand alone. 
Elsewhere in the decision he says: 
By common consent, also, a large portion of the most urgent needs of society 


are relegated exclusively to the law of demand and supply. It is this in its 
natural operation and without the interference of the Government that gives us 
the proper proportion of tillers of the soil, artisans, manufacturers, merchants, 
and professional men, and that determines when and where they will give to 
society the benefit of their particular services. However great the need in the 
direction of any particular calling, the interference of the Government is not 
tolerated, because, though it might be supplying a public want, it is considered 
as invading the domain that belongs exclusively to private inclination and en- 
terprise. We perceive, therefore, that the term “ public purpose ” as employed 
to denote the objects for which taxes may be levied has no relation tothe urgency 
of the public need or to the extent of the public benefit which isto follow. It is, 
on the other hand, merely a term of classification to distinguish the objects 
which, according to settled usage, are left to private inclination, interest, or 
liberty. 

lt creates a broad and manifest distinction—one in regard to which there need 
be neither doubt nor difficulty—between public works and private enterprises ; 
bet ween the publie conveniences, which it isthe business of Government to pro- 
vide, and those which private interest and competition will supply whenever 
the demand is sufficient. 

The decision to which I now refer was rendered in the case of Parkers- 
burg vs. Brown, in 106 United Stdtes Supreme Court Reports, page 487, a 
case which came up from the Stateof West Virginia. The question arose 
under a law of the Legislature of that State authorizing the city ot 
Wheeling to issue bonds and loan money for the purpose of encourag- 
ing the establishment of manufacturing industries, and to take bonds 
and mortgages wpon the property to secure its repayment; and yet the 
Supreme Court held that it was utterly void. I ought to say that the 
city after a vote of the people actually issued bonds which had passed 
into the hands of third parties, and this suit was brought upon some 
of the coupons. The court said, among other things: ' 

Taxation to pay the bonds in question is not taxation fora public object. It 
is taxation wich takes the private property of one person for the private use 
of another person. 

It is not necessary to read further from this decision, because these 
two sentences distinctly state the principle upon which the judgment 
of the court was founded. 

In the case of Olcott vs. The Supervisors, in 16 Wallace, the Supreme 
Court of the United States said, in reviewing the judgment of the 
court below: 

The question considered by the court was not one of interpretation or con- 
struction. The meaning of no provision of the State constitution was consid- 
ered or declared. What was considered was the uses for which taxation gen- 
erally, taxation by any government, might be authorized, and particularly 
whether the construction and maintenance of a railroad, owned by a corpora- 
tion, isa matter of public concern. It was asserted (what nobody doubts) that 
the taxing power of a State extends no further than to raise money for a public 
use as distinguished from private, or to accomplish some end public in its nat- 
ure, and it was decided that building a railroad, if it be constructed and owned 
by a corporation, though built by authority of the State, is not a matter in 
which the public has any interest, etc. 

The court then restates the proposition which I have stated and 
read so often, that in order to sustain the validity of the act it must be 
judicially determined that the tax was imposed for a public purpose, 
and it held that the tax then in controversy was levied for a public 
purpose, and was therefore valid. 

The ease of The Loan Association vs. Topeka (20 Wall., 655) is a fa- 
miliar one, but I will call attention toa few extracts. The court said: 

Of all the powers conferred upon government that of taxation is most liable 
to abuse. iven @ purpose or object for which taxation may be lawfully used, 
and the extent of its exercise is in its very nature unlimited. 


If we once concede that it is within the constitutional power of Con- 
gress to impose a tax for the purpose of raising money to pay a bounty 
for the production of sugar, it follows inevitably that it is within the 
constitutional power of Congress to raise money by taxation to pay 
bounties upon every other article produced in this country. No limit 
can be fixed ani all the property in the country will be at the mercy 
of the taxing power. The court then cites what was said by Chief- 
Justice Marshall in Maryland vs. McCulloch, that the power to tax was 
the power to destroy, and proceeds as follows: 


It is true that express limitation on the amount of tax to be levied or the 
things to be taxed may be imposed by constitution or statute, but in most in- 


| 
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stances for which taxes are levied, as the support of government, the prosecu- 
tion of war, the national defense, any limitation is unsale. 





entire resources 








of the peopie should in some instances be at the disposal of the government 

The power to tax is, therefore, the strongest, the most pervading of all the 
powers of government, reaching directly or indirectly to all classes of the peo- 
ple. 

To lay— 

Says the court 
with one hand the pow of the Government on the property of the citizen, 
and with the other to bestow 1 favored individua!s to aid private enter- 
prises and build up private fortunes, is none the less a robbery because it is done 
under the forms of law and is « i xa Phis is not legislation. Itisa 
decree under legislative forms 

Nor is it taxation A ‘‘tax,”’ says Webster's Dictionary, “is arate or sum of 
money assessed on the person or property of a citizen by government for the 
use of the nation or state.’ laxes are burdens or charges imposed by the 
legislature upon persons or property to raise money for public purpo 

Then the court said: 

We have established, we think, bevond cavil that there can be no lawful tax 
which is not laid for a public purpos It may not be easy to draw line in 
all cases so as to decide what is a pu purpose in th se and what is not. 


hold that 


a governe- 


s bound to 


But it says that whenever the line is ¢ 
i for a public purpose, 


IS IMposer 
mental purpose. 
In the cases of Brewer Brick Company rs. 


Inhabi 


Inhabitants of Bre 


ants ot Lisbon, both reported in 


wer, 


62 Maine, pages 62 and 451, the court held that the Legislature could 
not constitutionally confer upon towns the power to encourage manu- 
facturing establishments by exempting them from taxation; and in 
Hooper vs. Emery, reported in 14 Maine, 375, ic was decided that a 
town could not distribute gratuitously among its inhabitants money 
which it had received on deposit from the State. In this last case the 


Legislature had passed an act loaning to the vai town 
received by the State under the act of ¢ 
tributing the surplus public money 


the money 
3, 1836, dis- 
al States, and the 


ODYTeSS ¢ pune 


among the seve 


| town of Biddeford undertook to donate its shareof the fund to the peo- 


pleofthetown. While thequestion presented was not the 
I am now discussing, the court in its opinion express! 
principles upon which I rely. 

Mr. President, this proposition as it stands is to pay money out of the 
common Treasury to comparatively a very few individualsin the country 
for the purpose of making their private business profitable. The 
in Kentucky and Maryland and many other States of the I 
bracing within their limits three-fourths perhaps of ou 


prec 
sanctioned the 


ise one 


people 


nion, em- 


r area, are just 
as effectually excluded from all participation in the benefits of this 
bounty as if the law had said in terms that it should not be paid to 


them, because they can not produce the sugar a 


1d n »bod y expects they 
ever will produce it. 


THE “GENERAL WELFARE CLAUSE”’ NOT 


JUDGE STORY 


A SUBSTANT 
"8 OPINION 


tA} } yy 
ivi RA ‘ WEI 


My conclusion from this proposition—the proposition itself being 
indisputable—is that it is not a bounty to promote the general welfare 
in avy legal or constitutional sense, but only the welfare of particular 
individuals in certain localities,and therefore is not authorized by the 
Constitution even if it be assumed that Congress possesses a power to 
appropriate money wider and more comprehensive in its scope than the 
power to legislate over the subject for which the money is appropriated. 
But I deny absolutely that Congress can raise money by taxation upon 
the people and expend it constitutionally for the promotion of tix 
general welfare except substantially in execution of the enumerated 
powers contained in the Constitution. If the purpose for which th 
money is appropriated is one in no way connected with the execution 
ofa delegated power, the act is null and void. Judge Story,who wa 
not a Democrat nor a State rights advocate nor astrict constructionist, 
says that the clause of the Constitution should be understood as if it 
read— 


The Congress shall have power to lay and collect taxes, duties nposts, and 
excises, in order to provide for the common defense and ge sl welf of t 
United States. 

He says in section 909: 

Ifthe clause ‘‘to pay the debts and provide for the common defense ani gen 
welfare of the United States” is construed to be an independent and subst tive 
grant of power, it not only renders wholly unimportant and unne 
subsequent enumeration of specific powers, but it plainly extends far beyond 





them and creates a genera! authority in Congress to pass al! law h thie 
may deem for the common defense and general welfare 
e . eS . > 

Under such circumstances the Constitution would pra« all 
limited National Government The « 1erated ‘ vou 
barrassment and confusion, since they would only give r to « 
true extent of the general power or of the enumerated p 

And in section 910 he says 

* * ¢ For what purpose could the enumeration of particular powers 


serted if these and al! others were meant to be included in the pre 
eral power? Nothing is more natural 
phrase, and then to qualify it by a recital of particulars, But the 
enumeration of particular powers whi h neitherexplain nor qua 
meaning, and can have no other effect than to confound and m 
surdity which no one ought to charge on theenlightened authors of the ¢ 
tution. It would be to charge them either with premeditated folly « 
tated fraud. 


So Judge Story holds, and Judge Cooley and every ot nen 
tator upon the Constitution holds, that this is not a distinct and sub 


ed 
or common than first to use a era 
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stantive grant of power, and so far as I know no lawyer has ever yet 
ventured to contend in a respectable court of justice in this country 
that it was a distinct grant of powcr, or anything else except a limita- 
tion upon the power to tax. The only open question, therefore, is not 
whether this is a distinct delegation of power. a power oi legislation 
separate and distinct from the enumerated powers, but whether Con- 
gress may raise money by taxation and after the money is raised ap- 
propriate it for the accomplishment of an object over which it has no 
power of legislation. But in this instance Congress not only appro- 
priates the money, but it legislates. If we had no internal-revenue 
system already in existence, the payment of this bounty would involve 
the establishment of a department or bureau composed of officers and 
employ(s charged with the duty of administering the law. 

i-ven as it is the payment of the bounty involves the emplovment of 
an additional force and the establishment of regulations by statute 
and by the Treasury Department for the ascertainment of the sugar 
which is entitled to bounty. and for the distribution of the money 
alterwards, and in order to protect the Government against fraud the 
bill imposes penalties for the violation o! its provisions. It is not even 
like the case of a mere appropriation of money tor a benevolent or char- 
itable purpose, which, in my opinion, is not authorized by any proper 
construction of the Constitution; but this has been the practice of the 
Government for so long a time that such measures now pass substan- 
tially without question. But this is a new depariure, and it becomes 
our duty here and now to discuss and decide whether or not Congress 
has this power, for if it has, we are about to enter upon a field of leg- 
islation and appropriation unlimited in extent. The line can be drawn 
nowhere. 

If it is constitutional and expedient and just to tax the people for 
the purpose of raising money to pay bounties to the manufacturers ot 
sugar, it is equaily constitutional, equally expedient, and equally just 
to tax the people for the purpose of raising money to pay bounties for 
the production of corn, wheat, rve, woolen goods, iron and steel, and 
every other article that can be produced in this country—more in fact 
in these latter cases thanin the tormer, becuase these are articles which 
can be produced ail over the country and therefore the people of the 
whole United States would have at least an opportunity to participate 
in the bounties paid on them. 


RECIPROCITY —PEIMPOSTION OF DUTIES—TRANSFERRING TAXING POWER TO THE 


EXECUTIVE, 

Mr. President, having put sugar upon the free-list and provided for the 
payment of a bounty out of the public Treasury to the manufacturers 
of that article, this bill as it passed the Senate and as it is reported back 
from the committee of conference threatens to reimpose a duty upon 
that article, or, to speak more accurately, threatens to authorize the 
President by executive decree to reimpose a duty upon that article, 
unless the governments of the sugar-producing countries os this hem- 
isplere shall say something on paper which will be satisfactory to his 
excellency. It is proposed not to enact a Jaw which shall take effect 
upon the happening or not happening of a particular event or upon the 
occurrence of a particular tact specified and defined in the law itself, 
which I concede may be done, but it is a proposition to confide to the 
judgment and discretion or caprice of the President alone the deter- 
mination not merely of certain facts unspecified and undefined in the 
law, but the result and effect of those unspecified and undefined facts 
and circumstances, 

This proposition is to confide to the President thé sole and exclusive 
right to impose or to suspend and reimpose duties upon sugar, coffee, 
tea, and hides at his own discretion and upon his own judgment that 
the governments of the countries producing these articles do or do not 
impose unegual and anreasonable restrictions upon products imported 
from this country into those countries. In other words, the very foun- 
dation upon which the imposition, suspension, or reimposition of duties 
depends, instead of being defined and established by a Congressional 
enactment, is left to the President subject to no present lawiul control 
or influence. 

Brazil, for instance, may remove certain restrictions now existing, 
and the President may hold that this is sufficient to justify him ander 
the law in refusing to reimpose duties upou sugar and coffee imported 
from that country; but Spain may remove precisely the same restric- 
tions and the President will have a right under this law to reimpose 
duties upon its sugar and coffee, if there be any coffee imported into 
this couutry from the Spanish po-sessions on this hemisphere. The 
President may determine that what has been done by a particular na- 
tion removes unreasonable and unequal restrictions upon our products, 
and therefore may refuse to reimpose duties on its sugar or coffee, or he 
may determine that what has been done by a certain government does 
not remove what he considers unjust and uvreasonable restrictions, and 
therefore he mav impose duties, when Congress, if it had the subject 
in its own hands, might say that the country had done all that itought 
to do and that the duties ought not to be imposed. The whole power 
over this question, except the mere rate of duty to be imposed, is lodged 
by this bill in the hands of the Executive. 

The case read by the Senator trom Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] yesterday 
was one with which most of us are familiar, the case of the brig Au- 
rora, which arose under the embargo laws of 1809. The language of 
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the statute in that case was quite comprehensive, I admit, yet the jay 
itself provided, not that the President should remove or estab); . 
embargo under any given state of circumstances, but that when 
circumstances existed and the President made his proclamation t 

itself declared that the embargo should cease. Moreover, as | s,\( 
yesterday aiternoon in a briet colloquy with the Senator from Oh 
Supreme Coart did not discuss that question at all in its decisiun. 
simply said: 

On the second point we can see no sufficient reason why the Legislature « 
not exercise its discretion in reviving the act of March I, 1809, either ex, 
or conditionally as their judgment should direct. The nineteenth sex 
that act declared that it should continue in force toa certain time and no |o 
and could not restrict their power of extending its operation without | 
tion upon the occurrence of any subsequent combination of events. 

The syllabus says: 

The Legislature may make revival of the act dependent upon a future even; 
and that event be made known by proclamation. 

And that is all the court said upon this subject. 

Although the tollowing quotation trom Judge Cooley has been read 
once during this debate, | will read it again, because in my judgment it 
states accurately in a very compact form the true rule of law upon this 
subject: 

One of the settled maxims in constitutional law is, that the power con ferre| 
upon the Legislature to make laws can noi be delegated by that department og 
any other body orauthority, Where the sovereign power of thestate h s| Pa 
the authority, there it must remain; and by the constitutional agency ajone ti, 8 
jaws must be made until the constitution itself is changed. 

And again, speaking of conditional legislation, he says: 


The event or change of circumstances on which a law may be made | 
effect must be such as, in the judgment of the Legislature, affects the ques 
ot the expediency of the law, an event on which the expediency of the 
the opinion of the lawmakers depends. On this question of expedien 
Legisiature must exercise itsown judgmentdefinitively and finally. Whe: ww 2 
is made to take effect upon the happening of such an event the Legislature . 
effect, declared the law inexpedient ifthe eventshould not happen, but ex; t bay 
if itshould happen. They appeal to no other man or men to judge for th: , 
relation to its presentor future expediency. They exercise that power 
seives, and then perform the duty which the constitution impuses upon th 


I said yesterday and I repeat to-day that if this act provided 
when certain th gs happened a certain rate of duty should be imposed 
upon coffee, tea, sugar, and hides it would be a valid exercise of |: 
lative power, but in order to make it so Congress itself must specily 
the particu ar thing which is to happen, must state the emergency 0: 
the contingency upon which the duty is to be reimposed; and it wa. 
leave to the President the power and duty to ascertain whether that 
particular thing has happened or whether that particular emergeucy 
or contingency has occurred, but not, as in this case, leave to him tic 
whole power and discretion to determine whether certain things | 
been done or not, and if they have been done what their effects ar 
and whether in view of those effects he ought or ought not to im; 

a duty. 

The amendment offered by the Senator from Maine [Mr. Hate) 
was subetantially correct in this particular, but not so the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] and 
adopted by the Senate and conference committee. 

Mr. MORGAN. It was reported by the Committee on Finance 

Mr. CARLISLE. 
ator from Rhode Island as the representative of the Committee « 
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Mr. MORGAN. But it was reported by the committee. 
Mr. CARLISLE. It was not reported with the bill; it was reporte: : 


afterwar's. 3 


Mr. MORGAN. Yes, it was reported afterwards. 
RECIPROCITY A MISNOMER—THE BILL IS RETALIATORY. 


Mr. CARLISLE. Mr. President, the provision which was tir 
adopted by the Senate and now stands in the bill is not reciprocity, n 
does it propose reciprocity in any justor propersense. It is retaliation 
pure and simple, and no form of words can disguise its trae charac' 
Coffee, tea, and hides have been upon the tree-list under our jaws | 
many years; and they were placed there for the benefitof our own peu 
ple, and not as an act of favoritism or friendship for any foreign cou 
try producing those articles. 

Sugar and molasses were upon the free-list in this bill as it ca 
from the House of Representatives and in the bill as it now stan: 
and they were put there upon the sole and distinct ground that 
would be beneficial to our own people, the consumers of these articles 
withoutany reierence whatever to the question of reciprocity with oth 
nations, or retaliation upon other nations, or retaliation upon our own 
people, for this is, in fact, a proposition to retaliate upon our own peo! 
by imposing a duty of 10 cents a pound upon tea, 3 cent; a pound 
upon coffee, and trom 35 to 59 per cent. upon sugar, unless China and 
Japan, and brazil and Spain, and other nations shall do certain thin 
over which our consumers have no control and over which their re} 
resentatives in Congress have no control. It was said in the report 0! 
the Committee on Ways and Means: 


So large a proportion of our sugar is imported that the home production 
sugar does not materially affect the price, and the duty is therefore a tax, wiiic! 
is added to the price not only of the imported, but of the domestic product, 
which is not true of daties imposed on articles produced or made here su’ 
stantially to the extent of our wants. 


It was proposed first in the Senate by the Sen- 3 
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of woolen goods. Otthisabout $100,000, 000 worth at the prices at which 
they are sold in our markets are imported, leaving $275,000,000 worth 
of domestic prodaction. We do not, therefore, produce woolen goods 
substantially to toe extent of our wants, and some kinds of woolen 

ods that are imported subject to duty we do not produce at all; yet 
upon this argument the bill puts sugar upon the free-list, and largely 
increases the duties upon woolen goods. It puts suyar upon the free- 
list according to this argument because we do not produce as much as 
we want, and it puts tin-plate and block vin upon the dutiable-list be- 
cause we do not produce any. But the report proceeds: 


In 1899 the duties collected on imported sugar and molasses amounted to 
$55,975,610, Add to this the increase of price of domestic sugar arising from 
the duly— 

A confession not often made by our protectionist friends— 


and it is clear that the duty on sugar and molasses made the cost of the sugar 
and molasses consumed by the people of this country at least $54,000,000, or 
about $1 for each man, woman, and child in the United States, more than 
it would have been if no such duties had been levied and the domestic prod- 
uct had remained the same. ° 

Mr. President, there is no suggestion here, nor was there any sug- 

tion from the Committee on Financeof the Senate when the bil! was 
reported to this body, that sugar, or coffee, or tea, or hides were placed 
upen the free-list with a view of securing reciprocity, but they were 
put there solely because Senators upon the otter side adopted what 
they have often denominated ‘‘ the tree-trade idea,’’ that it would be 
beneficial to our consumers to have them cheaper than they would be 
it subject to duty. 
THE BILL REPEALS THE ONLY RECIPROCITY AGREEMENT WE HAVE—THE TREATY 

WITH THE HAWAIIAN ISLANDS, 

Now. it 1s proposed to enter upon a system of reciprocity or retalia- 
tion and have these duties reimposed, and this so-called policy o! reci- 
procity is to be inaugurated by abrogating the only reciprocity treaty 
we now have with any country in the world and repealing the act of 
Congress passed to carry it into effect. It is to be inauyurated by ab- 
rogating the reciprocity treaty with the Hawaiian Islands and instantly 
repealing the law of Congress which was passed in 1476 to carry it into 
effect. This bill as it came from the House proposed to, ive that treaty 
by a provision that nothing in it should be held to impair the force or 
effect of any existing treaty with a foreign coantry, a provision similar 
to that contained in the eleventh section of the tariff act of 1483; but 
the Senate Finance Committee struck it out and the House receded in 
conference, so that the bill comes back here to us abrogating abso- 
lutely and without notice to the Sandwich Islands the only reciprocity 
treaty we now have in existence. 

I allude to this to show how sincere our friends are in their proposi- 
tion to have reciprocity with the sugar and coffee producing countries 
of the world. This reciprocity treaty is with a country which contains 
less than one hundred thousand people, and while it has been of great 
benefit to them it has been of some benefit at least to us, which is 
more, I fear, than can be said of any reciprocity likely to result from ar- 
trangements with some of the countries south of us. By the terms of 
that treaty agricultural implements, animals, beef, bacon, pork, hams, 
and all fresh preserved meats, boots and shoes, grain, flour, meal, bran, 
bread and breadstuffs ot all kinds, butter, cheese, lard, tallow, and a 
long list of other articles, many of which are produced by our farmers 
and others by our manufacturing industries, were admitted to the Sand- 
wich Islands free of duty; and these hundred thousand people living 
on these islands in the sea have taken from this country more ot its 
agricultural products under this treaty than have been taken by some 
of the countriessouth of uscontaining three millions of people, although 
we do now and have for years admitted more than 90 per cent. of their 
products into our ports free of duty. 

Mr. President, this great scheme of reciprocity, so called, of retalia- 
tion in fact, is‘advocated by its originators upon the ground that it will 
afford our agriculturists a market for their products in foreign coun- 
tries. 

Mr. MORGAN. Before the Senator from Kentucky leaves the Ha- 
waiian treaty I should like to cal! his attention toa supplementary con- 
vention between the United States of America, etc., and the King 
of Hawaii, proclaimed on the 6th of December, 1884, in which this treaty 
of which he speaks was extended for another period. 

Mr. CARLISLE. For seven years. 

Mr. MORGAN. It was extended forseven years; and Hawaii, in 
order to secure that, ceded this additional provision of article 2 to us: 


His Majesty the King of the Hawaiian Islands grants to the Government of 
the United States the exclusive right to enter the harbor of Pear! River,in the Isl- 
and of Oahu, and toestablish and maintain there acoaling and repair station for 
the use of vessels of the United States, and to that end the United States may 
capeare the entrance to said harbor and do all other things needful to the pur- 


pose 

That was a very important concession in favor of the United States. 

Mr. CARLISLE. I was aware of that, and besides that the original 
treaty provided expressly that it should remain in force for seven years, 
and for the further period ot twelve months after either party should 
give notice of its desire to terminate it, Now it is proposed in this hill, 
without a moment’s notice to the Government of the Hawaiian Islands, 
to abrogateabsolutely the treaty and repeal the law passed by Congress 
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Why, Mr. President, we consume annually about $375, 100,000 worth | to carry it into effect, so that goods imported from that country will be 


at once subject todaty. If Hawaii were a great nation like some of 
the nations of Europe we would scarcely venture to do this, but we 
can do very much as we please with less than a hundred thousand 


| people on the Sandwich Islands. 


Mr. MORGAN. We can not do as we please with the people on the 
Pacific coast, however. 

Mr. CARLISLE. They will pass their judgment upon this meas- 
ure hereaiter. I refer to it only for the purpose of showing the utter 
inconsistency of Senators who have by their votes sustained thisso-called 
reciprocity proposition which came trom the Committee on Finance, 
looking to the establishment of reciprocal arrangements with the sugar 
and coftee producing conntries to the south of us, when they at the same 
time vote to abrogate the only reciprocity treaty we have with a sugar- 
producing country, or any other country. 


THE RECIPROCITY PROVISION DELUSIVE—NO NEW OR VALUABLE 
AGRICULTURAL PRODUCTS, 


MARKETS FOR 


Mr. President, in view of the fact that this so-called reciprocity is ad- 
vocated upon the ground that it is to benefit the agricultural producers 
in this country, it may not he out of place to take a brief survey of the 
markets of the world in which our farmer sell their surplus products, 
and see wherethey go. Let usascertain, if we can, what market would 
be furnished tor the agricultural products of the United States by the 
countries to the south of us, to which this so-called reciprocity is ex- 
pressly confined. We have had very little trade with them, so far as 
exports are concerned, in any kind of articles, notwithstanding the tacts 
that we have imported very largely from nearly every one of them, and 
that our laws aimit more than 90 per cent. of their products here tree 
of duty; they bave not taken our agricultural products tor the simple 
reason that they produce substantially all they requirestor their own 
use, and do not need ours. 

This trade has beenso much on one side, notwithstanding our free 
admission of their products, that Mr. Blaine says we have actually lost 
about $142,000,000 in a single year on account ofit. Who has lost it, 
Mr. President? The Government of the United States does not trade 
with the Governments of South America or with the Government of any 
other country. The trade is carried on by the peoples of the various 
countries, and it is carried on because it is mutually beneficial to them. 
If anybody has actually lost $142,000,0 0 or any other amount in 
trade with South America it was the merchants and othersot the United 
States who are engaged in that trade. Ne' ty else could lose it orany 
part of it, because nobody else had any inte. st in the transaction. 

It is incredible that the skillful and enterprising merchants of the 
United States have continued to carry on a trarle, and are still contin- 
uing to carry on a trade, in which they lose every year outof theirown 
pockets $142,000,000. Nor do we pay $142,000,000 in gold or any 
other kind of currency out of our own country, as Mr. Blaineand others 
of his school of political economists are constantly contending. We 
pay for our imports with the products of our farms, our forests, and 
our mines and fisheries that are exported and sold in the countries of 
Earope where our best markets are located. Ii we had undertaken to 
pay out of our own store of gold here at home $142, 000,000 in any one 
year to the countries of South America or avy other country it would 
have produced such financial disturbances at home as would have been 
disastrous to all our commercial and industrial interests, and Mr. Blaine 
knows it, or ought to know it. 

We sold over $200,000,000 worth of products, mainly agricultural 
products, in Great Britain, during the year to which Mr. Blaine reters, 
more than we purchased from that country, and when our people 
bought the sugar and coffee and other articles that our consumers 
needed from South America, they drew drafts upon the proceeds of 
these sales of our agricultural products in Europe and thus paid for 
what we were compelled to buy. If we had notsent these products to 
Europe and sold them there so as to have the gold on deposit in the 
banks to meet our drafts we could not have purchased the coffee, sugar, 
and other articles which our people needed, because we could not have 
paid the money for them. 

So the true measure of the value of our trade is not the amount 
which we send to any particular country to the south or to the north 
of us, but what we send to all the countries of the world and upon 
the proceeds of which we can draw to pay for what we want. 


OUR AGRICULTURAL EXPORTS TO VARIOUS COUNTRIES COMPARED. 


We exported in the year 1889 $16,616,000 worth of livecattle. Eng- 
land and Scotland alone took $16,189,000 worth of them, or nearly all; 
Cuba took $314 worth; Porto Ricotook none. All South America took 
$54,410 worth. We exported $453,000 worth of barley, and England, 
Scotland, and Ireland took $616,000 worth; Mexico took $3,000 worth; 
Cuba took none; Porto Rico none. AllSouth America took $52 worth. 
We exported 69,592,000 bushels of corn, of which England Scotland, 
and Ireland took over 41,000,000 bushels; Mexico took 194,000 bushels, 
Cuba took 145,000 bushels, Porto Rico took 3,U0U bushels, and all Soath 
America took 314,000 bushels. 

We exported a little over 10,000,000 pounds of oatmeal, and England 
and Scotland took 9,640,000 pounds; Mexico, 10,000 povnts; Cuba 
took none; Porto Rico took none; all Sonth America took 1,400 pounds, 
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We exported 46,414,129 bushels of wheat, and England, Scotland, and 
Ireland took 31,568,506 bushels; France took 7,655,176 bushels; Por- 


tuga! nearly 2,000,000; Mexico, 2,280 bushels; Cuba took 30 bushels; 
Porto Rico took none. All South America took 812,821 bushels. 

Of wheat flour we exported 9,374,803 barrels, of which England, 
Scotland, and Ireland took 4,271,344 barrels; Mexico, 183,318 barrels; 
Cuba, 243,151 barrels; Porto Rico, 129,946 barrels; and all South 
America took 932,617 barrels, out of nearly nine and a half millions. 

Our total exports of hops amounted to 12,589,262 pounds, of which 


England alone took 11,386,087 pounds; Mexico, 6,599 pounds; Cuba, 
2,107 pounds; Porto Rico, 2,510 pounds; and all South America, 
15,152 pounds, 

Of canned beef, which is an important article of export, gur total 
exports were 51,025,254 pounds, and England, Scotland, and Ireland 
took 37,333,528 pounds; France, 3,544,998 pounds; Germany, 2,266,- 
793 pounds; Quebec, Ontario, Manitoba, and the Northwest Territory 
lying to the north of us, with which we are to have no reciprocity, 
took Mexico took 20,234 pounds; Cuba took 1,116 
pounds; Porto Rico took 960 pounds; and all South America took 109, - 
877 pounds. ‘The total exports of fresh beef were 137,895,391 pounds, 
of which England and Seotland took 137,286,553 pounds, nearly the 
whole of it, being all except 508,838 pounds; Mexico took 28,465 
pounds; Cuba took 2,515 pounds; Porto Rico took none, and all South 
America took none—nota pound out of nearly 138,000,000 pounds that 
weexported. Of salted beef we exported 55,006,391 pounds, and Eng- 
land and Scotland alone took 31,781,119 pounds; France took 1,597,- 
691; Germany, 2,422,775; Mexico, 12,318; Cuba, 75,500; Porto Rico, 
47,400, and all South America 642,208 pounds, out of more than 55,- 
000,000 pounds. 

Our total exports of tallow were 77,844,555 pounds, of which Eng- 
land, Scotland, and Lreland took 34,858,526 pounds; France, 2,478,399 
pounds; Germany, 1,279,614 pounds; The Netherlands, 28,321,849 
pounds; Mexico, 5,602,415 poands; Cuba, 62,792 pounds; Porto Rico, 
8,684 pounds, and all the South American countries took only 167,931 
pounds, 

We exported 64,410,845 pounds of pickled pork, of which England 
and Scotland took 14,912,087 pounds; Quebec, Ontario, Manitoba, and 
the Northwest Territory took 16,359,233 pounds; Newfoundland and 
Labrador, 2,993,901 pounds; the British West Indies, 8,003,173 pounds; 
British Guiana, 3,255,470 pounds; Mexico, 2,038 pounds; Cuba, 713,200 
pounds; Porto Rico, 2,871,400 pounds, and all South America took 
512,290 pounds, 

During the same fiscal year, 1889, we sold abroad 357,377,399 pounds 
of bacon, and of this England and Scotland took 299,796,456 pounds; 
Quebec, Ontario, Manitoba, and the Northwest Territory took 28,556, - 
591 pounds; Sweden and Norway, 3,632,824 pounds; Mexico, 80,497 
pounds; Cuba, 3,521 pounds; Porto Rico, 784 pounds, and all South 
America purcha-ed from us only 1,091,561 pounds. 

Of hams we exported in thesame year 42,847,247 pounds. England 
and Scotland took 34,766,806 pounds; Quebec, Ontario, Manitoba, and 
the Northwest Territory took 1,908,868 pounds; Mexico, 9,645 pounds; 
Cuba, 3,319,956 pounds; Porto Rico, 540,186 pounds, and all the coun- 
tries of South America took 778,354 pounds. 

Our total exports of cheese amounted to 84,999,828 pounds, of which 

72,304,393; Quebec, Ontario, Manitoba, and 


5,939, 965 pounds; 


England and Scotland took 7 
the Northwest Territory, 10,829,027 pounds; Mexico, 69,367 pounds; 
Cuba, 55,695 pounds; Porto Rico, 118,363 pounds, and all South Amer- 
ies, 247,097 pounds. 

We exported and sold abroad 318,242,990 pounds of lard, of which 
England, Scotland, and Ireland took 165,139,325 pounds; Denmark, 
11,256,296 pounds; France, 29,326,634 pounds; Germany, 48,664,002 
pounds; Quebec, Ontario, Manitoba, and the Northwest Territory, 
12,903,391 pounds; Mexico, 1,363,539 pounds; Cuba, 30,096,838 
pounds; Porto Rico, 3,101,652 pounds, and all South America, 16,- 
635, 488 pounds, 

We exported 15,504,978 pounds of butter, and England and Scotland 
took 7,454,107 pounds of this; France, 973,815 pounds; British West 


Indies, 1,550,952 pounds; Mexico, 128,784 pounds; Cuba, 112,209 
pounds; Porto Kkico, 68,425 pounds, and all South America, 965,428 
pounds 


Our exports of clover seed were 34,253,157 pounds. Belgium took 
of this 1,054,163 pounds; Dewmark, 1,001,170 pounds; French Posses- 
sions, 10,598,140; England, Scotland, and Ireland, 6,624,373 pounds, 
Quebec, Ontario, Manitoba, and the Northwest Territory, 4,332,092 
pounds; Mexico, none; Cuba, 34,025 pounds; Porto Rico, none, and ail 
South America, 2,525 pounds. 

This long and, I fear, somewhat tedious statement shows that our 
markets for agricultural products in these countries with which alone 
we are to be allowed to have reciprocity under this bill is utterly in- 
significant, so small that it does not affect to any extent whatever the 
prices of our agricultural products at home or abroad, notwithstanding 
the fact, which I repeat again, that we have for years admitted more 
than 90 per cent. of their products here free of duty. 

LOSING OUR FOREIGN MARKETS, 

We have refused to take wool from the Argentine Republic except 

upon the payment of a high duty, and they are converting their sheep 
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pastures into wheat fields and sending their products to the ma 
Europe to compete with ours, In 1530 the United States, Russ 
Australia, and the Argentine Republic sold in the European 
208,987,072 bushels of wheat, and our share of this trade was 
per cent. ; but in 1887 the same countries sold 187,210,303 bus! 
our share was less than 48 per cent. Our exports of this a: 
constantly decreasing, not only relatively, but actually. Th 
result of the policy which we have adopted here, and which | 
extends, of imposing high rates of duty upon the articles wh 
countries want to sell us, thus inaugurating a commercia 
compelling our farmers to pay all its expenses, because r 
whatever may be its form, whether by the imposition of i: 
duties or by laws and regulations expressly imposng restricti: 
the sale or importation of our commodities, must fall most h 
the farmer, whose products usually constitute about 75 per « 
total exports. 

Mr. ALDRICH. 
a question ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. BLACKBURN in the chai 
the Senator from Kentucky yield to the Senator from Rhode | 

Mr. CARLISLE. Certainly. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I should like to understand exactly the 
contention in this regard, whether it is that we have no part 
markets of South America or whether there are no markets th 
existence, 


Would it interrupt the Senator if I should 


IN FAVOR OF REAL RECIPROCITY. 


Mr. CARLISLE. I assert there are no markets there for ou 
cultural products and never will be; bat the Senator must not 
derstand me. Iam not taking a position against fair and p: 
ciprocal trade with the countries of South America or any otl: 
try, but I am contending that the pretense, if Senators will ex 
expression, that the reciprocity now suggested is for the beneiit 
farmers isa false pretense; that it can benefit only the produ 
manutactured articles in this country, these being substantia 
only kind of articles the people of South America need from a!) 

In the first place, I do not think any Senator upon that side 
Chamber seriously contemplates that this reciprocity clause wi! 
be executed in any form whatever. I do not believe any Senat 
that sideot the Chamber would be willing to tell the people of this 
try that he really expects the President of the United States to | 
aduty of 10 cents a pound upon tea, 3 cents a pound upon coffe: 
from 35 to 59 per cent. ad valorem upon sugar, in order to coer 
countries of China and Japan and Spain and Brazil and others to 
into reciprocal arrangements with us. 

Mr. BLAIR. May | ask the Senator a question? 

Mr. CARLISLE. Certainly. Fi 

Mr. BLAIR. I understood the Senator to say that he did not ‘ 
this proposed reciprocity would assist the farmers of the countr) 
that it would help the manufacturers. I should like to ask him 
opinion as to its being of substantial assistance to the manulact 
interest. 

Mr. CARLISLE. I have said that in my opinion it will assist t 


to some extent, and that I was not opposing a proper reciprocity, }ut ; 
was endeavoring to expose the unsubstantial character of the gro @ 
upon which this partial and restricted reciprocity is advocated. bs 

Mr. BLAIR. I wish to ask another question, but I understand | pt 


Senator upon that point that he thinks this proposed reciprocity FS 
the states south of us. may be of substantial assistance to the n 
facturers of the country. 


THIS RECIPROCITY BENEFICIAL TO NO DOMESTIC INTEREST. 


Mr. CARLISLE. Reciprocity with the countries of South Am 
will be of no substantial benefit to our manutacturers unless if 
companied by a stipulation that the privileges accorded to us a: 
to be‘granted to any other country, because if they are still left fr 
admit the goods from Germany, France, and England, which are n 
{actured from free raw materials, upon the same terms that they a 
ours, we shall stand in the markets of South America precisely \ 
we stand now, unable to compete with those productions, If w: 
not compete in our own markets here at home with European ma 
factured products without a high tariff to protect us against their 
prices, of course we can not successfully compete with them upon 
terms in South America or anywhere else. 

Doubtless our manufacturers would be able to export toSouth / 
ica a few articles manutactured in whole or in part from imported 
terial upon which a drawback is allowed by law, and sell them 
people there cheaper than they sell them to their own fellow-cit: 
and this will be more probable if all our citizens are taxed to pay: 
for carrying their goods, as is proposed in the subsidy bill pass 
the Senate and now pending in the House. 

Mr. BLAIR. Then I understand the Senator does not expect ! 
the passage of this bill any substantial benefit either to our farm 
to our manufacturers? 

Mr. CARLISLE. Ido not. I have said that a real reciprocity 19 
proper form, containing proper provisions for our security in their ™ 
kets, might be advantageous to us, bat this project would not be. | 
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| this as a mere political device to appease as far as possible an 


eg ~ . + ; 

4 ; nt public sentiment, and to check, for the time being at least, 
thee ising tide of opposition to the radical policy of protection and 
- bition inaugurated by this bill, Its real purpose is not to divert 


trade from other countries to this, but to divert public attention tro: 
the enormities of this bill, and it will probably accomplish tha‘ 
pose to a certain extent, but it will accomplish nothing else. 

CHINA AND JAPAN-—PAPER RECIPROCITY. 

Mr. President, we are to have a duty under this bill of 10 cents a 
pound on tea and 3 cents a pound on coffee unless China and Japan re- 
move “ unequal and unreasonable’’ restrictions. What restrictions 
have they? Both admit nearly all our agricultural products free now 
and on all our other products sent to those countries the rates of duty 
are very low. Weimported from China during the year 1889 40,751,000 
pounds of tea, from Japan 33,303,000 pounds, and trom England 4,673, - 
000 pounds. Our total importations were 79,575,954 pounds va ued at 
$12,654,000; and now, unless China and Japan do something on paper, 
because, no matter what their laws or regulations are, they will take 
none of our agricultural products—something on paper which will sat- 
isfy the President, we are te compel our people to pay $7,957,000 duty 
every year on their tea; that is to say, we are to punish the consumers 
of teain the United States forsomedelinquency or supposed delinquency 
on the part of China and Japan. 

Oor total exports to China, agricultural, manufactured, and all 
others, amounted to only $2,790,000, and less than 10 per cent. of our 
total exports were agricultural products. Our total exports to Japan 
the other tea-producing country from which we get our supply, 
amounted to $4,615,000, and less than 10 per cent. of those were agri- 
cuitural products. This is the whole extent of their purchases from 
us, notwithstanding the fact that we now admit 68 per cent. of the im- 
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To England, France, ¢ m id e Netherland 
armers send their pro as t 1 at price wh 1 fix th P es 
here at home, and m pa g ts that 
iayv be made with t] 1( 1 t 

l 1 they 1 at 

rke in | I I ty or inau 
urating a more | el | { I +, we are in- 
creasing the rates of duty A lt hich they have 
to sell us, contracting our t nd de rt rofama 
it h 1e or abroad for h ir rodnct and t : ry dune ipon 
the avowed theory tl ami rom 

| which the people should l inge ty 
Government. 
r 

i to my surpri I ure e asst is to 

New ork who now sits in front of me | Mr. EVARTS] announce a 
doctrine the other day wl struck me a » extraordinary in tl 

Senate of the United Stat 1 these closing ye of t nineteenth 

century that I made an Speak De on thi l, he said 

Ss us understand that 1 us in our syste and age of civ i trade 
etween nations stands for war ina ver to overlooked and never 


} 


portations trom China and nearly 87 per cent. of the importations from | 


Japan free of duty, and, Mr. President, if we should admit all their 


products into our markets free, they would not buy another dollar’s | 


worth of our breadstuffs or provisions, because they do not need them. 
But unless they will write down something or enact some law which 
will satisfy the Executive that they mean well toward us, we are to 


tax our own people a greater amount on tea alone than the total value 
of all our exports to both countries. 
HOW THE RECIPROCITY FROVISION WILL OPERATE-—DBOUNTIES, TAXES IND 


PRICES. 

3ut suppose China shonld make a law or a regulation which satisfies 
the President that he ought not to impose a duty upon the Chinese 
tea, but Japan fails to do so; then there will be a duty of 10 cents a 
pound upon all the tea imported from Japan, and all the tea imported 
free trom China will be sold to our people at the duty-paid price of the 
Japanese tea, of course, because until we get free tea or free coffee or 
free sugar substantially to the extent of our demands for home con- 
sumption the duty-paid article will fix the price of the whole, just as 
duty-paid sugar now fixes the price of all the sugar which comes from 
the Hawaiian Islands. 

Suppose Brazil makes some regulation or agreement which satisfies 
the President that it makes no discriminations against us, and he there- 
fore continues to admit Brazilian sugar and coffee free, but Spain does 
not makeany such arrangement, The Netherlands do not make any such 


arrangement (and we get large quantities of coffee from The Netherlands | 
possessions in the East Indies), then duties will be imposed upon sugar | 


and coffee coming here from the Spanish and Dutch possessions, but 
the Brazilian coffee and sugar, admitted free of duty, will be sold to our 
people at the same price precisely as the duty-paid sugar and coffee 
from the other countries. 

In the mean timea bounty of more than $7,000,000 will be paid every 
year to the manufacturers of domestic sugar in this country; that is to 
say, the duty-paid sugar from abroad will fix the price of sugar to our 
consumers, and we will continue to pay out of the public Treasury 2 
cents a pound to the manufacturer, tor this bill makes no provision 
whatever for the cessation of the bounty when the President imposes 
or reimposes a duty. They are to goon together. 
money to these favorites of the Government with both hands, from one 
in the form of a protective duty upon their products, from the other 
in the form of gold and silver from the Treasury of the people. 


WHERE OUR FARMERS MUST LOOK FOR FOREIGN MARKETS 


Mr. President, this isthe character of the reciprocity and retaliation 
proposed by the pending bill. It will be of no value to our people 
but may inflict great injury upen them. If we are to find markets for 


the products of our farms we must look across the ocean to the people | 


who want such products and who are ableand willing to buy them and 
pay forthem. We must look also to our English-speaking neighbors 
on the north, who, in spite of our unfriendly tariff, purchase every yea 
four or five million dollars’ worth ofour agricultural products in excess 
of the amount we purchase from them. 
reciprocity with the great countries of Europe, we can at least adopt, 
and ought to adopt, a far more liberal policy towards them than now 


prevails, and thus encourage their people to trade with us instead of ex- | 


pending millions of dollars every year to stimulate production else- 
wh : 


We are to issuethe | 


If we can not have unrestricted | 


| that country from either of those count 


safely to be misunderstood 


} 


our si 


The Senator then proceeded to speak of 


I ores being ravaged by 


foreign incursions in the guise of trade. That, Mr. President, is the 
old and barbarous doctrine that all trade between the peoples of dif- 
ferent countries was commercial war, a doctrine which | supposed had 
been abandoned in every civilized and enligl 
merce has, in my judgment, contributed more 
the world, more to establish fraterna 


tened country. Com- 
to the civilization of 
relations between the pe ple s of 
different countries, than all other human agencies combined. 
Commerce is not war; it peace. Pe ple of ditlerent 


trade with each other for precisely 


countries 
reason that people of the 


> Same 


same country trade with each other, because it is mutually bene- 
ficial; and whether there be high tariffs or low tariffs, or no tariffs at 
all, they will not trade unless it is profitable to do so. They do not 
trade for amusement or as a matter of charity or friendship, but for 
profit or to supply themselves with the necessaries of life; and the usual 


} 


result is that both parties are benefited by 
Bat, Mr. President, while there 
desired to discus 


the transaction. 
re several other questions which I 
3, and while, in fact, I had expected to say considera- 





bly more upon the subjects alread y presented, I have now occupied 
the time of the Senate for over two hours, and I feel that inasmuch as 
the vote is tu be taken this aft oon I ought to close 





Mr. MORGAN. Before the Senator concludes I wish to call his at- 
tention to the state of our treaty relat Japan. In 1868 we 
negotiated a treaty of commerce with J njunection with four 
other powers, in which we practically limited by agreement the right 
of the Chinese Government to t e larger part of the imports into 
to 5 per cent. ad valorem. 
hat treaty was provided by a con- 
spective plenipotentiaries of the several Gov- 


rhe first article of that m« reads as fol- 


ions with 





A modification of the provisions 
vention signed by the re 
ernments in 186% 


lification 








lows in regard to our goods imported into Japan 
! EI 
The contracting parties d n 1a th Governments 
that they accept, and they he a n ept a ne a the ns 
of their respective countries and on the at ft 8} 6 SON 
the tariff hereby established and annexed he p tco ition 
This tariff is substituted not o or th iginal ta t edt t 
ties concluded with the above-named fi pow : t the « < 
ventions and arrangements relative to th ane Y. which Len 
tered into at different dates up to thist e betwe G rents of the 
United States,Great Britain, and Fr i esid Japa Go 
ment on the othe: 
. , . : 
In class 4 of the tariff thus pro l tl ) i n 
ported into Japan, are taxed as follow 
Crass IV.—Goops SUBJECT TO AN 
‘ 
Arms and munitions of war; articles d 
watches, and musical boxes; cora enutler 1a 
rinseng, ete.; dyes; porcelain and earth va f f kin 
and second hand; giass and crystal war 1 ar ‘ lace } : 
gums and Spices not ha ned in tariff lamp: Lo yiasses v« m 
chinery and manufactures in iron or st nanufs sofa : 
silk and cotton, or sil and wo as vel da brocad et 
ings and engravings: perfumery, scented soap; p.ated war - ! 
telescopesand scientific instruments: tim be vines, malt and rit 
table stores of ali Kinds, and uted 
By treaty arrangement Japan is prohibited from charging the peo 
| of the United States more than 5 per cent. ad ipo ul 
' y : 
cles. Then follows this provision as to export 
‘ 7 
Rice, paddy, wheat, and y. Flour made from t above. Saltpe 
+ © 
| Crass 1V.—Goops svi AN AD VALOREM DUTY OF 5 PI 
CAI rED ON THEIR MARKET VALUE. 
Bamboo-ware; copper u sils of all kinds; charcoal: ginseng and uner 
merated drugs; horns, deer, youngorsoft; matsand matting; s i 
| ufactures or embroideries; timber; and ail other unenumerated is 


I wish to call the attention of the Senator from Kentucky to the fact 
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that we have by stipulations with Japan agreed that wheat and wheat 
flour and saltpeter and the other articles I have just referred to, in- 
eluding rice and paddy, are prohibited from being exported trom Japan, 
and that nearly everything we export to Japan is taxed 5 per cent. by 
treaty agreement. 

Mr. CARLISLE. What is the date of that treaty? 

Mr. MORGAN, This is the convention tollowing the treaty of 1864. 
This convention was advised and ratified by the Senate on the 17th day 
of June, 1868. This bill is in direct contravention of that treaty. We 
can not get reciprocity in flour and wheat or in scarcely anything else 
in Japan unless that treaty is set aside. 

Tea bas an export duty fixed upon it in that convention of 50 cents 
and 75 cents on the 100 catties, according to quality, the weight of the 


catties being one pound and a third, English avoirdupois. 
AMOUNT OF TAXES ON SUGAR, COPFEER, AND TEA TO BE IMPOSED BY THE PRES- 
IDENT. 


Mr. CARLISLE. The Senator from Maryland [Mr. GoRMAN] re- 
quests me to state before concluding my remarks what would be the 
amount of revenue collected in addition to that already provided for 
in the bill in case the President should reimpose duties upon coffee, 
sugar, andtea. The revenue derived from sugar would be $28,000,000, 
from coffee $17,200,000, from tea $7,500,000, making in the aggregate 
an addition ot $52,700,000 to the taxes under the bill. 


INCREASED TAXES ON VARIOUS ARTICLES, 


Mr. President, I have dwelt very briefly upon the increases made by 
this bill in the woolen, cotton, and linen sehedules, and I shall not 
now consume She time of the Senate by adding anything to what has 
been said except that I should like permission to insert in my remarks 
some of the rates which have been established upon those articles. As 
to the matter of linen goods I desire to say that the conference com- 
mittee, in one instance, at least, has imposed upon articles of wearing 
apparel a higher rate of duty than was put upon them by either the 
House or the Senate. The bill as it passed the House imposed a duty 
upon shirts and all other articles of wearing apparel of every descrip- 
tion composed wholly or in part of linen of 50 per cent. ad valorem. 
The Senate struck that out, the effect of which was to subject these 
articles to a dutyof 40 per cent. under the general clause embracing 
all euch manufactures not otherwise provided for. 

The conference committee has restored the clause and made the duty 
55 per cent. ad valorem, instead of 50 per cent., as the House had it, or 
4v per cent., the rate agreed to by the Senate. In other words, the 
conference committee was not satisfied either with the rate which the 
House had made or the rate which the Senate had made, but increased 
it over both, and it so stands in the bill. The effect of thisis to make 
quite a large increase in the duties upon these articles of necessity over 
the existing law and over the bill as it was agreed to in both Houses. 

Now, Mr. President, I ask permission to insert in the REcorD some 
ot the rates of duty-—— 

Mr. ALDRICH. I of course do not intend to object to the request 
the Senator now makes, but if it would not be asking too much of him— 
I know he has been speaking for some time—bat I should be very glad 
if he could make those statements now in the hearing of the Senate, 
that there may be an opportunity to answer any statement which he 
may make as to the effect of these increases. I am quite willing that 
he should have consent to print them, but I should like to know some- 
thing about their nature. 

Mr. CARLISLE. I will state to the Senator that I havea state- 
ment prepared here which I think is accurate, but which I desire to 
review, of course, before putting it into the Recorp. Itrelates, I be- 
lieve, only to woolen goods and to window-glass and cotton goods, 

Mr. ALDRICH. Can the Senator have it read by the Secretary ? 

Mr. CARLISLE. I will makeastatement from it myself. ‘Theduty 
on woolen and worsted yarns valued at not over 30 cents per pound is 
increased from 70 per cent. to more than 132 per cent, 

I will say to the Senator from Rhode Island that in nearly every 
instance. and I believe in every one, the rate of duty stated is based 
upon the unit of value as shown by the importations for the fiscal year 
1889. Of course the Senator will understand that there may be articles 
upon which the rate of duty is very much higher than this, while on 
some it may be lower, because the official tables give simply the aver- 
age value and the actual rate on a particular article will depend on its 
value or cost abroad. 

On one grade of worsted knit goods for underwearand women’s and 
children’s dress goods, valued at leas than 30 cents per pound, the duty 
is increased from 73 per cent. to 170 per cent.; and on another grade 
from a little over 76 to 176 per cent. 

On the next class, valued at between 30 and 40 cents per pound, the 
duty is increased from 644 to 147 per cent. ; and on the next class, valued 
above 40 cents per pound, the duty is increased trom 67} to 129 per cent. 

The duty on worsted shawls is increased trom 62 to 80 per cent. The 
Senate will remember that there was some controversy about the para- 
graph under which these articles would be taxed, and on my motion 
in the Senate it was expressly inserted among the woolen and worsted 
cloths, in order to prevent them from being subject to a much higher 
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rate of duty under the clause relating to ready-made clothing, or ¢) 
one which embraces cloaks and do]mans. 

The duty on one class of woolen shawls is increased from &4) ;, 
nearly 99 per cent., and on another class irom 69} to over 99 per cent. 

The duty on one grade of flannels is increased from 67 to 120 pe; 
cent., and on blankets valued at more than 30 and not more thay 
cents per pound the duty ia increased from 67 to 120 per cent, 

The duty on ready-made clothing made wholly or in part of woo) 
is increased from 54 to 84 per cent.; on cloaks, dolmans, etc. , from 4 
to 82 percent. On cotton-ties and barrel-hoops the duty is increas 
from 35 to about 104 per cent., and on tin and terne plates from 
over 76 per cent. 

Mr. ALLISON. 
a question. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
yield? 

Mr. CARLISLE. 

Mr. ALLISON. I see the Senator states that on cotton-ties and bar. 
rel-hoops the rate has been increased. As I understand it there has 
been no increase in the rate on barrel-hoops. 

Mr. CARLISLE. They are expressly provided for in the same para. 
graph, and if they are cut to length, or punched, or splayed, or wholly 
or partially manufactured in any other way, they are subjected to er- 
actly the same rate of duty that is imposed upon cotton-ties. 

Mr. ALLISON. But that is not the point. The point I make with 
the Senator is that cotton-ties are put upon the same rate of daty that 
has prevailed for years as respects every other kind of hoop-iron 

Mr. CARLISLE. That may be, but the duty on cotton-ties is in- 
creased by this bill from 34 per cent. to about 104 per cent. 

Mr. ALLISON. But the duty on barrel-hoops is not increased 

Mr. CARLISLE. I may be mistaken in the statement that the ( 
on barrel-hoops is actually increased by this bill over the rate of tlic ex. 
isting law, but I am not mistaken in the statement that if that article 
is cut to length, punched, splayed or flared, or otherwise wholly or par- 
tially manufactured for baling purposes, it will pay the same duty as 
cotton-ties. 

Mr. ALLISON. If the Senator will allow me a moment mor 
Cotton-ties have been a separate article since 1883, and perhaps beiore 
that time, and they have been specially denominated in the ta: 
This bill, as I understand it, simply relegates cotton-ties to the duty 
that has prevailed as respects other hoop-iron, which includes barre!- 
hoops. 
Mr. CARLISLE. That may be; but it does not affect the accuracy 
of my statement. It is simply an argument in favor of what has been 
done, while I am merely stating the fact as to what has been done, ani 
am not making an argument on the subject. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Does the Senator from Kentucky mean to say (lia 
this bill in any one of its provisions fixes a duty of 104 per cent. either 
upon cotton-ties or apon barrel-hoops? 

Mr. HARRIS. Unquestionably upon cotton-ties. 

Mr. CARLISLE. 1 say it does upon cotton-ties. 

Mr. ALDRICH. A duty of 104 per cent.? 

Mr. CARLISLE. Yes, according to the statement of the expert su 
mitted by the committee itself. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senators upon that sive discussed this «1 
tion for three days, and I think every one of them said the daty fixed 
by the bill was 105 percent. I notice that elsewhere in the discussion 
it was said that the duty was 135 percent. Now, I want to impress 
upon the Senator, what he probably knows as well as I, that a state- 
ment to go out to the country that we have imposed a duty of 104 per 
cent. upon cotton-ties and barrel-hoops is as misleading and as incor 
rect as a statement can be. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Does the Senatorsay that a duty of 104 per cent. 
or about that, has not been imposed upon cotton-ties ? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Ido, I say that a duty of 1.3 cents a pound has 
been imposed upon cotton-ties. The Senator can take a unit of valu 

bly in some year when there may have been importations at a 
unit of value which would make a rate of duty of 104 per cent., but in 
the next year it may have been 52 per cent. What I mean is to im- 
press upon the Senator, not only in regard to this increase, which he 's 
now quoting, but the whole list he has given, that nosuch duties have 
been imposed by this bill, but it depends upon a hypothetical case 
which never existed. 

Mr. CARLISLE, No, Mr. President, I take in every one of these 
cases the unit of value as given in the official statistics of importations 
which are here before me in the tables reported by the Committee 00 
Finance. 

Mr. ALDRICH. There are nosuch—— 

Mr. CARLISLE. And on many articles the duties are much high«! 
thao I have stated. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Kentucsy 
yield to the Senator from Rhode Island ? 

Mr. CARLISLE. Certainly; but before yielding I desire to call the 
attention of the Senator from Rhode Island to the fact that notwit)- 
standing he says we may ‘‘suppose’’ a unit of value which would put 
the rate of duty upon cotton-ties at 104 per cent., in the tables submitted 
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by the Committee on Finance the actual unit of value for the fiscal year Mr. CARLISLE. Now, in order to reconcile the differences between 
1889 is given and the equivalent ad valorem is calculated and stated | us I will agree that if these official statements are not correcti my de- 
by the expert at 103.71 per cent., which corresponds with my statement ductions are not correct. | oe 

that it was nearly 104 percent. In order thatthere may benoturther | The committee of conference las reported a clause which will bear 
controversy as to the accuracy of my statement, if these tablesare cor- | with peculiar hardship upon the workingmen and workingwomen of 
rect, 1 will give the figures from the tables now before me. the country, and I desire to call attention to it before concluding, be- 

In 1889 there were imported 67,573,062 pounds of cotton-ties valned | cause it contains an entirely new provision. 
at $247,012.61, and the duties collected, at 35 per cent. ad valorem, Mr. ALDRICH. Has the Senator completed his statement of the 
were $296,454.40. The tables state that the duty collected under the | advances made by the bill? 
specific rate fixed by the House bill would be $878, 449.80, and under Mr. CARLISLE. I have not attempted to state all the advances 
the Senate bill precisely the same; that the value was 1.3 cents per | made by the bill, but onlyafew. On some grades of cotton plush and 
pound, and that the ad valorem rate under the bill as it now stands is | velveteens the duty is increased from 40 to over 100 per cent.; on one 
103.71 per cent. This is the statement submitted by the committee | class at least it ix increased to 118 per cent.; oa hosiery, from 40 to over 
itself. 60 per cent. ; on some kinds of cotton wearing apparel, from 35 and 40 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. Presideut- to 50 per cent. ; and on nearly all the better grades of cotton eloth the 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator froni Kentucky yield | duties are largely increased. 
to the Senator from Rhode Island ? 

Mr. CARLISLE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator from Kentucky understands as well 
as I, and I have repeated it in his presence a dozen times, that the fig- 
ures which he has read are not in any sense the report of the Commit- 
tee on Finance. 

Mr. CARLISLE. I have not said they were, but they were sub- 
mitted to the Senate by the committee with the bill. 

Mr. ALDRICH. ‘They were furnished by the Bureau of Statistics, 
and purport to furnish a unit of value for the importations of the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1889. What I say to the Senator is that if cotton- 
ties are worth abroad 1.3 cents, of course aduty of 1.3cents is 100 per 
cent. If they were worth 2.6 cents abroad (and they are worth to-day 
nearer 2,6 cents than they are worth 1.3 ceats) then the duty is only 
50 per cent. I say it misleads the public to assert that we have im- 
posed a duty of 104 per cent. upon cotton-ties when we have done rir gy tea oT 
nothing of the sort, and it can only be made 104 per cent. upon some Not the component material of chief value, but the component ma- 
hypothetical case which can never exist, because the importations for | terial to any extent whatever— 
another year can never be what they wore in 1889. not including gloves or elastic articles that are specially provided for in this 

Mr. CARLISLE, The Senator is of course proceeding upon the hy- | act) shall be subject to a duty of 50 cents per pound, and in addition thereto 
pothesis that there has been an undervaluation at the castom-houses, |” P** °°" ad valorem 





rHE TAX ON GOSSANI 
Mr. President, as this bill came from the House it contained this 
provision in the cotton schedule: 
Prowided, That all euch clothing ready made and articles of wearing apparel 


having India rubber as acomponent material shall be subject toa duty of 60 
cetts per pound, and in addition thereto 50 per cent. ad valorem. 


This includes rubber or partly rabber coats, cloaks, and other gar 
ments which all our working men and women are compelled to buy 
and use in order to protect themselves against the inclemency of the 
weather, articles which can not be dispensed with if this class of our 
people are to be comfortable while engaged in their occupations and 
going toand from them. The Senate struck this provision from the 
bill, but the conference has reported it back in the following form: 

Provided, That allsuch clothing ready made and artic! wearing apparel 
having India rubber as a component material 


about which I know nothing. [ have taken the official statistics just | Iam advised that one of these garments for men’s wear weighs about 
as they are. | 43 pounds, and that 2 pounds of this is rubber and the remainder of 


Mr. ALDRICH. But they show nothing. They do not show the | the material cotton. Rubber is free and raw cotton is tree, so that the 
rate. The Senator is undertaking to discuss the rates of vhis hill and | whole duty which is giv-n by this bill is a protective duty for the ex- 
he is not discussing the rates of the biliat all. He is saying thatifthe | clusive benefit of the manufacturer. This article weighing 4) pounds 
price of cotton-ties is 1.3 cents, a duty of 1.3 cenis is 100 per cent. | costs abroad $5. Theduty, therefore, will be $2.25 specific and $2.50 
Chat is a plain mathematical proposition that anybody will agree to. | ad valorem, making a tax of $2.75 upon this necessary article of wear- 

Mr. CARLISLE. Certainly, and that is all of it. ing apparel, the costof which without the tax is only $5. There isno 

Mr. ALDRICH. But I say to the Senator if the price is 2.6 cents | justification whatever for this excessive rate of duty in view of the 
the duty is only 50 per cent., and I have just as much right to say that | fact that the manufacturer gets all his materials free except the but- 
the duty fixed by this bill is 50 per cent. as the Senator has to say that | tons and the thread, if any thread is used. Mr. President, I will not 


it is 100 per cent. detain the Senate longer. 

Mr. CARLISLE. The Senator has nosuch right, because my state-| Mr. ALLISON. Mr, President, having been a member of the con- 
ment is based upon the official returns now before me. Lagrcee with the ! ference committee on the part of the Senate and having signed this re- 
Senator that if the price was 5 cents a pound, for instance, 1.3 cents | port, I desire to say a few words respecting it. 
would he comparatively a very small duty, but the price was not 5 I think it is well enough for us to consider the stage of the bill at this 


cents a pound, nor 2 cents a pound, nor 1} cents a pound, brt accord- 


time. Of course, if this report is adopted nothing remains except the 
ing to the official statistics it was 1.3, and that is what I must be gov- 


signatures of the two presiding officers and of the President of the 


erned by, unless the Senator can produce evidence to show that im- | United States to the enrolled bill. 
ported cotton-ties were undervalued in 1889, or that their cost abroad | This bill came to us from the House of Representatives on the 
has increased since that time. | day of May. Itwas amended in a very large degree in the Committee 


re 
Mr. ALDRICH. If the Senator will allow me, [ will call his at- | on Finance and was further amended in the Senate Chamber, go that 
tention later on to a statement made by the Senator fromSouth Caro- | when it reached the conference upon the part of the two Houses ther 
lina [Mr. Butter], who is very much interested in this questi and | were, I think, about four hundred and sixty substantial amendment 
who read a letter or telegram, I am not sure which, from some corre- | These amendments in a few instances covered increases of duties, nota 
spondent of his in Charleston, saying that it cost at the present time | bly in the case of sugar. Ina large number of instances there were 
to import cotton-ties $1.26) a bundle, which is about 1.9 cents a pound | diminutions of duties as compared with the House bill. 

instead of 1,3 cents, and fixing the rate of duty, according to his own The amendments of the Senate went to the House of Representatives 
statement, at about 70 per cent. According to the statement of the | and were non-concurred in, so that the judgment of the House : 
Senator irom South Carolina himself the duty is only 70 per cent. in- | spects the merits of the original bill and as respects the merits of that 
stead of 103 or 105 per cent. What I object to on the part of the Sen- | bill compared with the Senate amendments was twice expressed, non- 
ator and all Senators upon that side is that they speak ofa duty based 


concurring in each and all of the amendments of the Senate. So the 
upon a hypothetical case as though it had an actual existence, when it | conferees on the part of the Senate had only before them those portions 





re 


exists merely in the imagination of Senators on the other side. | of the bill wherein the Senate had disagreed from the original text o 
Mr. CARLISLE. Docs not the report show that it has an actual | the House bill. 

existence? The Senator from Kentucky {Mr. CARLISLE] says that the confer 
Mr. ALDRICH. No, sir; not by any means. upon the part of the House and the Senate have largely increased the 
Mr. CARLISLE. Then what does it show ? duties as compared with the bill as amended by the Senate. ‘That is 


Mr. ALDRICH. It shows that during the year 1539 the unit of | true toa certain degree, but not true with the exception of two sched- 
value on cotton-ties imported was 1.3 cents, and the Senator takes that | ules in this bill. 
and applies it to the proposed Jaw and says that this propesed Jawim-| As I understand the duty of a conference, it is to endeavor to bring 
poses a duty of 104 percont. I will agree with him that if 1.3 cents | the two Houses together, and to do whatever can be reasonably done to 
was an houest valuation, which it was not, and if the price in the year | facilitate the passage of the bill, and not to interfere with its passage. 
1890 is what it was in 1889, as itis not, then he would beundonbtedly | So, having that in view, I as one member of the conference committee 
correct; but there are two ‘‘ifs’’ in the way. did consent to an increase in one or two of the schedules of this bill 
_ Mr. CARLISLE. Well, Mr. President, there seems to be no real | but with the exceptions I have named, most of the amendments pro 
issue between the Senator and myself at all. He agrees that if these | posed by the Senate were agreed to, or, if not agreed to, they were com- 
official statements are correct my deductions are correct. promised, so that in the compromise the rates of duty fixed were less 

Mr. HARRIS. And they are official. than those originally proposed in the House bill. I agreed to this com- 
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promise as a means of bringing the two Houses together and making 
a report and subjecting it to the judgment of the Senate. 

The Senator from Kentucky says that the effect of this bill, by and 
large, as the conference have reported it, is to only diminish the reve- 
nues $2,000,000. I wish to differ with him absolutely as respects the 
effect of this bill by and large. I believe this bill as it now stands 
will reduce the revenues of the Government to the extent of from forty 
to forty-five million dollars, and it will reduce those revenues without 
materially increasing any burdeas unless it may be upon one or two 
articles. 

The Senator from Kentucky states that upon the basis of the impor- 
tations of 1889 there will come in dutiable articles under this bill 
$390,000,000 in vaiue; I think that was, in sabstance, his statement. 
Of that $390,000,000 I assert here that more than one-half of the whole 
is not subject to an increase of duty over and above the existing law; 
that of five schedules in this bill the general tenor and effect is to re- 
duce duties. These five schedules were reiterated by mein the debate, 
and cover an importation of $107,0060,000 in round numbers. They are 
Schedules A, B, D, M,and N. In these schedules the rates of duty are 
not substantially changed, and all the increase of revenue upon the 
basis of the importations of 1889 comes from two or three or four sched- 
ules in this bill. 

As I stated in the debate, this increase comes largely from tobacco 
and from wool and woolen goods. 





; 
i 


ing law, and these increases come from the fact in the one case that the 
committee decided that tobacco could bear an increase of taxation— 
because it is taxation—and that in the other case the million or more 
of wool-growers in the United States were fairly entitled to an in- 
creased duty upon this farm product which they produce. Having set- 
tled that question, it became necessary in the judgment not only of 
this side of the Chamber, but of the other side, to increase correspond- 
ingly the duties upon woolen goods. Otherwise the farmers who pro- 
duce wool could receive no benefit from that increase. 

It is true that we have increased the duties upon the higher manu- 
factures of cotton goods to some extent, but this will cut a very insig- 
nificant figure comparatively in the importations as well as in the 
revenue. But 1 do not wish to enter into the details of that discus- 
sion. 

The Senator from Kentucky estimates the increase of revenue upon 
woolen goods at $15,000,000. That will not, in my judgment, be its 
effect; it will probably be an increase of one-half of that, as I esti- 
mated some days ago. The increase upon cotton goods will not ex- 
ceed $700,000. The increase upon linen goods the Senator from Ken- 
tucky estimates at $5,000,000 

I think that too large an estimate, although I agree with him that the 


conference report does indicate a considerable increase in the duties | 


levied upon linen goods, and I agree with him also that until this 
linen industry is more thoroughly established in our country it may 
be within the power of those who import these goods to add somewhat 
to the price of them. It was because the House of Representatives, 
that body which, by the Constitution of the United States, originates 
tax bills, insisted that this linen schedule as amended in the Senate 
was an unjust schedule to the agricultural interests of our country, 
that I, as one of the conferees on the part of the Senate, finally agreed to 
the compromise provisions which are inserted in the conference report. 

The Senator from Kentucky stated that we had in one instance in- 
creased the duty beyond even the House bill. That istrue. It was 


the intent of the conference to increase the duty upon one single arti- 
cle of importation of linen goods beyond the amount inserted in the | 
That was done because we had increased the raw material | 


House bill. 
of that article all along the line. But I will say to the Senator from 
Kentucky that unfortunately that increase is not in the conference re- 
port. Iam told that a joint resolution of some kind or a concurrent 
resolution instructing the enrolling clerks to insert it will be intro- 
duced elsewhere and may be here for consideration very soon. 

Mr. CARLISLE. I said in the conference report, because at that 
time I did not know that a mistake had occurred. I unite with the 
Senator in saying that it ought to have heen there, because it was 
agreed to by the conferees. 

Mr. ALLISON. I say it was agreed upon. The Senator from Ken- 
tucky says that we have increased the revenue upon tin-plate $8,000, - 
000. .That is trueif it shall tarn out that for the year ending June 30, 
1892, as much tin-plate will be imported as was imported in the year 
1889. 

Mr. PLATT. At the same price? 

Mr. ALLISON. No, without reference to the price, because we have 
aspecific duty; but if the same quantity shall be imported between the 
ist day of July, 1891, and June 30, 1892, then I agree that the revenues 
will be increased to that extent. But if there is any faith to be placed 
in the iron and steel industry of our country, which increased its prod- 
uct between 1880 and 1890 to the extent of 6,000,000 tons, or about 
trebling its productions—if there be anything in the promises, the pros- 
pects, the projects of these men, then it will turn out that when the 
ist of July, 1892, shall come we shall be producing in our own coun- 
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These are the two great schedules | 
in this bill where there are increases of duty over and above the exist- | 
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try tin-plate to.a very large extent, and to that extent the impo: 
will be diminished. 

We have retained substantially in the conference report th: 
ment introduced in the Senate by the Senator from Wiscons 
SpooNeR] extending the time for asingle year. That amend: 
substance in it, but there is more substance combined within t! 
in the amendmentitself. It is that if the great iron and stce 
try in the United States will not, now that they are to be prot 
the production of tin, engage in that production, and compel the 
of the United States, as hitherto, to pay large and andiminished , 
to monopolies in other countries for the tin they produce, then | 
duty will be swept from your statute-books. 

I believe that within five years from this time we shall be 
uring substantially all the tin that we consume in the United 
I believe also that instead of increasing the price that pr 
be diminished to all the consumers in the United States wit! 
next five years; and I now put my own prediction against the pr 
tion of Senators on the other side of this Chamber that with 
years from this time we shall substantially produce all the tin v 
sume, and that we shall receive it, if we consume it, ata less pr 
we have paid for the last ten years to those who manufacture it 

Mr. COCKRELL. What has already been the effect of th 

Mr. ALLISON. What has been the effect of it? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. ALLISON. I donot understand exactly what the Senator 

Mr. ALDRICH. He meansas to tin-plate. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I ask what has been the effect already in i: 
ing the price of tin-plate? 

Mr. ALLISON, This bill certainly has had no effect in that 
tion, for that portion of it does not go into effect until July, 180) 

Mr. DAWES. What was the effect of the Mills bill ? 

Mr. ALLISON. TheSenator from Massachusetts very propery as) 
what was the effect of the Mills bill. That certainly increased th, 
price of tin-plate, if any statute has had that effect. 

Mr. HOAR. Let me ask the Senator from Iowa if it is not true tha 
one or two manufactories of tin-plate went into operation in St. Louis 
within afew days? 

Mr. ALLISON. I understand that since this bill has passed the Sen 
ate there have been three tin-plate factories already established in the 
United States. I hope and expect to see them established in the ver; 
region in which I dwell, in Chicago and in Wisconsin, where there are 
inexhaustible quantities of the very best ores for the production o 
tin-plate. 

Mr.GRAY. I understand the Senator from Iowa to say that alread; 
three manufactories for the manufacture of tin-plate have gone into 
} Operation. 

Mr. ALLISON. So I have learned. 

Mr. GRAY. ‘Then they have gone into operation under the prese! 
laws and must continue under the present laws until July, 1891 

Mr. ALLISON. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. GRAY. If they can do that, they can keep on. 

Mr. ALLISON. Undoubtedly they will keepon. Itis true we have 
| enough tin-plate in this country for a great many years. It is only 
certain class of tin-plate that our manufacturers were not able to pr 
duce because of the fluctuating price in Wales down and up as agains‘ 
our own manufacturers; but I did not wish to enter into the discussio1 
of that tin-plate question beyond merely expressing my own belie 
respecting it. 

Mr. GRAY. May Il ask the Senator ove other question’? 

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly. 

Mr. GRAY. The tax proposed to be placed on tin-plate is upon a 
classes of tin-plate, is it not’ 

Mr. ALLISON, It is. 

Mr. GRAY. And yet the Senator says that there is only one class 
that can be manufactured in this country under the present law. 
| Mr. ALLISON, I will say with sincerity that I have always | 

lieved that if our manufacturers had resolutely fought this combina 
tion in Wales they could have kept it ont; but they have not been able 
| to do it.as respects the thinner gauges of tin-plate. That is what I a 
speaking of. It is not a class particularly, but we have manufacture 
the heavier grades of tin-plate for some years in our own country, au‘ 
| we have manufactured the lighter grades to a considerable exten! 
many of the manufactories in this country, as I am told. 

We have placed a light duty upon block-tin of 4 cents per pound 
but the Senator from Kentucky states that that increases the revenues 
$1,200,000 perannum. The importations of block-tin into the United 
States are very large, 18,000 tons in all, I believe, in round number= 
which is more than one-third of the entire production of block-tin i) 
the world. Am I right about that? 

Mr. ALDRICH nodded assent. 

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly more than one-quarter of the entire cov 
sumption of block-tin. 

Now, it is said that there are in North and South Dakota, or perl) 

| wholly in South Dakota, mountains of this tin, and those mines a'° 
| richer in tin than the mines of Wales. Tin is a product of such sca'- 
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city in the world that it is of immense value, not only to ourselves, 
but to all the world that uses tin, to develop its production. There- 
fore, if it shall turn out that under the provisions of this bill 5,000 tons 
of cassiterite shall be produced in the United States in any one year 
between now and 1895, the price of tin will be reduced the world over, 


and we shall not only secure cheaper tin by this development of this | 


new indastry in the Northwest, but all the world will secure ch 


tin, and what is true about tin is practically true of tin-plate. 


ipe r 


As you increase the production of these articles, the consumption | 


being the same, the price must go down; and is it not as clear as noon- 


day that if we shall produce 250,000 or 300,000 tons of tin-plate in the | 


United States we shall thus add to the tin-plate production more than 


one-half,and that the price not only here but every where must godown? | 


I wish to say one word about cotton-ties, having a memorandum of 
what the Senator from Kentucky said on that subject. I do not un- 


dertake to say what the duty upon cotton-ties will be under this bill. | 
Of course it will depend upon the unit of value abroad. It may be | 


100 per cent.; it may be 50 or it may be 60 per cent. 


But what I object to as respects the remarks of the Senator from | 
Kentucky is that heincluded in that written statement of his, with | 
cotton-ties, barrel-hoops. Why, Mr. President, those who use barrel- | 
hoops and all other forms of hoop-iron have been compelled to pay the | 
duty imposed in this bill for all these years, and all this bill has done | 
is to place cotton-ties, which have hitherto been in a separate para- | 


graph, upon an equal footing with the other forms of iron of a like 
quality and character. If this operates harshly upon some of the 


great cotton crop of this country, as I have heretofore shown. 

Mr. President, I wish to say a word or twoas respects the conference 
agreement on this bill. The Senate reduced the crockery schedule 5 
percent. This schedule was restored as provided in the House bill, 
the phraseology being changed in many important respects, and espe- 
cially in one, which, as I understand, is the leading change in this bill 


with the exception of the linen schedule. In other respects the Sen- | 
ate amendments stand substantially as reported, with here and there | 


a division of the amount of duty as between the two Houses. 

The Senate put upon this bill binding-twine as free. The House of 
Representatives with great persistence insisted upon a duty upon bind- 
ing-twine, and finally these differences were composed by a substantial 
division between the rate imposed in the House bill and the free bind- 


ing-twine proposed by the Senate, and I agreed toit. To those who | 
object to that provision of the report I answer that it is better for those | 
who consume binding-twine to have the duty atseven-tenths of a cent | 
a pound rather than 2} cents a pound, which is the present law. In | 


other words, the rate of duty has been reduced eighteen twenty-fifths, 
or 72 per cent., as compared with the existing law on binding-twine. 

I do not know of any other material changes as respects the rate of 
duty than those I have mentioned. The cotton schedule was scarcely 
in conference, and the woolen schedule not at all practivally, for the 
Senate had agreed to the woolen schedule of the House substantially, 
so that that was not in conference. I wish to consider for a moment 
the question involved in the changed provisions of the bill regarding 
sugar, and I must say that I am not quite satisfied nor am I much 
gratified at the disposition of that subject exhibited in this debate by 
those who produce sugar. 

I conversed with the planters of Louisiana on the subject when they 
were here, and thete was not one of them with whom I conversed 
who did not say that this bounty of 2 cents a pound would manifestly 
stimulate the production of sugar in Louisiana; that if it could be 
maintained it would be a great boon tothem. The Senator from Louai- 
siana [Mr. Greson] yesterday, as I understood him, charged the com- 
mittee and the conferees with discriminating against this great indus- 


Why, Mr. President, so far from discriminating against them, we 


have discriminated in their favor. If they are to be turned ont of 


court and not to be discriminated for, then the policy marked out by 
the Senator from Kentucky is to discriminate against and destroy them. 

Can it be supposed by the people of Louisiana and the other States, 
who produce less than one-tenth of the sugar consumed in this country, 
that we are to tax everybody ii the country in order to give them 2 


has been the effect of it during all these years. 

This protection, so called, to the sugar industry, as faras it respect 
the production of cane sugar in Louisiana, has been a menace to the 
tax-payersofthecountry. They have not increased substantially their 

etsugar; they have not proposed to increase that prodact sub- 
stantially; and but for the fact that there seems now to be an indica- 
tion that we shall have sugar in large quantities from beets and from 
sorghum there would be little inducement, I confess, to give to the cane- 
sugar planters of Louisiana a bounty in order to develop the prodac- 
tion. They have tried it for forty years, and they have produced this 
year but little more than they did forty years ago, and under special 
protection and stimulation beyond any other industry of the time, be- 


cause even in the days of what is known as the tariff of Mr. Walker, of 


1846, they had better protection than any other industry in the country, 
if that could be called a protective tariff. 
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The theory of this bill is not to discriminate against Louisiana o 


that industry of Louisiana. It has for its object, as I understand it, 
two purposes: First, to produce cheap sugar to the consumers of ou! 
country. Itis just as well known as that we are sitting here to-day 
that we pay 2 cents more a pound for sugar than the people of England 
pay for sugar, sugar there being free and here being taxed on an aver- 





| age 2 cents per pound upon a polar test of 90 degrees. Thenin 
| connection with this question of cheap sugar comes another question 
Mr. GRAY. May I ask the Senator a quest it that point 
Mr. ALLISON. Yes, sir. 
Mr. GRAY. Does the Senator say the effect of this bill in the sugar 
| schedule will bring to the people of the United States, the consumers 
of sugar in this country, sugar at the same cost \hat it is obtained now 


in Great Britain? 

Mr. ALLISON. I mean to say that the difference now between tl 
tain ison an average, on 
the polariscopic test of 90 degrees, 2 cents apound. I mean tosay that 





| under the provisions of this bill sugar testing 90 degrees by the pola 


iscope will come in 2 cents cheaper than it comes in now, and that the 


consumers of this country will have the benefit of the 2 cents reduction. 
Mr. GRAY. Is it not a fact that the refined sugars will pay a tax 
which is not imposed in Great Britain on the sugars of the same class 
to-day, under this bill? 
Mr. ALLISON. Undoubtedly. am now speaking of sugars hav 
ing a Dutch standard of color not more than 16, which is the common 





| yellow sugarofourcountry. I am saying that as respects these sugars 
people in the Southern States it is infinitesimal in its results upon the | 
| to the extent of 2 centsa pound. That isthe first thing. Inaddition 


there will be a reduction in the price to the consumers of our country 


to that, by the provisions of this bill as respects refined sugar, which | 
will reach later on perhaps, if I have time, we shall be substantially 
upon a footing as respects that price, certainly not a diflerence of half 
a cent a pound between our sugars and the suyars of the world. 

That is one thing sought to be accomplished by this bill. Another 
thing is that we believe it is to the interest of this continental posses- 
sion of ours, peopled by a population of sixty-five millions, to produce 
all it needs of as essential an articleassugar. Therefore, having failed 
for one hundred years to do it by the processes that we have hitherto 
adopted, we said we would insert ia this bill a provision whereby we 
would give a bounty of 2 cents a pound to every producer of sugar 
who would produce sugar that would test 90 degrees polariscope, thus 
placing the sugar producer in our country upon an exact equality with 
his present position as respects exisiting law. If that sugar tests less 
than 90 and more than 89 he is to receive 1{ cents a pound bounty. 

Mr. President, I regard this bounty as ample for the sugar producers 

! fore, Lam notinsympathy with the Senato: 
from Nebraska [ Mr. PADbDocK], who criticised these provisions as re- 
spects sugar. Why do we give this bounty at all? Itis only neces- 
sary because great European nations who do not give a bounty, except 
for exports, send their sugar here at a very low rate of cost, and our 
people are notlikely to compete with them unless they have a bounty. 
Their arrangements as respects sugar are very peculiar. Their own 
people pay a high price for sugar, and if we could tax our people as 
Germany taxes her people or as France taxes hers, I have no doubt by 
that method we could soon establish sugar production in this coun- 


| try. But surely on the other side of the Chamber there would be no 


one willing to dothat, and it would be a question of experiment with 
us on this side whether the people would sustain such taxes. 

If beet sugar is a success in our country I have no doubt that in ten 
years we shall adopt that method of excluding foreign sugar. We 
havea right to do it, but we can not afford, nor is it necessary for us 
now, to tax sugar for that purpose. Germany taxes the roots, the beets, 
and the manufacture, and then taxes to the extent of prohibition all 
sugarfrom othercountries. France does practically the same thing, and 
Russia does the same. It is by this double exclusion that they not 
only produce the sugar which they consume, but in recent years they 
have produced a surplus, and that surplus, under their arrangements as 


| respects their taxes, can be exported in such a way as to resultin a 
| bounty to the men who export the sugar. Cuban sugars are excluded 


from Germany and from France and from Holland and from Russia 


| and from all Europe except England, and that is the reason why the 
cents a pound or 2} cents a pound upon the sugar they produce? That | 


West India Island sugars practically come here. The only competi 
tion they have is the competition between the English refiners and out 
own and the English consumers and our own people. Therefore this 
bounty provision is inserted for the care and protection of all the people 
who produce sugar in our country, whether from beets or sorghum or 
cane, 

Bat if the position taken by the Senator from Kentucky be true then 
ail these provisions onght to fall. His argument is that under the Con- 
stitution we have no right to impose a bounty for the production of 
sugar. The bounty system proposed in this bill, the Senator says, is 
unconstitutional. He argues that all these tariff schedules are but sys- 
tems of bounty, and the inevitable logic of his argument is that this 
whole bill is unconstitutional, although he did not quite say so. In 
other words, the Senator from Kentucky has argued here by the hour 
to show that under the Constitution of the United States we have no 
right to impose a system of direct or indirect bounties, and therefore 
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this whole bill is unconstitutional, because the effect of it isin both 
instances to impose bounties in favor of certain persons on certain arti- 
cles. 

Mr. President, if this bill be constitutional at all it is as constitu- 


tional to impose a bounty directly as it is to impose a bounty indirectly, | 


as suggested by the Senator from Kentucky. Therefore, according to 
the argument of the Senator trom Kentucky and the inevitable logic 
of his argument, we can only impose duties for revenue and for no other 


purpose. Thatis his argument, and I do not see why it is necessary 


for him to spend time in showing that we might impose a duty under | 


the reciprocity provision of the bill of 10 cents a pound upon tea. Ac- 
cording to the logie of his argument we ought to do that now in this 
bill for the purpose of raising revenue, instead of levying daties dis- 
criminating in favor of our industries where such discrimination is 
de>med wise and just; and the Senator argued fora long time to show 
that this direct system of bounty was in this bill. When he was argu- 
ing I took up the first volame of the United States Statutes, being at- 
tracted to it by his owastatement, which was that we had given bounties 
to fishermen for nearly a century of time, and that in different phrase- 
ology those bounties still exist, running through all the changes and 
mutations of politics practically since the foundation of our Govern- 
inent. 


I am sorry the Senator from Kentucky is not in his seat. I should | 


like to ask him why it is that the fathers of the Republic, the men who 
sat in the first Congress of the United States and who passed this law, 
did not see the unconstitutionality ot the provision as he now sees it, 


and nearly one-third of them were members of the Constitutional Con- | 


vention itself. These men, in 1789, on the 4th day of July—a mem- 
orable day—passed the Jaw which I hold in my hand. They began it 
by saying: 

Whereas it is necessary for the support of government, for the discharge of 
the debts of the United Statcs, and the encouragement and protection of manu- 
factures, that duties be laid on goods, wares, and merchandises imported, 

That was what our fathers thought of their constitutional power. 
Bat that was not all. They discriminated, and they gave bonuties in 
this first law—to whom? They dealt with teas as we do. 

On all teas imported from China or India, in ships builtin the United States, 
and belonging to a citizen or citizens thereof, or in ships or vessels built in for- 
eign countries, and on the Lith day of May last wholly the property of a citi- 
ven or citizens of the United States, and so continuing until the time of impor- 
tation, as follows 

On Bohea tea, per pound, 6 cents 


On all Souchong or other black teas, per pound. l0cents 

On all Hyson teas, per pound, 2) cents 

On all other green teas, per pound, 12 cents 

On all teas imported in any other manner than as above mentioned, as fol- 
lows: 


On Bohea tea, per pound, L5 cent 

Thus discriminating 9 conts per pound in favor of the men who at 
that moment owned ships in the United Statesand sailedthem. What 
was the constitutional authority to vive those bounties to the men who 


were sailing our ships in 1789? The Senator from Kentucky stated | 


that there was a public purpose ia it, to improve and build upa navy 


and commerce; but I should like to know what interest the Kentucky | 


pioneer had in the building up of our commerce which was at all! equal 
to that of the man who owned the ship to have this discrimination in 
his favor. 


Mr, ALDRICH. My colleague on the committee will allow me to | 
call his attention to an act which was passed in 1829, to be found in | 


4 Statutes at Large, page 331, which paid a bounty on refined sugar 
of 5 cents a pound when exported. 

Mr. ALLISON. I thank the Senator, and I wish he would hand 
the statute to the Reporter. I should like to have it inserted. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Very weil. 

The statute is as follows: 
An act allowing an additional drawback on sugar refined in the United States 

and exported therefrom. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and IIlouse Of Representatives of the Uniled States of 
imerica, in Congress assembled, That from and after the passage of this act 
there shall be allowed a drawback on sugar refined in the United States, and 
exported therefrom, of 5 cents per pound, in lieu of the drawback at present al- 
lowed by law on sugar so refined and exported: Provided, That this act shall not 
alter or repeal any law now in force regulating the exportation of sugar re- 
fined in the United States, except to change the rate of drawback when so ex- 
ported: And provided, That this act shall cease to be in force so soon as the ex- 
ports of sugar shall be equal to the imports of the same article. 

Approved January 21, 129. 


_Mr. ALLISON. The Senator from Kentucky says it is a great pub- 
lie purpose to build upa navy. So itis. If it is a great public pur- 
pose to bnild up an army or a navy, is it nota great public purpose to 
be self-sustaining as respects our Army and our Navy? Is it possible 
that you ean draw a line in this way, splitting and dividing hairs, by 
saying that one thing is a great public purpose and another is not? 
The Senator, it seems to me, in his argument failed to draw any dis- 
tinction. Now, then, as respects the importation—I only illustrate it 
by tea. The fourth section of the same law provides: 

Suc. 4, And be it (further) enacted by the authority aforesaid, That there shall be 
allowed and paid on every quintal of dried and on every barrel of pickled fish 
of the fisheries of the United States and on every barrel of salted provision of the 
United States exported to any country within the limits thereof, in lieu of a 
drawback of the duties imposed on the importation of the salt employed and 


— therein, namely : 
n every quintal of dried fish, 5 cents, 
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On every barre! of salted provision, 5 cents. 

What was the object of putting a bounty of 5cents upon every bar,, 
of salted provisions? Wasthat tocreate sailors? It was said that t), 
object of a bounty to the fishermen was to create sailors in our country 
hardy seamen, but the hardy seamen and the producer of salted pr, 
visions alike became the beneficiaries of this law. 

So, sir, from the very foundation of our Government to this mome, 
we have dealt in bounties and in drawbacks which are but bount;, 
and we have asserted, as the preamble to the first law on this subjec: 
| declares, that we have a right by our legislation to encourage and pro 
tect manufactures. So the question suggested by the Senator fro, 
| Kentucky and the authorities read by him are mere ‘‘leathe: 
prunella’’ in the presence of all these great facts and the history of , 
country in this regard. 

What does it matter whether aState can give a bounty to a man 
will build a mill or not? This bounty is not pnt upon such narrow 
grounds as that. It is put upon the solid ground that we believe it 
| as much to the interest of the 65,000,000 people that we produce oy 
| own sugar as it is that we produce our own steel rails, or our own iro: 
or our own guns, or our ownships. Are we to be dependent in case o; 
| 
! 


On every barrel of pickled fish, 5 cents. 
} 
' 
| 
| 


difficulty with Germany upon the bounty-protected sugar of Germany 
Are we to be cut off from our supplies of sugar from the islands of th, 
sea because perchance we are ina war with Spain or Great Britain’? |; 
scems to me that this view as respects our duty to build up all these 
great industries necessary to our protection and preservation is as ¢ 
sential asany other connected with our Government. 
but there is still another view as regards the sugar bounty, and t 
is that the main object is to produce cheaper sugar to the consum: 
That is another main object. Germany thinks it wiser for her to p 
duce her own sugar. Russia does, Belgium does, Holland does, Franc 
does, Why do they think so? They wish to utilize in the best p 
| sible way their agricultural lands, and that is found to be the best way 
| Now, can it be said that because sugar may not be grown upon every 
| acre of land in the United States, therefore the bounty is unconstitc 
| tional? That is the argument of the Senator from Kentucky. [ an 
not so certain, and I will give a note of warning on this question « 
bounty to sugar-cane. If it be true thatall the people who are int« 
ested in this bounty spurn it and denounce and declare it unconstit: 
| tional, they may find a Congress that will take them at their word. 
for one am in favor of taking care of that industry in thesame way tha! 
I take care of the beet industry; but how long can it be popular to th 
administer this bounty when the beneficiaries of it say that it is u 
; constitutional and they spurn it? 

Mr. President, I have said a good deal more than I intended when 
rose to speak this morning. I merely desired to put upon record th 
; fact that in this great bill, introduced as it has been by the Republic 

party, fostered and sustained as it has been by the Republican part 
| opposed in each and all of its stages by the Democrats, I have done | 


| best I could asa member of the conference committee to arrang 
fairly and justly as regards the interests Irepresent. I believe it is « 
| the whole a fair bill to every sectioa ot this country as a protectiv: 
measure, and I do not believe that its general effect will be to opera 
| harshly upon one section of the country as against another. I thi: 
: many of these duties are too high. I have sosaid more than once upo 
| this floor. I have tried with my associates on this side of the Chan 
ber and on that to modify many of them. 

I have felt all the time that neither the State of Ohio nor the Stat 
of Massachusetts nor the Stateof Lowa, which I represent in part, con 
make this bill as it ought to be. We are now a people of forty-ty 
States, having diverse interests and industries and activities. It 
| for us ina great measure of this kind, affecting the whole country, t 
so adjust it and arrange itas to create the least possible friction in a: 
| part of the country, and deal justly and fairly by every section « 
| it. I have been animated by that spirit in what I have done pers: 

| ally upon this bill, and I believe that my associates upon this s 

| of the Chamber have been so animated. It goes now to the coupi 
as an experiment in many of its features, especially as respects | 
|} sugar bounty. I hope to maintain it and sustain it in my pla 
| here, in a sense being responsible for it, as long as I have the oppor 


nity to do so, in order to test our capacity to compete with Europ: 
the production of sugar. 

I hope this bill will have a fair test as respects its other provisio 
and if it shall prove beneficial, as I believe it will, it will settle t 
question of the tariff for many years to come. 

But I feel sure that no measure can ever receive the approval of | 
American people that is possible to be framed under the interpreta: 
of the Constitution as delineated this afternoon bythe Senator fro: 
Kentucky, because if his argument is true at all it goes to the po!: 
that we are compelled always under our Constitution to draw a | 
such as we drew upon Japan, a 5 per cent. or 10 per cent. or 20 p 
cent. ad valorem rate, because under his argument we can in no w4) 
directly or indirectly, discriminate against or in favor of any inter 
in this country. Surely that will not do. 


} MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. McPHERSO 
its Clerk, announced that the House had passed the bill (S, 2014) tor 
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the relief of certain settlers on the public lands of the United States 
and to authorize the taking and filing of final proofs in certain cases. 

The message also announced that the House had passed a concurrent 
resolution directing the Clerk of the House to number consecutively 
the paragraphs and sections of the bill (H. R. 9416) to reduce the rev- 
enue and equalize duties on imports, and for other purposes; in which 
the concurrence of the Senate was requested. 


SIGNAL CORPS OF THE ARMY. 


Mr. BATE. Ilask the indulgence of the Senate to present at this 
time a conference report on the bill in relation to the Signal Corps and 
the Weather Bureau. The bill as agreed upon by the conference com- 
mittee is substantially the same as the Senate bill. There are some 
changes of phraseology which were mutually agreed upon by the con- 
ferees, but it does not affeet the bill materially, and I therefore ask that 
the report be concurred in. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The conference report will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows : 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendmeat of the House to the bill (S. 1454) to increase the efficiency and 
reduce the expenses of the Signal Corps of the Army and to transfer the Weather 
Service to the Department of Agriculture, having met, after full and free con- 
ference have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective 
Houses as follows: 

That the House recede from its amendment to the bill of the Senate (8. 1454), 
and agree to the same with the following amendments: 

In line 1, page 1 of the Senate bi!l, before the word ‘'duties,” insert the word 
‘civilian; and the Senate agree to the same. 

In line 2, page 1 of the Senate bill, after the word “shall,” insert the word 
hereafter ;’’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

In line 2, page | of the Senate bill, alter the word ‘‘ upon,” strike out “ two 
bureaus, one” and insert in lieu thereof the words “a bureau; ’’ and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

In line 4, page | of the Sonate bill, strike out the word “ transferred "’ and in- 
sert in lieu thereof the words “established in and attached; ’’ and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

In line 4, page L of the Senate bill, after the word “and,” strike out the words 
“the other to be known as:”’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

In line5, page 1 of the Senate bill, after the word “Army,” strike out the words 
“to remain in the War Department” and insert in lieu thereof the words 
“shall remain a part of the military establishment;” and the Senate agree to 
the same. 

In line 6, page 1 of the Senate bill, after the word ‘* War,”’ insert the words 
“and allestimates for its support shall! be included with other estimates for the 
support of the military establishment;”’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

in line 7, page |, section 2 of the Senate bill, after the word “the,’’ strike out 
the words “Signal Corps shall, as at present, form a part of the Army and the; ’”’ 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

In line 9, page 1, section 2 of the Senate bill, after the word ‘' duties,”’ insert 
the words “and of;"’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

In line 10, page 1, section 2 of the Senate bill, after the word * including,” in- 
sert the words “telegraph and;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

In line 10, page 1, section 2 of the Senate bill, strike out the word “‘absolutely”’ 
and insert in lieu thereof the word “the;"’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

In line Ll, page |, section 2 of the Senate bill, after the word ‘“ ranges,’’ insert 
the words ‘and other military uses;"’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

In line 13, page 1, section 2 of the Senate bill, after the word *‘ collecting,’ 
strike out the word “information ;"’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

In line 13, page 1, section 2 of the Senate bill, after the word “transmitting,” 
strike out the word “it,” and insert in lieu thereof the word “information ;”’ 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

In line M4, page |, section 2 of the Senate bill, after the word “ otherwise,” 
strike out the words * which duty” and insert in lieu thereof the words ‘and 
all other duties usually pertaining to military signaling; and the operations of 
said corps;”’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

In line 27, page 1, section 3 of the Senate bill, after the word “ esiablished,”’ 
insert the words “ and record;”’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

Iu line 3, 2, section 4 of the Senate bill, after the word * Chief,’ insert 
the words “of Weather Bureau;"’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

In line 11, page 2, section 4 of the Senate bill, after the words “ expert in the,” 
strike out the words “ preparation of weather forecasts, may temporarily, pend- 
ing the training of a sufficient number of civilian experts for forecasting’ and 
insert in lieu thereof the words “ duties of the Weather Service may; and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

In line 16, 2, section 5 of the Senate bill, after the words “‘ shall be,” in- 
sert the word “‘ honorably;"’ and the Senate agree to the same.” 

In line 20, page 2, section 5 of the Senate bill, atter the word ‘shal!,’’ insert 
the words “if they so elect: ’’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

In line 21, page 2, section 5 of the Senate bill, after the words “ continue as,” 
insert the words “it shall be in the Signal Service; '’ and the Senate agree to 
the same. 

In line 23, page 2, section 5 of the Senate bill, after the word “ observers, 
strike out the word “ now;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

In line 24, page 2, section 5 ofthe Senate bill. after the word ‘‘service,’’ insert 
the words ‘at said date;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

In tine 4, page 3, section 6 of the Senate bill, afterthe word “ performed,” in- 
sert the words ‘long and ;’’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

In line 5, page 3, section 6 of the Senate bill, after the word “ board,”’ strike 
out the words “‘of officers;’’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

In line 6, page 3, section § of the Senate bill, after the word “ war,” strike out 
the word “has” and insert in lieu thereof the words ‘shall have;” ard the 
Senate agree to the same. 

In line 19, 8, section 7 of the Senate bill, after the words ‘‘ which are,” 
insert the woe “hereby ;"’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

In line =, page 3, section 7 of the Senate bill, after the words “as to.” in- 
sert the w “be applicable to and to;’’ and the Senate agree to the came. 

In line 21, page 3, section 7 of the Senate bill, after the words “corps in,” 
strike out the word “such” and insert in lieu thereof the words “the same;"’ 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

In line 21, page 3, section 7 of the Senate bill, after the words “ manner as,” 
strike out the words “now applies” and insert in lieu thereof “they now ap- 
ply ” and the Senate to the same. 

n line 25, page 3, section 7 of the Senate bill, after the word ‘examination,’ 
strike out the words “ by and approval of” and insert in lieuthereof the words 
" recommendation by; ’’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

In line 26. 3, section 7 of the Senate bill,after the word “ corps,” insert 
the words “to be; '’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

In line 30, page 3, section 8 of the Senate bill, after the word *‘ made,’’ insert 
the words “in the Signal Corps;”’ and the Senate agree to the same. 
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In line 16, page 4, section 9 of the Senate bill, after the words “ shall be 








sert the word “hereafter and the Senate agree to the same. 

In line 19, page 4, section 10 of the Senate bill, after the word “‘ officials, 
strike out the word “said” and insert in lieu thereof the word “ which; ’’ and 
the Senate agree to the same 

In line 21, page 4, section 10 of the Senate bill, afterthe word “ moneys,’’ insert 
the words “ pertaining to and and the Senate ayree to the same 

In line 21, pawe 4, section 10 of the Senate bill, after the word “and strike 
out the words ‘it shall ind insert in lieu thereof the words ‘said ! d shall 
as 800Nn as practicabl snd the Senate agree tothe same 

In line 23, page 4, section 10 i the Senate bill, after t ora I I tv 
insert the word “ more al agree to the sa 

In line 24, page 4,s on > Senate bill, after the word ‘‘and inser! 
the words ‘not necessary ;"’ an i the Senate agree to the same. 

In line 25, page 4. section 10 of the Senate bill, after the word “ corps,” strike 
out the words “ of the Army, and” and insert in lieu thereof the words “and 
what part of said property will be suitable and necessary for the Sigual Corps 
and ;”’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

In line 26, page 4, section 10 of the Senate bill, after the word “moneys 
strike out the word " pertaining”’ and insert in lieu thereof the words ** which 
shall be decided to properly pertain and the Senate agree to the san 

In line 28, pawe4, section 10 of the Senate bill, strike out the words “ per 
as’’ and insert in lieu thereof the words “ bureau, and to the custody ot! ind 
the Senate agree to the same. 

In line 28, page 4, section 10 of the Senate bill, after the word “A 
strike out the words “‘ may direct and the Senate : ee to th 





WM. B. BATI 
Jos. R. HAWLEY 
Cc. K. DAVIS, 
Managers on ti part of the ~ 
B. M, CUTCHEON 
FRANCIS W. ROCKWE! 
JOS. WHEELER, 
Wanagers the part 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on concurring in the re- 
port of the conference committee. 
The report was concurred in. 
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MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MCPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had agreed to the report of the 
committee of conterence on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the joint resolution (H. Kes. 104) to 
permit the Secretary of War to grant a revocable license to use a pier 
as petitioned by vessel-owners of Chicago, Ii). 

‘The message also announved that the House had passed the bill (5. 
3521) for the relief of Timothy Hennessy. 

The message further announced that the House had passed the fol 
lowing bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate 

A bill (H. R. 7552) to relinquish the interest of the United States 
in certain lands to the city and county of San Francisco and its grantees; 

A bill (H. R. 11766) to correct the military record of Marcellus Pet 
titt; and 

A bill (H. R. 12123) granting a pension to Sophia Wenzel. 

UNITED STATES PIR AT CHICAGO, ILL. 

Mr. CULLOM. I ask leave to call up a conference report. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I shall have to object. 

Mr. CULLOM., It will take buta moment. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I allowed the report of the Senator from Tennes- 
see [Mr. BATE] to come in on the statement that it would take buta 
moment. 

Mr. CULLOM. I desire to go away, and this report will take but a 
moment. There will be no discussion about it at all. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Very well. 

Mr. CULLOM. I present the conference report which I send to the 
desk and ask to have read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The report will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the joint resolution (H. Res. 104) to permit the 
Secretary of War to grant a revocable license to use a pier as petitioned by ves- 
sel-owners of Chicago, Ill., having met, after full and free conference 
agreed torecommend and do recommend totheir respective Houses as follows 

Phat the Senate recede from its amendment numbered | to the resolution of 
the House, and agree to the text of the same with the following amendments 

Line 3, after the word “‘of,” strike out the words ‘said pier,” and insert in 
lieu thereof the words “‘the United States pier at Chicago, I/1., situated north 
and east of the Illinois Central Railroad Company's wharf No. |, and on south 
side of Chicago River.” 

Line 8, after the word “railroad,” strike out t word 
place thereof the word “ company's.”’ 

And the House agree to the same. 


That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the s 
ate striking out the preamble of said resolution and agree to the same 
8. M. CULLOM, 
J. N. DOLPH, 
M. W. RANSOM 
Ua jers on the part of he S 
WM. FE. MASON, 
1H. SWEN Y, 
FELIX CAMPBELI 
Managers on the part of the House 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The question is on concurring in the 1 
port of the committee of conference. 
The report was concurred in. 
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ear’ and insert 


PAY AND MILEAGE OF MEMBERS AND DELEGATES. 


Mr. MORGAN. This morning I entered a motion to reconsider the 
vote by which the Senate passed the bill (H. R. 12163) making an ap- 
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propriation to supply a deficiency in the appropriation for compensa- 


tion of Members of the House of Representatives and Delegates from 
Territories. I ask leave now to withdraw that motion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. BLACKBURN in thechair). With- 
out objection, the request of the Senator from Alabama will be granted. 
Che Chair hears no objection, and the motion to reconsideris withdrawn. 


EPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Vir. SAWYER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the foll« 
and submitted reports thereon 

A bill (LL R. 8124) granting a pension to George Everts; 


A bill (H. R. 12012) granting a pension to Hannah B. Shepherd; and 
4 bill (H. R. 9767) granting an increase of pension to John S. Fer- 
guson 
HOUSE BILLS REFERRED 


The bill (H. R. 7552) to relinquish the interest of the United States 
in certain lands to the city and coun: y of San Francisco and its grantees 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands, 

The bill (H. R. 11766) to correct the military record of Marcellus 
Pettitt was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

The bit (H. R. 12123) granting a pension to Sophia Wenzel was read 
twive by its title, and reterred to the Committee on Pensions, 

LAND SURVEYS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the action of the 
House of Representatives non-concurring in the amendments of the 
Senate to the bill (H. R. 10639) to amend section 2, act of May 30, 
1862, and asking for a conference with the Senate on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses thereon. 

Mr. PLUMB, I move that the Senate insist upon its amendments 
to the bill and accede to the request of the House for a conference 
thereon. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the Vice-President was authorized to appoint 
the conferees on the partof the Senate; and Mr. WALTHALL, Mr. PLUMB, 
and Mr. DoLrH were appointed. 

MICHAEL M’GARVEY. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amendment of 
the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 3196) granting an increase 
of pension to Michael MeGarvey; which was to strike out ‘* the same 
rate allowed for loss of both eyes’’ and insert in lieu thereof the words 
‘forty dollars per month,”’ 

Mr. DAVIS. I move that the Senate concur in the amendment of 
the House of Representatives. 

The motion was agreed to, 

RIGHT OF WAY ACROSS RED LAKE RESERVATION. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amendment of 
the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 4314) granting right of 
way to the Ked Lake and Western Railway and Navigation Company 
across Red Lake reservation, in Minnesota, and granting said company 
the right to take lands for terminal railroad and warehouse purposes; 
which was to strikeout ‘three hundred and twenty ’’ and insert *‘ one 
hundred and sixty.’’ 

Mr. DAVIS. I move that the Senate concur in the amendment of 
the House of Representatives. 

The motion was agreed to. 


JOHN M. DUNN, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amendment of 
the House of Representatives to the bill (S, 4370) granting a pension 
to John M. Dunn, which was, in line 6, after the word “‘ of,’’ where 
it first occurs, to strike out ‘‘seventy-two’’ and insert ‘‘ fifty.’’ 

Mr. DAVIS. I move that the Senate concur in the amendment of 
the House of Representatives. 

The motion was agreed to. 

CLASSIFICATION OF VESSELS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amendments of the 
House of Representatives to the bill (S. 540) to amend sections 1529, 
1530, and 1531 of the Revised Statutes of the United States relating 
to the Navy; which were referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 


MARTHA N. HUDSON. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amendment of 
the Honse of Representatives to the bill (S. 4481) granting a pension 
to Marthan N. Hudson; which was, in line 3, after the word “laws,’’ 
to insert ‘‘at the rate of $8 per month.’’ 

Mr. DAVIS. I move that the Senate concur in the amendment of 
the House of Representatives. 

Mr. CHANDLER. If the Senator will allow me, I move that the 
Senate non-concur inthe amendment and ask for a committee of con- 
ference. 

Mr. DAVIS. I withdraw my metion, and accept the motion of the 
Senator from New Hampshire. 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of | 
Senator from New Hampshire that the Senate non-concur in the am. 
ment of the House of Representatives and ask for a conference on { 
disagreeing votes, 

The motion was agreed to. 

| By unanimous consent, the Vice-President was authorized t 
point the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. Davi 
BLAtTR, and Mr. BLODGETT were appointed. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. McPHER 
| its Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the House had signed 
following enrolled bills and joint resolution; and they were the: 

signed by the Vice-President: 

A bill (S. 125) for the relief of Reaney, Son & Archbold; 

A bill (S. 270) for the relief of the assignees of John Roach, dec: 

A bill (S. 728) in recognition of the merits and services of Chie! 
gineer George Wallace Melville, United States Navy, and of the ot 
officers and men of the Jeannette Arctic expedition; 

A bill (S. 968) for the relief of Amos L. Allen, survivor of the 
of Larrabee & Allen; 

A bill (S. 1857) for the relief of Charles P. Chouteau, survi\ 
Chouteau, Harrison and Valle; 

A bill (8. 2212) relative to the Rancho Punta de la Laguna; 

| A bill (S. 2916) to remit the penalties on gunboat No. 2, known 
| the Petrel; 

| A bill (S. 3269) for the relief of the administratrix of the estat 
George W. Lawrence; 

A bill (8. 3532) granting a pension to Georgiana W. Vogdes; 

A bill (8. 3716) to provide for the examination of certain officers 
the Army and to regulate promotions therein; 

A bill (8. 3952) to authorize the construction of a bridge across t): 
Alabama River at or near Selma, Ala., by the Selma and Cahawba V 
ley Railroad Company; 

A bill (S.4021) to authorize the commissioners of the District of Co 
lumbia to annul and cancel the subdivision of part of square 112, know 
as Cooke Park; 

A bill (8.4081) to provide for the incorporation of trust, loan, mort 
gage, and certain other corporations within the District of Columbia; 

A bill (8. 4221) te confirm certain sales of the Kansas trust an‘! 
diminished reserve lands in the State of Kansas; 

A bill (8. 4354) to refer to the Court of Claims certain claims of th 
Shawnee and Delaware Indians and the freedmen of the Cherokee Na 
tion, and for other pu . 

A bill (8. 4395) to authorize the construction of a bridge across th: 
Missouri River at some accessible point in Boone County, in the Stat 
of Missouri; 

A bill (S. 4396) authorizing the construction of a bridge across tl: 
Osage River at some accessible point in the county of Benton, in th 
State of Missouri; 

A bill (S. 4398) giving, upon conditions and limitations therein con 
tained, the assent of the United States to certain leases of rights to 
mine coal in the Choctaw Nation; 

A bill (S. 4403) to provide an American register for the steamer Jo 
seph Oteri, Jr., of New Orleans, La. ; 

A bill (8. 4405) to authorize the construction of a bridge across the 
Missouri River at the most accessible point within 1 mile above o1 
a the town of Quindaro, in the county of Wyandotte and State oi 

ansas; 

A bill (S. 4309) granting the right of way to the Sherman and North- 
western Railway Company through the Indian Territory, and for othe: 
purposes, 

A bill (H. R. 11459) making appropriations to supply deficiencies in 
the appropriations for the fiseal year ending June 30, 1890, and for prio: 
years, and for other purposes; and 

Joint resolution (S. R. 125) toextend the time of payment to settler- 
on the public lands in certain cases. 


FREE-DELIVERY SERVICE. 


The joint resolution (H. Res. 218) to allow the Postmaster-Genera! 
to expend $10,000 to test at small towns and villages the system 0! 
ee free-delivery service, and for other purposes, was read twice by it 
title. 

Mr.SAWYER. I ask that that joint resolution be put on its pas- 
sage. The Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads have had a simi 
lar joint resolution under consideration and authorized me to report i 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present consid 
eration of the joint resolution? The Chair hears none. 

Mr.SAWYER. It takes no money to try the experiment. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, asin Committee of the Whole. 
proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


kf PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 
A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. 
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PruDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had this 
day approved and signed the following acts and joint resolutions: 

‘An act (8S. 179) granting a pension to Ellen Courtney; 

An act (8. 577) granting a pension to Laura J. Ives; 

in act (S. 626) granting a pension to Mary E. Williams; 


tn act (S. 1971) for the relief of William Clawson; 
An act (S. 4074) to provide an American register for the bark Cam- 


panera, of Baltimore, Md. ; 

{n act (S. 3852) to authorize the Eagle Pass Water Supply Company 
and the Compafifa Proveedora de Aguas de Ciudad Portirio Diaz to 
connect their water-works communications across the Kio ( 
River at Eagle Pass, Tex. ; 

An act (S. 3996) to repeal sections 3952 and 3953 of Revised Statutes 
of the United States; 

int resolution (S. R. 95) to surrender certain bonds, drafts, and other 

papers in the Department of State to Robert 5. Hargous, administrator 
of Louis 8. Hargous, deceased; and 

Joint resolution (8. 123) to enable the commission having charge o! 
the preparation and erection of the statue, with suitable emblematic 
devices thereon, on one of the public reservations in the city of Wash- 
ington, to the memory of General Lafayette and his compatriots, to 
execute the purpose expressed in the concurrent resolution adopted by 
the two Houses of Congress on the 28th day of August, 1890. 


1 
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EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a letter from the 
Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, in response toa Senate resolution 
of September 29, 1890, the last report of the Government directors of 
the Union Pacific Railroad Company; which was referred to the Select 
Committee on Pacific Railroads, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a letter from the Postmaster-General, 
in response to a Senate resolution of September 20, 1890, relating to 
alleged records of the Confederate government valuable in connection 
with certain mail contractors’ claims; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MCPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced thut the House had disagreed to the amendment 
of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 7254) to repeal timber-culture laws, 
and for other purposes, agreed to the conference asked by the Senate 
on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed 
Mr. Payson, Mr. PICKLER, and Mr. HOLMAN managers at the con- 
ference on the part of the House. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the follow- 
ing bills: 

A bill (S. 1658) establishing a custongs collection district to consist 
of the States of North Dakota and South Dakota, and for other pur- 

; and i 

A bill (S. 2938) concerning the jurisdiction of courts of the United 
States. 

The message further announced that the House had passed the fol- 
lowing bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 2617) for the relief of Henry Clay and others, owners 
and crew of the whaling schooner Franklin, of New Bedford, Mass. ; 

A bill (H. R. 3449) for the relief of James M. Lowry; 

A bill (HL R, 6584) for the relief of certain enlisted men of the Ord- 
nance Corps, United States Army, in the matter of claims for bounties; 

A bill (H. R. 6975) to provide for an additional associate justice of 
the supreme court of Arizona; 

A bill (H. R. 7641) for the relief of Daniel C. Trewhitt, of Chatta- 

Tenn. ; 

A bill (A. R. 9852) to authorize the Lake Charles Road and Bridge 
Company, of Lake Charles, La., to construct and maintain bridges 
across English Bayou and Calcasieu River; 

A bill (H. R. 11527) to amend chapter 1085 of the acts of the first 
session of the Fiftieth Congress; and 

A bill (H. R. 12187) to set apart certain tracts of land in the State of 
California as forest reservations. 


THE REVENUE BILL. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following con- 
current resolution of the House of Representatives; which was read: 


Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That the Clerk 
of the House be, and he is hereby, directed to number consecutively the para- 
graphs and sections of House bill 9416, to reduce the revenne and equalize 

uties on imports, and for other purposes, ia the enrollment of the bill. 


The Senate, by unanimous consented, proceed toconsider the resolu- 
tion. . 

Mr. ALDRICH. From the conferees on the part of the Senate I offer 
an amendment to the concurrent resolution, which I send to the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The amendment will be read. 

The Secrerrarny. Add at the end ot the resolution: 

And he is hereby furtherdirected to enroll paragraphs 362 and 272, as follows: 

“362. Cables, cordage, and twine (except binding-twine composed in whole or 
in part of istle or Tampico fiber, manila, sisal . orsunn) 1} cents per pound ; 
all manufactured in whole ania part of istle or Tampico fiber, 
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Mr. PLUMB. Ishould cet uir the ator from Rhode 
Island if he will accept 
medium of this concurrent reso 
ments which occur to me that [ t ik ougl 
late stage. 

Mr. ALDRICH. These amenc 
conierence committee 
the two committees. 

Mr. PLUMB. We have had this | 
use of the Senate, and | 
which it was desired to pass it. | 
be under which thin l. 
but I suggest that it very a 
rather more convenient than it is safe. 

Mr. CARLISLE. While I do not agree that the increases made b 
these paragraphs over the rates established by the bill as it passed ¢1 
Senate ought to be made, yet it is a fact that they were agreed upo 
in the conference committee, and they have been omitted by mista 
from the report. Therefore I suppose the resolution is a proper one 
make the report conform to the actual fact. 

Mr. ALDRICH, 
an increase. 

Mr. CARLISLE. But 
parts which are increases. 

Mr. INGALLS. It would be interesting to k: 
last, on the very heels of final adjournment, this bill and the report of 
the conference committee have been so far examined that we know 
that these are all the errors which need to be corrected. It is certainly 
an extraordinary process that in a bill of this magnitude, involving 
such questions and to endure for so long a period of time, we should 
be called upon to vote ior a concurrent resolution to direct an enrolling 
clerk to insert certain amendments in the frame-work of the bill. 

I think before we agree to this resolution we had better have some 
assurance from the conferees that the bill has been gone over paragraph 
by paragraph and punctuation point by punctuation point, so that the 
assurance may be definite that there is nothing more to be done, and i! 
this has not been already arranged we had better leave this open as 
kind of basket clause to take in what other errors may be subsequent! y 
discovered. 

Mr. PLUMB. It is somewhat extraordinary if in connection with 
the substance of this amendment it is found in fact that the conierence 
committee have increased the duties on one certain thing at all events 
beyond that contemplated or made by the action of either House. It 
seems to me that that is stretching the parliamentary authority of the 
conference committee beyond reason or authority. The two Houses 
seem to have agreed on 50 per cent. as the proper duty on shirts and ar- 
ticles of wearing apparel composed wholly or in part of linen, and the 
conference committee very accommodatingly put it up to 55 per cent. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I ought to say in answer to the suggestion made 
by the senior Senator from Kansas { Mr. INGALLS] that the bill has 
been gone through carefully and thoroughly, I think, and these are the 
only errors which have been discovered, and I presume they are a 
that will be discovered. The effect of the amendments is simply to 
make the bill in accordance with the conference committee’s action 

Mr. HARRIS. I desire to make an inquiry in regard to the resolu 
tion. Is action asked upon the resolution ? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Upon the amendment first. The ques 
tion is first on the amendment offered by the Senator from Rhode Isl- 
and. 

Mr. HARRIS. The resolution, as I understand it, is proposed to 
correct the enrollment of the bill. There are two or three bills lying 
upon the table of the President in respect to which similiar resolutions 
have been offered, which have been objected to and are lying there, | 
am not sure that this is not the proper method of correcting an erro: 
I have favored it in respect to other bills, but it has been objected to 
Iam not quite willing to have this or any other bill corrected in it 
enrollment by a concurrent resolution unless the same rule is applied 
to the various bills in respect to which such resolutions are pending. 
Let the resolution lie over for the present. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
go over. 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the report of the commit 
tee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on th: 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 9416) to reduce the re‘ 
enue and equalize duties on imports, and for other purposes. 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, I had intended to submit to the Senate 
to-day some remarks in regard to the reciprocity feature that has been 
attached to this bill as it is now before the Senate and comes to us from 
the conference committee. The Senator from Kentucky [Mr. CaR- 
LISLE], in the able and exhaustive speech which he bas made, has so 
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entirely covered the ground of criticism that I am not disposed to de- 
tain the Senate by any remarks of my own, 

I should have been glad, sir, it there had been more opportunity for 
the discussion of this most important report on this most important 
and serious measure of taxation, if there had been greater opportauity 
for Senators on this side and Senators upon that to have found out 
from those who have reported this bill back to the Senate from the 
conference what were the reasons that constrained them at last to dis- 
sent from the very moderate amendments and the very slight modifi- 
cations that were made by the Senate to the bill as it came from the 
House. 

But it appears that we are to be denied that opportunity. The fiat 
has gone forth that this bill is to be passed. It is tobe hurried to the 
final act that is to make ita law. Whether it be that its friends upon 
that side have discovered signs of disintegration in the party that nom- 
inally support it is not for me to now question, but itis with unseemly 
haste being rushed through the Senate without just opportanity for 
criticism aod examination. 

The Senator from lowa | Mr. ALLISON | took occasion to criticise the 
position taken by the Senator from Kentucky_[Mr. CARLISLE] in his 
most able and searching examin:«tion of the reciprocity feature of this 
bill, this addendum that has been made in the Senite, this flag of 
truce, as the Senator from Alabama [ Mr. MorGAN ] called it, that is to 
head the marching column of home-market adherents as they come be- 
fore the people. He seemed to think that because the Senator from 
Kentucky contended thata subsidy that was to be given to a particular 
class in this country, a subvention outof the pockets of the people, out 
of the Treasury of the United States to certain favored individuals, 
was not within the power of Congress, then his argument ought to have 
gone farther and to have extended to a denial of the power of Congress 
indirectly to aid a class or an industry or an interest by tariff taxa- 
tion. 

Mr. President, there would be much to say upon that topic if this 
were the time and it this were the opportunity to discuss the power of 
indirect taxation, but the position taken by the Senator from Ken- 
tucky nevertheless stands, and has not been directly attacked by the 
Senator from Iowa. It is incapable in my opinion of being success- 
fully attacked by any oneor in any quarter, and this must remain asa 
sheer, bald assumption of usurpation of power on the part of Congress 
to take from the common Treasury of all the peop.e these millions of 
dollars to place in the pockets of those who shall manufacture sugar in 
Louisiana or elsewhere within the borders of the United States. 

The Senator from lows seemed to think that there could be no dis- 
tinction drawn between the broad grounds tor a tax for a public pur- 
poseand those which support a tax levied for private purposes and con- 
cern individual and special interests. 

Bat, Mr. President, I only rose to say a very few words on one or two 
features of this report. We have jast bad our proceedings interrupted 
by a resolution to correct errors in the enrolling of the bill, and it is 
gratifying to know that in the accelerated speed with which this meas- 
ure is being put through its preliminary staves thie dropped stitch has 
been discovered, and somebody who had a cheap shirt on his back has 
been hauled up and told he will not get off by any omission on the part 
of the conterees. 

We have discovered that we have allowed, owing to the speed with 
which it is necessary to go through with this matter, this important 
article of clothing to escape that tax which in all propriety you 
have put upon such articles, and therefore this man with a cheap 
shirt on his back is not going to get off scot free, as he thought 
he might do, by the omission and carelessness ot the committee. Well, 
I do not know whether there may be any other omissions or not. 

But, Mr. President, I was calling attention to this matter of the sub- 
sidy, which the Senator from [Iowa seems to think is not amenable to 
the criticisms of the Senator from Kentucky, and that a subsidy is not 
only a proper and legitimate exercise of the legislative power, but that 
in itself itis to be commended; that there is no obstruction to be found 
in the grants of legislative power to Congress to the passage of this or 
any other subsidy that the Congress of the United States may in its 
wisdom believe to be for the general good and the public weliare. 

I will stop long enough to call the attention of the Senator from 
Iowa to the fact that there are broad distinctions necessarily lying at 
the basis of all legislation of this kind between a public object and a 
private object to which the money of the people can be appropriated. 
A subsidy that is to encourage one industry at the expense ot others, 
that is to bestow a special favor upon a class or upon individuals that 
is not conferred upon all classes and upon all individuals, is obnoxious 
to every principle that lies at the basis of the institutions of this coun- 
try. 

The Senator from lowa seemed to think that a subsidy, a bounty. 
because it bas obtained at certain times in our history, and been given 
upon certain pablic grounds, may at all times lawfully obtain and be 
given indiscriminately whenever the Congress of the United States 
shall think it is proper that it should be bestowed. 

But, Mr. President, I only want to call theattention of the Senator 
from Iowa to the extreme result to which he is led by that logic. If 
this subsidy to the sugar manufacturers of this country, in Louisiana, 
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or in Kansas, or Nebraska, is legitimate and within the scope of oy; 
legislative power, then a subsidy to any other industry is likewice 
legitimate. There is no obstacle between the demand for such a x 
sidy on the part ofany manufacturer and its reception except the 
of Congress, If this is legitimate, then Congress may bestow upon a st 
larger class, and if worth is to be estimated by the extent of the cla 
upon a worthier class, upon the growers of wheat and corn, upon the 
farmers of the country, a bounty or a subsidy out of the pockets ot tho 
people in order to encourage their very depressed industry. There js 
no limit that can be placed by the argument of the Senator from i. 
to the exercise of this power. 

Then, Mr President, we would be coming directly to that state , 
things towards which many steps have been taken in this bill, a state 
socialism, in which the Government is to become a partuer in all 
dustries, and in which the Government is to be called upon to aid and 
eacourage, as it is called, any industry that is unprofitable by a bount, 
or byatax. It matters not in principle whether this is done direct! y 0; 
indirectly. To this result must the logic of the Senator from Joy 
bring us if we are to pursue his argument as a sound one. 

Mr. President, I only rise more particularly before this debate closes 
to place in the RecorD a table which I have, that has been prenared 
very carefully by a very competent man, in regard to the labor-cost o; 
one of the most important articles contained in this scheme of ta: 
taxation. I mean the labor-cost in the production of steel rails, about 
which in thecourse of the debate during the last two months a good dea] 
has been said on both sides ot this Chamber. There has been no argu- 
ment mae justifying the tariff tax that has been laid upon steel rails 
or upon any other of the numerous commodities that are the subject 
of this bill except that it was meant to equalize the conditions ot the 
manuatacturers in this country and abroad, in order that the manu- 
facturer in this country might compete upon fairly equal terms. |i 
has been called to the attention of the Senate more than once that ii 
that were the only excuse for this taxation it was necessary to get at 
the exact difference in the labor-cost for the production of these art 
cles in this country and in Europe. 

I am fortunate in having bad at this late day worked out, as I said, 
by a very competent statistician, a statement of the costof labor ip the 
production of 1 ton of steel rails in the United States, the continent 
of Europe, and Great Britain, compiled from the preliminary report 
of the Commissioner of Labor as contained in House of Representa- 
tives Miscellaneous Document No. 222, as compared with the report o! 
Senate Miscellaneous Document No. 198. 

By this table, which I shall ask leave to print in full in the Recorp, 
it appears what is the labor-cost in the production of 1 ton of steel rails 
in the United States, taking all the elements of cost, commencing with 
the production of the iron ore from the mines, 4,137 pounds of iron 
ore necessary to the production of a ton of steel rails; the labor-cost of 
the production of 1,497 pounds of limestone, necessary in fluxing that 
much ore; the labor-cost of the production of 4,898 pounds of bitumi- 
nous coal, which is necessary, according to the tables that we have be- 
fore us, for the reduction of that much iron ore, forthe conversion of that 
mach coal into 3,082-pounds ot coke; the labor-cost for the conversion 
of the ore, of the limestone, and the coke into 2,469 pounds of pig-iron, 
and the labor-cost and fuel for the conversion of the pig-iron into 2,488 
pounds of steel ingots; and finally, the labor-cost for the conversion of 
the steel ingots into 1 ton of steel rails. Ali the steps are taken into 
the account, so that this progression of labor-cost, which the Senator 
from Vermont [Mr. EpMuNDs] has been so fond of referring to as be- 
ing the only proper and accurate way of getting at the labor-cost of an 
article, is carried out, and we have as the result in the United States, 
according to Mr. Carroll D. Wright and according to these documents 
that have been presented to the Senate and are now before them, 
$11.5983 as the labor-cost in the United States for the production of 1 
ton of steel rails. 


l’'rom nine establishments on the continent of Europe and in Great 
Britain we have also a calculation of the labor-cost, taken from these 
same documents, The average of all the nine establishments on the 
Continent and in Great Britain for the production of a ton of steel rails 
calculated in the same manner, commencing with the production o! 
the iron ore and ending with 2,240 pounds of the finished product of 
steel rails, is $11.40 and fifty-five one-hundredths, making a difference 
of only 19 cents between the labor-cost of a ton of steel rails in the 
United States and the average labor-cost computed upon the product 
of these nine establishments in Great Britain and on the continent 0! 
Europe of a product of like amount. 

‘Therefore we have, to condense what I have just said, this remark- 
able statement, that according to the Commissioner of Labor, Mr. Car- 
roll D. Wright, labor receives in the United States $11.59 to produce 
ton of steel rails, and according to the same report of this same Com- 
missioner the average cost of production for labor in nine mills in Eu- 
rope, including the Continent aud Great Britain, is $11.40 per ton. 
Hence in the United States the cost of labor is $11.59 and in nine mills 
on the Continent and in Great Britain it is $11.40. The difference in 
favor of the toreign-produced article, 1 ton of steel rails, is only 19 
cents. 


And yet to cover that difference we have now a tax in the House bill 
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of $11.20, and in the Senate reduced by an amendment to this bill to contained in this bill. It is not to cover the difference in labor-cost; 
$11.76, but raised by this committee of conference back to the House | it is not in order to protect the laborer in the mills and in the mines 


rate of $13.44. 


the Senator from Kentucky properly called the false pretenses that are 





| that these rates are imposed. 
Mr. President, this is only one of the very many exposures of what | which is patent to every one who reads these 
| table, which is as tollows 


There is another and a different object 
chedules, I snbmit the 








Comparative statement of the cost of labor in the production of one ton of steel rails in the United States, the con t of Europe, and Great Britain. 
Compiled from the preliminary report of the Commissioner of Labor, House Miscellaneous Document No. 222, and compared with the report Senate Miscella 
’ neous Document No, 198, Compiled by Ivan C, Michels, from louse Miscellaneous Document No. 222, pages 29, 30, 33, 35, 41, 46, 47, 50, 59, and 60 
| 
| ! ‘ itinent of | Great Britain. General 
aed i average 
Materials and successive stages of conversion. Tatton pe ae 
No * No. 4.* No.5.* | No. 6.% | No.7 No.8 No. 9.* | No.1 No. 11.* miils, 
; 
For production of 4,137 pounds of iron ore...............000008| $2.1423 | $2.6352 | $4, 0087 2.6476 | $3.3385 | $2.9765 | $0. 9204 | $1.6548 | $1. 1811 | $2, 5028 €2, 4295 
For production of 1,497 pounds of limestone..........00......0005 -2U5L | =. 2904 . 2904 . 2404 . 2904 2904 . 2904 2904 | .2904 2904 2904 
For production of 4,308 pounds of bituminous coal .. ........ 1, 9728 1, 4952 2.1010 2.5145 2. 1924 2, 3355 . 5779 1. 6539 1, 6731 1. 6299 1. 8082 
For conversion of above coal into 3,082 pounds of coke..... 5983 | . 6996 4299 222 . 2773 . 2141 | , 3082 3729 5886 , 5501 292 
For conversion of above ore, limestone, and coke into | | 
21D PON OE UAB OU YT oo... 000 c5c0 0100 v0seee oo0ee cesses seseas cess , 1.5763 91457 9456 1. 2079 7960 7986, 984] 9227 9004 . 9004 0335 
For conversion of above pig-iron into 2,488 pounds of steel 
EBOUS .oorcccencsscvce vvvcvceseesencccveeveseorerees ceeeceseorenceesesess cece ssevas 1, 6894 1, 2141 5173 1. 0623 1. 2589 1. 2600 1, 2912 8459 1.9779 2.1148 1. 2858 
For fuel (1.11 tons bituminous coal) for conversion of above | 
pig-iron into 2,488 pounds of steel ingots....--...06....c0e0 seer . 9124 6904 . 9701 1.1610 1.0123 1. 0878 3130 | 8769 7723 . 7525 8485 
For conversion of above steel ingots into one ton (2,240 
OG ME MIO CED i ccreccoseseresessores snecenccsee, senses seaces ne enencee 1.5400 | 1.0430 | 2.5190 | 4.6410 | 2.5830 | 2.6890 | 2.9740} 2.0100/ 2.5480); 1.3680 2. 4860 
For (1.17 tons) bituminous coal for conversion of above | . 
steel ingots into 1 ten of 2,240 pounds of steel rails......... . 9617 | 7277 1. 0225 1, 2238 1.0670 | 1.1466 . 3299 9243 . 8143 . 7932 9844 
We cianaaeinaitaciens. 5<<.0H09 obsene eoceee . 11.5983 | 9.7413 | 12.8345 | 15.1707 | 12.8158 | 12.7985 | 8.0891 9.5518 | 10.7463 | 10. 9021 11. 4055 
Total cost of 1 ton of steel rails, including material, labor, } 
salaries of officials and clerks, fuel, supplies, repairs, ws | | 
Saini s cnsecnesoonsonececede recede veo coouses Senseree <oegee 25. 777 19, 576 22, 184 25. 652 23, 121 23. 190 23.743 | 27.025 21, 907 18. 588 22. 776 


* Number ofJocality of steel-rail mills as per page 34 of the preliminary report of the Commissioner of Labor, House Miscellaneous Document No, 222, 
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Let mesay while I am on this subject, lest I may be thought to have | 
omitted anything that is at all important to the problem, this gentle- | 
man having worked out the difference in the labor-cost of the common 
steel rails, commencing with the iron ore in the mine, also deals with 
the figures taken trom the report of the Commissioner of Labor that 
concern the total cost of a ton of steel rails in this country and in 
Europe, including material, labor, salaries of officials and clerks, fuel, 
supplies, repairs, and taxes. In the United States the cost, including 
all these things, the taxes, the salaries of clerks and high-paid officials, 
presidents of companies, vice-presidents, and secretaries, and so on, is 
$25.777, and in Europe the average of these nine mills on the conti- 
nent and in Great Britain is $22.776, making a difference altogether of 
$3 in the labor-cost, including all these items, between Europe and this | 
country. 

Mr. President, is it not a monstrous injustice, is it not a shame and | 
a reproach to this Senate, that they should sit here day after day with | 
these facts ascertainable staring them in the face and yet gaining their 
own consent to place a burden like this upon the necks of the Ameri- 
can people, a tax of $13.44 to cover a mere labor-cost of 19 cents, and 
a cost, covering all possible charges, taxes, materials, salaries, and all, 
ot only $3 between the production of a tonof steel rails in Europe and 
in this country? 

Mr. President, that same analysis might be pursued as to the other 
schedules in this bill, and in every case you would find that the tax, 
insteaa of being made to fit the difference in labor-cost in this country 
and abroad, would multiply that difference many fold; and that in the 
face, so far as steel is concerned, of the evidence that has been quoted | 
here more than once of Major Bent, who is the president, I believe, or | 
manager, of one of the largest steel works in the United States, that if 

| 
| 


you gave him free material he wanted no protective tax at all and could | 
compete with the steel-rail makers of the whole world uponequal terms. | 

I am not about to detain the Senate any longer. My principal object | 
was to place upon the record this latest analysis that I have seen of the 
labor-cost of one of the most important articles contained in the sched- 
ules of the bill before us. I know that I can not by detaining the Sen- 
ate delay the passage of this bill, and I must submit, as the rest of the 
citizens of the United States are compelled to subinit, to the imposi- 
tion of the burdens that are contained in it, and only hope for that re- 
liet which may come in the revolving years, from a change of sentiment 
in Congress, brought about by an indignant expression of popular opin- | 
ion. 

There are many other things in regard to the features of this bill that | 
deserve comment and to which the attention of the people should be | 
ealled. There is no opportunity now to do it. 

The general adoption of specific duties in this bill is one of its most 


iniquitous features, adopted in the interest protessedly of a better ad- 
ministration of the customs of our country, but really intended to 
increase the rate of taxation, by the device of a hard and fast duty 
upon acommodity to head off and meet that cheapening process which 
is going on all over the world in its great industries and in the com- 


modities that are the products of those industries. So that when you 


‘or in the report of the Acting Commissioner of Labor in Senate Miscellaneous Document No. 198, of transposition of figures," 
2.64v,"" which have duly been taken note of in the compilation of the above comparative statement. 


2,469"’ should read 


lay a specific tax of so many cents or so many dollars per pound or 
per ton, you may laugh at the cheaper product that time and inven- 
tion and skill evolve, for you meet the cheapening process by the specific 
tax. This specificduty, amounting now to 50 or 6U percent. ad valorem, 
in the process of time and by the cheapening of these commodities 
mounts as they lower in the scale and becomes 70 or 100 or even more 
per cent., as some of these taxes have become where they have been 
laid for long periods of time. 

It is one of the devices of those classes and of those interests for whom 
this tariff tax has been so enormously increased. They seek to ob- 
scure from the people an idea of the true enormity of the measure of 
this taxation and veil from them the burdens that they are bearing by 
this laying of a specific tax instead of the ad valorem tax, which 
always speaks for itself and explains what proportion of the value of 
an article goes in the way of tax either to the public Treasury or to the 
coffers of the protected mannfacturers. 

Bat, Mr. President, I shall not detain the Senate longer upon this 
subject, and only trust that the people of this country will be able to 
beac with such equanimity as may come to them this increased tax 
barden, and will in due time understand the selfishness of the measure 
and of the men who are promoting it. 

Mr. HIGGINS. Mr. President, at an earlier stage of this debate, 
the exact date I have not before me now, the Senator from Missouri, 
who is not now in his seat [Mr. Vest], bad printed in the Recorp, in 
the course of some remarks that he submitted upon the pending bill, 


| an editorial from the New York Evening Post, of the 17th of April, I 


think, reflecting very severely upon the course ot Mr. Joseph Wharton, 
of Philadelphia, in respect of his position concerning the duties upon 
nickel, it being the fact that Mr. Wharton is the principal manufact- 
urer of that product in this country. 

I regret to say this in the absence of the Senator from Missouri, but 


| I have his assurance that were he present he would himself put upon 
| the record what I am now asking leave to do in reading the retraction 


that was made at a subsequent date by the editor of that journal upon 
a letter from Mr. Wharton concerning the editorial in questicn and 
which he also printed in his paper. I will not make any further refer- 
ence to Mr. Wharton’s letter, which is quite long, but beg to read what 
the editor of the Post said concerning the matter. He said: 


We frankly apologize to Mr. Wharton for the misrepresentations into which 


|} we have been led concerning his attitude towards the duty on nicke! ore and 


eoncerning his mining industry. If we return to the subject of his letter it will 
not be for the sake of excusing ourselves in these particulars. 

It was only just to the gentleman, who could not have an oppor 
tunity to correct this statement which had been put upon the record, 
that this correction should be put upon the record. 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, I do not rise to discuss this bill 
further than to remark that it is the result of the best deliberations 
that the two Houses could bestow upon the measure. Thereare things 
in the bill which I wish were otherwise. It does not come up in all 
respects to my standard of protection. I would not force any Ameri- 
can citizen to work in competition with the pauper labor of other lands, 
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I would so place the tariff that we should only be compelled to com- 
pete with others living in this country and enjoying the same advan- 
tages. 

Against the constant declaration that the tariff is a tax upon the 
American people I desire to enter my protest. It is a tax upon those 
seeking our markets, not upon our people; and experience has shown 
that the only way to permanently cheapen prices is to do our work at 
home. If manufacturing is done abroad it will be done by trusts and 
monopolies. If done here in this country, where there is ample room 
for sharp competition among the American people, they will increase 
the amount of production and lower the prices throughout the coun- 
try. There can be no doubt about that. 

There has been so much said about foreign trade that I desire to call 
the attention of the Senate to the tact that a foreign market for farm 
products can not continue; that it will be but a few years when it will 
be impossible for us to enjoy any portion of thé European market for 
any farm product except cotton, and it is very doubtful whether we 
shall enjoy that monopoly long. The history of the world for the last 
fifteen years has been entirely changed. New fields have been opened 
not hitherto explored. The market of Europe is a limited market. 
They only buy the deficiency to make up what is necessary for their 
consumption of farm products, and they are making efforts which are 
producing great results to supply that market independent of the 
United States. 

For example, France at home has so improved the cultivation of 
wheat that her average yield, I am told, is 45 bushels to theacre. Other 
countries are taking other means to obtain a supply of that and other 
farm products. The Argentine Republicis being opened. Itis as good 
& country as our own for the production of all the farm products that 
we can produce, and in equal abundance, and with less labor. They 
have grand rivers running up through that country, which give them 
water navigation to the interior, and they are populating it by the 
million with the people of southern Europe who work at low wages. 
Italians, Austrians, and Portuguese are emigrating to that country by 
the million, and their products are already enormous and are increas- 
ing yearly, Wecan not compete with them unless we get down to 
the grade of civilization and the grade of wages that they are willing 
to work for. 

Africa is being explored and opened, and it is a virgin field for the 
production of the raw material, as it is called, although I claim that 
nothing is raw material upon which labor has been bestowed, but the 
materials that are least manufactured, upon which the least labor has 
been bestowed. 

There are other fields being opened. India is traversed by new rail- 
roads, and over a thousand millions have been expended in twenty-five 
years in the construction of railroads and irrigation works for the pur- 
pose of developing the resources of India. Russia is also extending 
railroads over her vast domain. 

The millions of poorly paid laborers of those countries are going to 
supply Europe, and it will be but a few years when there will be no 
market whatever for any of our farm products in Europe unless we 
produce on the level of the lowest paid labor in the world and against 


the virgin fields of these new continents that are being opene?. The 
American people can not be reduced to that level. It is idle to talk of 


a foréign market for farm products. Thatwemustgiveup. We must 
have some other market or no market at all. Cotton is in danger. 
They are attempting to raise cotton in India. They will find other 
places besides the Southern States where they can prodace it. 

The resources of Africa are not explored and not understood. It is 
said that portions of South America can produce cotton. The time 
may come when that means of export will also be cut off. Then what 
shall the United States export? 

We must bny from foreign countries those articles that we can not 
produce athome. We will buy them at whatever cost. We will have 
our tea and coffee and sugar, if we do not produce them at home. I 
believe we can, however, in a short time produce sugar; but mean- 
while we will have those articles at whatever cost. How are we to pur- 
chase them? Not by the so-called raw material, farm products, for the 
poor-paid labor of these new countries will drive us out of the foreign 
markets in that respect. Then how are we to do it? 

I say that there is but one mode of obtaining it, and that is te com- 
pete with Europe in the higher grades of civilization and of labor and 
send our manufactured articles into those countries, as Europe does. 
We have ali the advantages of Europe of having our raw material at 
heme, and if we protect our manufacturers and aid our labor at home 
and bring the artisans of Europe here, and not their manufactured ar- 
ticles, and manufacture here, we shall have a market of our own amply 
sufficient to absorb all the farm products that can be produced. 

The farmer is short-sighted who looks across the ocean when already 
our home market is 90 per cent. at least of our entire market for farm 
products, and the other 10 per cent. hangs as a dead weight upon the 
energies of the country, because the surplus that we sell abroad de- 
termines the price of what is sold at home. 

If you want better prices, have more consumers at home and use up 
the surplus here, and then you will fix your own price; competition 
here will fix the price of farm products. Weare fast making a mar- 
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This bill will add to that market. This bill, if it 
lowed to stand, will bring hundreds and thousands and millio 
artisans into the field to consume, and every farmer will have n: 
home a market for the products that he can raise to support the n 
facturers. If we do that and have large establishments, the ski 
genius of our people will manufacture better and will be able to 
pete in any department of industry with any part of the world. 
Then we want one thing more. We want cheap and quick co: 
nication with the world, so that we can send them our manufact 
articles. With the product of the skill and genius of the Am 
people let us buy what we need abroad and cease to attempt to 
pete with the servile labor of these new countries that are being 0) 
for the express purpose of supplying Europe with farm product 
rejoice that there has been a step forward in this bill. Although 
not all we can desire, I shall vote for it with the highest pleasur 
Mr.COCKRELL. Mr. President, I merely want to read two 
grams that I have received in regard to this matter. One of th 
dated Kansas City, Mo., September 24, 1890, and is as follows 
Free tin-plates are urgently needed by the West. The benefit that wo 
sult from them to the agricultural and other interests is incalculable. 
spectfully ask you to use all your influence in favor of free tin-plate. 

ARMOUR PACKING COMP? 
The other I have just received to-day, dated St. Joseph, Mo. 
tember 30, 1890, and is as follows: 


ket at home. 


We understand conference committee places duty on beans at 40 cent 
bushel. The crop United States this year is a failure. Not more than qu 
toone-thirdcrop. This will necessitate the importation of large quantities |) 
from foreigu countries, and advanced cost will have to be borne by Western 
ple. I{ date on which duty takes effect could be extended it would be a ¢ 
boon to the Western people, as their supply of this article must come 
France and Germany and the short time given will not permit importation to 
this country for consumption until after the higher duty takes effect, which 
be a hardshipto consumers. 
J. W. WALKER, 

President Board of Tra 
Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, it is a subject of congratulation ( 
the Senate and the country that the prolonged and wearisome discuss 
of the pending bill is at last to close. Aiter a debate of such unusual 
length, extending to every paragraph and section of the bill, I do 1 
deem it necessary to detain the Senate this evening beyonda brief exam- 
ination of some of the criticisms made upon the conference report 
Senators upon the other side of the Chamber. 
A comparison of the elaborate provisions of the measure, which is 
soon to receive the official approval of Congress, with the terms of any 
tariff law which has heretofore been enacted, will illustrate the magni - 
tude of the task we have had in hand, and will at the same time {ur- 
nish striking evidenceof our wonderful industrial growth and develop- 
ment. It has been found necessary to insert in this bill many provis- 
ions and to include many items not contained in any prior tariff act, 
items covering articles and industries which had no existence, even at 
the time of the adoption of the act of 1883. 
This measure embodies the most complete and comprehensive revision 
and readjastment of tariff rates that has been attempted in the annals o! 
our customs legislation. That it iscomplete and perfect in all of its de- 
tails I think no member of the Finance Committee or of the Senate wil! 
claim. That it is entirely satisfactory in all of its provisions to every 
Senator or toany individual Senator I shall not claim. In its final form, 
as reported from the conference committee, it may be said to fairly repre- 
sent the average judgment of the majority of Congress upon the inter- 
ests of the whole people as well as upon the claims of sections and in- 
dustries, 
We have been challenged this morning by Senators upon the otherside 
of the Chamber to present a justification for the many radical changes 
roposed, and to give to the country some statement of the principles 
which controlled the construction of the bill. As I was associated with 
the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] and the Senator from New York 
[Mr. Hrscock] in the preparation of the Senate tariff bill of 1888, which 
in most of its substantial features was identical with this, I may perhaps 
be permitted to speak upon this subject with some degree of authority. 
It is proposed by this measure to reduce the revenues, to relieve the 
people from unnecessary taxation, to correct the errorsand remedy the 
defects and inequalities of existing tariff laws, and to impose or rea:- 
just impost duties to meet the requirements of new or changed con- 
ditions. The framers of the bill, while striving to accomplish these 
results, have endeavored to preserve and extend the beneficent influ- 
ences of the protective system. In order to provide for the successful 
prosecution of established industries and to secure the development of 
new ones, they have sought to equalize, so far as legislation can do this, 
the conditions under which the various industries of the United States 
are carried on, in competition with similar industries in competing coun 
tries. 
These unequal conditions arise largely, if notentirely, from thegreater 
compensation and the greater earnings of all the people engaged in a!! 
the useful occupations in the United States. Thegreater sum paid here 
to labor in all its forms enforces upon the domestic manufacturer 0! 
many articles a greater cost of production than that within the reach 
of his foreign competitor. To maintain the much higher level of wages 
in the United States, and at the same time to secure the widest possi- 
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ple diversification of our industries, itis necessary, in the view of those 
who believe in the wisdom of the protective policy, to levy duties which 
gre equal to the difference between the cost of production and distri- 
pation in the United States and in competing countries. The Commit- 
teeon Finance believe that in no case has a greater duty been imposed 
py the provisions of this bill than is necessary to secure this equali 
tion. Certainly no such case has been brought to their attention in 
the course of this long debate. 

I must confess my surprise that the distinguished Senator from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. CARLISLE] should have devoted almost his entire speecl 
this morning to subjects which, however important and interestin; 
they may be, are simply collateral to the great problems of this bill 
The jnestions he discussed belong, it seems to me, to the ante-bellum 
period, or more accurately, to an epoch long anterior to that. 

The right of Congress under the Constitution to levy protective dut 
and to authorize the payment of bounties for the encouragement of <o- 
mestic industries has been exercised so frequently without serious ques 
tion that the Committee on Finance did not suppose that the author- 
ity of the Federal Government in this respect was a subject o! 
The first Congress that met after the adoption of the Constitution im- 
posed duties for protective purposes in definite terms and granted boun- 
ties in lieu of impost duties to develop the fisheries, and I believe it is 
too late for the Senator from Kentucky [ Mr. CARLISLE] and the Sena- 
tor from Delaware [Mr. GRAY], with all of their ability, to convince the 
people of the United States that Congress is no longer in the possession 
of powers which it exercised at the very beginning of its existence at the 
suggestion and with the concurrence of the men who framed the Con- 
stitution. 

Lregret that Senators upon the other side of the Chamber should have 
taken up @ large portion of the day in the discussion of constitutional 
questions, and that they have found little time for an examination of 
the details of the bill. Both the Senator from Kentucky and the Sen- 
ator from Delaware have contented themselves with denouncing the bill 
in severe terms, and calling attention in a general way to what they call 
its enormous increases in rates. ‘TheSenator from Delaware illustrated 
what he meant by enormous increases by citing one case, that of steel 
rails. As the rates upon steel rails are reduced by the bill from an exist- 
ing duty of $20.16 per ton on light rails and $17 per ton on heavy rails 
to a rate of $13.44 per ton on all rails, it is difficult to appreciate the 
force of the Senator’s argument. The Senator from Delaware appar- 
ently has fears that this reduction is not sufficient to drive out of ex- 
istence our rail industry and to allow the rail-makers of Belgium and 
Great Britain to supply the American market; but why he should seize 
upon a reduction of 30 percent. in a rate of duty as the basis of a claim 
of enormous increases is something which I do not understand. 

In the new adjustmentand rearrangement of schedules it is true that 
increases in rates upon various products competing with our own have 
been made, and I propose to show, in as brief a time as I may, the char- 
acter of these. They may for purposes of consideration be divided into 
four classes. 

The first class includes articles where an increase of rates was neces- 
sary to correct errors or inequalities. To this class belongs the increase 
in duties upon articles like tin-plate and cotton-ties, where by an erro- 
neous construction of the law or by faulty legislation the duty upon an 
article has heretotore been placed at a lower rate than that fixed either 
upon the materials from which it was made or upon articles used for 
the same purposes. ‘To illustrate what I mean I will take the item of 
tin-plate. 

The duty upon galvanized-iron sheets, which are used for many sim- 
ilar purposes with tin-plates, is 2} centsa pound. The duty upon the 
iron and steel sheets from which tin-plates are made is 1} cents a pound. 
The cost of coating these plates with tin in the United States is three- 
fourths of a cent per pound more than the cost in Wales, and yet the 
duty upon tin-plate is fixed at l cent per pound. We have thus pro- 
vided an effective legislative prohibition against the production of tin- 
plate in the United States. 

Hoop-iron, from which cotton-ties are made, pays a duty of 1.2 cents 
per pound. Hoops for baling hay, hops, or other products, or for use 
on barrels, tubs, buckets, or other articles in general use, pay a duty of 
1.45 cents per pound, while cotton-ties for baling cotton have been 
admitted at a duty averaging less than one-half of one cent per pound. 
The result hag been the destruction of the business of making cotton- 
ties in the United States and an improper discrimination in favor of a 
class and a section. 

As protective duties.to be effective must always equal the difference 
between the cost of production here and in competing countries, and 
as this difference increases with every advancing process in manufact- 
ure, so in a symmetrical and harmonious protective tariff the rates im- 
posed must increase with mathematical precision from the duty levied on 
the crude material through each successive stage of manuiacture to 
the ultimate finished product. Any infraction of this rule will result 
in discrimination and destruction. 

Take, for illustration, the metal schedule. If a rate is fixed which 
equalizes conditions in the case of iron ore, a higher rate must be 
fixed upon pig-iron, and iron in bars must have a still higher rate, and 
80 On up through the whole scale of irou and steel duties. If we 
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or other forms, there would be no more pig-iron produced in the United 
States, and this industry would be lost to our people for the obvious 
reason that with lower cost ¢ Dp luction abroad al] ' } nd 
would be imported in bars, billets, or other more adv: 1 

In the construction of the pending bill it wners hat 
far as possible to cure all defects and to remedy all ine ties gro' 
ing out of a want of proper relation in rates, and th n in th 
regard should be con red n an in 
crease in duties. 

There is another, more nur ous, and 1 h more i tant cla rf 
articles upon which increases have been made, more impo it not on 
from their greater value, but from the ultima et h the I 
duction here would have upon the industr future « e count 
These are the articles or industries which the act of 1883 and in } 
tariffs, we havesurrendered without question to our foreign comp 
articles which we were then willing to confess could not be i 
United States and npon which we have neve r ley ied. prot 
rhese include all the finer and more expen I ry 
scheduleofthe bill. Forillustration, asin the \ 
increased the duties on all > finest cotton cloths, those which in 
ure and in cost rival silk fabrics. We have advan tl ites ¢ 
velvets, chenille goods, and on all fine fashioned hosiery and knit 
In the flax schedule we have increased rates on all fine linen good 
on laces, lace window-curtains, and embroideries of every desc ) 
in the woolen schedule we have advanced rateson the finer dres ods 
for women’s wear, on al! the more expensive kinds of cloths for S 
weir, and upon fancy articles composed of wool. In the silk sche 
we have raised the duties on silk velvets, and plushe nd upon 
laces and embroideries, and on ready-made clothing composed of 
Increases have also been made on ornamented and decorated glassware, 
china, and porcelain. On some ol nore expensive manufactures of 

on and steel the duties have been advar l. Other increases have been 
made on musical iustraments, on fine tissue and ce-coated papers 
on manufactures ofivory and shell, and many other wiscellaneous manu- 
factures of fancy articles. From any econvom tand point an increase 
in the rates upon these articles ustifiable. They are all articles of 


voluntary use; none of them necessary for the com/ortable existence of 
our people. It was the purpose of the commitice preparation 
of this bill to formulate a declaration that hereafier they 
produced by American working men and women. We | 
requisite skill, taste, and the material for their manafacture 
patriotic impulse dictates that we should make the 
ble in the United States. 

Our importation of these articles amounted last year to $200, 000,000 
of foreign value, and including duties and importers’ profits, cost out 
people $350,000,000. Their production here would give employment 
to a million of men and women, and, if we include their depenients 
four to five million people would be supported by this addition 
our national workshop, These five millions of people would in tarn be 
clothed and fed here and would furnish greatly enlarged markets | 
our farmers and manuilacturers. 

There is a third class oi 


the 
heuld be 
now the 
’ and every 
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pi xluction | 


to 
or 


increases in duties where ad valorem rates 


levied years ago have proven inadequate as protective barriers. The 
protection afforded by an ad valorem duty varies with the foreign price 
of the article upon which it is imposed. The uniform and persistent 
decline in values during the past twenty-five years of all manulactnre 
articles and nearly all the products of the soil has greatly lessened the 
protective power of such rates. 

The relative difference in the labor-cost of production, say in pro 
ducing a pound of yarn or a yard of cloth, between our own and com 
peting countries, has not changed to our advantave during this period. 


Other elements of cost have been greatly reduced, but with equal pace 
on both sidesof the Atlantic. Fuller and more accurate statistics than 
were formerly accessible leave accentuated the difference in wages b« 
tween the United States and European count of the 
great industries. 

If these differences are not greater than ten or twenty years ago we 
are more definitely conscious of their actual existence, and more thor- 
oughly convinced of the necessity that they should be countera 
To illustrate the decreasing value of an ad valorem rate with fallin 
prices, I take the duties on cotton hosiery, although the art 
belongs to the class I have heretofore alluded to. Priox 
was a duty of 35 per cent. upon all cotton hosiery. At that time t 
finer kinds of women’s fashioned hosiery were worth, say, $5 a 
andthe duty would be $1.05 a dozen. There has been since I 
cline in price equal to one-half of the value, or, s: 
and the rate imposed by this bill would be 
although it equals 65 per cent. ad valore 
to thedomestic manufacturer than the o 
at the time it was levied 

This may be further illustrated by the 
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l rate of 35 per cent. furnished 


statistics of the importation 


of woolen cloths. The unit of value in 1868, as determined by tiv 
imports for that year, was $1.52 per pound Vor the year 189 the 
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this instance a decline in values equivalent to nearly 30 per cent. is 
indicated in the period of twenty-one years, and a duty of 50 per cent. 
ad valorem in 1859 would afford no greater protection than 35 per cent. 
in 1868. Anincreased od valorem duty does not, theretore, furnish evi- 
dence of increased protection. 

Taking the prices of merchandise as our standard, 50 per cent. ad 
valorem represents a lower taritf to-day than 25 per cent. represented 
during the war, or to take for the comparison a more recent period, 50 
per cent. in the pending bill will not afford the American producer as 
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only noenormons increases in rates by this bill, but there are none 
ever. The American manufacturer is not asking for any increa 
the protective duties on any of this class of articles, as none i 
sary; he has the entire American market to-day, and will ret 
whether the tariff is higher or lower. In fact if it were not fo: 
ing our producers against the surplus product of Europe in per 
great depression in prices, existing rates might with safety 
greatly reduced. Our manulacturerssupply nine-tenths of the d 
tic consumption of all the articles of iron and steel except those 


much protection as 40 percent. yielded him at the time of the last tariff | have been discriminated against by legislation, like tin-plate 


revision in 18¢3 

Mr, HARRIS. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, Does the Senator from Rhode Island yield 
to the Senator from Tennessee ? 

Mr. ALDRICH, Yes, sir. 


Mr. HARRIS. I desire to ask the Senator from Rhode Island, who 
is in charge of this bill, if he does not admit that in levying the duties 
imposed by the bill the committee were controlled absolutely or largely 
by the idea of protecting American manutacturers, and not at all or in 
a very small degree if at all, by the idea of the amount of revenue neces- 
sary to be raised by tariff taxation for revenue purposes. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I will say to my triend trom Tennessee that the 
committee gave ample consideration alike to questions affecting the 
reveuue and protection, as they deemed both very important. 

I have already alluded to three classes of articles upon which we have 
recommended increases in rates. There remains but one other, namely, 
agricultural products. The rates upon wool, tobacco, barley, and the 
whole list of agricultural products have been increased very largely. 
This action has been taken at the request of the representatives of 
the agricultural sections and upon the demand of the farmers of the 
country, who believe that the large importations of competing prod- 
ucts—large in the aggregate, although perhaps not large relatively— 
have injuriously affected their interests. 

Every article upon which the rate of duty has been increased by the 
bill except those included in the liquor and tobacco schedules belongs 
to one of the four clesses I have referred to. As to all others the rates 
remain unchanged or have been reduced. There has been no increase 
in rates upon any of that large class of manufactures which our triends 
upon the other side are so fond of calling the necessaries of life. On 
many articles in common use by the great mass of the people of the 
country, including all ordinary grades of cotton cloth, all thelow grades 
of woolen cloth, there have been reductions. Upon none of these in 
any schedule has there been any increase, and I call the attention of 
Senators upon the other side of the Chamber to this statement, and 
challenge them to question its accuracy in any particular. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Will the Senator allow me a moment? 

Mr. ALDRICH, Certainly. 

Mr. CARLISLE. As the Senator challenges Senators upon. this 
side —— 

Mr. ALDRICH. I shall be glad to have the Senator point out a 
single exception to the statement I have made. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Does the Senator undertake to say that the cheap 
woolen and worsted goods are not pecessaries of life tor our people? 

Mr. ALDRICH. They are necessaries of !ife, and the duty on them 
is reduced by this bill below the rates in existing law. 

Mr, CARLISLE, It is much greater. 

Mr, ALDRICH. I beg to assure the Senator that it is not. 

Mr. CARLISLE. In the first place it is increased largely by chang- 
ing the classification above the line down to the value of 30 cenis to 
15 cents per pound, and also by increasing the specific rate of duty as 
well as thead valorem. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator is aware that upon the lowest grades 
of woolen and worsted cloths the present rate of duty is 35 cents a pound 
and 35 per cent. ad valorem. Under the provisions of this bill it is 33 
cents per pound and 45 per cent. ad valorem. It is undoubtedly true 
that upon some cloths valued at or about 80 cents a pound there is an 
increase of duty, but those cloths do not belong to the class of which I 
am now speaking. : 

Mr.CARLISLE. But the present law imposes a duty, which theSen- 
ator has stated, upon all goods up to the value of 80 cents a pound. 

Mr. ALDRICH. i understand that, 

Mr. CARLISLE. And the duty of 33 cents specific and so much ad 
valorem applies to goods worth less than 30 vents a pound. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I anderstand that. 

Mr. CARLISLE. And on all above 30 cents and between 30 and 
80 cents it is largely increased. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That is true as to the higher-priced goods. 

Mr. CARLISLE. And soin regard to worsted goods for women’s 
and children’s wear. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I understand that, and have so stated, that upon 
the finer and expensive goods valued at 80 cents a pound or in that 
neighborhood we have increased the specific rate, an increase made 
necessary, however, by the increase of the duty upon wool. 

Now, I repeat that upon all the articles which Senators upon the 
other side have described to-day as the necessaries of lie there are not 





| supply the cloths to make the clothing of the working men and \v 


Our cotton manufacturers supply the cotton cloths and all othe: 
ufactures of cotton in ordinary use by our people. This is also t 
all articles in common use included in all the schedules. No 
have our own manufacturers control of the market of the United + 
but we exported last year of this class of manufactures $107,0 
worth, 

Senators upon theother side point out advances in certain para, 
and seek from this to create the impression that we have ma, 
enormous increase all along the line. These generalizations ar 
misleading and inaccurate. They have sought to prejudice the |: 
of the West against the measure by the pretense that the arti, 
every-day use by them will be greatly increased in price by its | 
ions, After a few months of experience with this new tariff act 1 
same farmers will find that they can purchase clothing for then 
and their families and their utensils for farming or domestic purposes 
at the same or lower pricesthan be:ore, and they will learn to correct 
value the gloomy forebodings and croakings of the whole brood of tari! 
reformers. I would suggest to my friends upon the other side that the 
event is quite too near to make it safe to enter the realms of dismal) 
prophecy. 

I do net believe that the higher and finer forms of manufacture to 
which I have alluded will be increased in price by our action un!ess it 
should be temporarily. AstheSenatorfrom Vermont [Mr. EpMUN ps) 
very truly suggests, all of our previous experience shows that when 
American production and competition have been added to foreign pro 
duction the result has been a diminution in price. Do Senators upon 
the other side of the Chamber seriously claim that the great mass ot th: 
people of the country will be outraged by an increase of the duty upor 
linen laces, or upon the finer kinds of cotton, woolen, or linen goods 
for men’s or women’s wear? ‘These are the items to which they hav 
repeatedly called attention. 

Mr. GRAY. How about cotton laces ? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Cotton laces are the most expensive of all. 

Mr. GRAY. Oh, no. 

Mr. ALDRICH. They certainly are, and they are not worn by thx 
poor people in my part of the country. They may be in Delaware. 

Senators upon the other side are not content with claiming that enor- 
mous increases are universal throughout the bill, but they insist that 
the rates have been raised much higher upon articles in common us 
by the poor than upon articles of the same class that are used by th: 
rich. ‘These claims areequally inaccurate and groundless, Tosustair 
them an ingenious scheme has been devised of substituting in place o! 
the rates actually levied by the bill what are naively called ‘‘ equiva 
lent ad valorems.’’ To such anextent has this been carried that Demo 
cratic Senators nolonger speak of the real rates imposed iu the schedule 
but always of these imaginary ones; for instance, as I stated in a o!- 
loquy with the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. CARLISLE] this morn 
ing, they never quote the duty on cotton-ties at 1.3 cents per pound 
the rate fixed in the bill, but invariably at 105 or some other extrava 
gant per cent. ad valorem. 

To illustrate: As we have levied a duty of $30 per head on horses, i 
horses are worth $5 each, this specific rate would be equal to 600 pe: 
cent. ad valorem, and our friends may be found stoutly claiming that w: 
have taxed horses 600 per cent.ad valorem. We may not be able to 
say in reply that there are no horses in Canada or Mexico valued at $5 
each, yet the gross injustice, not to say absurdity, of the claim thar th: 
bill leviesa duty of 600 per cent. on horses would be evident toal! {air 
minded men. . 

This plan of campaign, of attempting to show the vicious characte 
of the bill by a jugglery with figures, seems to have been first brought 
to the attention of our friends on the other side by a delegation of New 
York importers who appeared before the Finance Committee som 
months ago. The statements made by this delegation have apparently 
formed the warpand woof, if not the entire fabric, of most of the speec! 
that have been made upon this subject on the other side of the Cham 
ber. The hearing to which I refer was a notable one. It wasthe firs! 
time in the history of this country that importers as a class had un- 
dertaken to dictate what its tariff Jaws should be. The spectacle wa 
one which will long retain aplacein my memory. A large number of 
men, filling the reception-room and the corridors of the Senate to over- 
flowing, representing, as they said, more than five hundred firms and 
$200,000, 000 in capital. appeared before your committee and demande’ 
that no increase in existing tariff rates should be made, and thai a bil! 
that had already received the approval of the representatives of all the 
people should not be permitted to become a law. If I had the power 
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to faithfully reproduce that scene it would make the strongest possible 
argument in favor of the speedy passage of this bill. 
i have no intention of questioning the eminent respectability of the 
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gentlemen who composed the delegation. Many of them were citizens of | 


the United States and entitled of course toall the rights enjoyed by other 
citizens. Others were residents, temporarily at least, in our country, 
and entitled in the spirit of international comity to respectful treat- 
ment, 

One could not help admiring the aggressiveness of this unique del- 
egation. Intelligent—knowing precisely the limitations of their own 
wants; skillfal—the promptingsof selfish interests having trained them 
to master the intricacies and weaknesses of our tariff laws; astute 
with all the inherited shrewdness which belongs to generations of met 
chants; famous—bearing names familiar upon every exchange in Eu- 


rope; no such collection of men ever before appeared at the doors of | 


ihe American Senate to influence its legislation. As importers they 
areentitled to have the revenue laws enacted by Congress enforced hon- 
estly and without discrimination as to individuals, But these gentle- 
men should be politely informed that in the fixing of tariff rates broad 
questions of public policy are to be considered, and not alone the spe- 
cial interests of a class whose enlarged prosperity might furnish the 
best indication of nationaldecay. It may not bestrange that these gen- 
tlemen should seek to guard their own businessinterests, but it is to my 
mind incomprehensible that the representatives of a great party should 
submit to their demands and make the cause they advocate their own. 

These gentlemen undertook, by the ingenious system of figures and 


jugglery with ad valorem rates to which I have alluded, to show that | 


the House bill imposed higher rates upon the goods used by the poor 
than upon those used by the rich. 
of these statements. 

Mr. HARRIS. Will the Senator allow me to ask 
spoken of a large number—— 

Mr. ALDRICH. I hope the Senator from Tennessee will wait until 


him, as he 


| of 75 and 117 per ce: 
I propose to carefully examine some | 


has | 


[have concluded my statement, and then I shall be glad to hear his | 


suggestions. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Why not wait a moment and let the Senator from 
Rhode Island make his explanation? 

Mr. HARRIS. The Senator has spoken of a large number o 
porters who, he says, made their demands. Will he be kind cnough 
to state to the Senate the number of manufacturers who appeared be 
fore the Committee on Ways and Means of tle Louse and the Senate 
Finance Committee making their demands in the same way ? 

Mr. ALDRICH, I thank the Senator for having put in antithesis 
these two classes of people, and for calling public attention to the ef- 
fect their respective demands have had upon the parties on either side of 
the Chamber as shown by their action upon this bill... As the Senator 
from Massachusetts [ Mr. Hoar] suggests, one‘class repres 
labor and American industries, while the other class 1 
interests alone. 

But all this is aside from the examination that ! 
I will first take the rate of duty on cotton velvet. 
Kentucky [ Mr. CAr.Isir] stated this morning that we had increased 
the duty upon cotton velvets from 40 to 118 per cent., thusadopting a 
statement furnished by the importers of this article. These importers 
further state in their printed brief that cotton velvets ‘‘are used prin- 
cipally by the very poorest classes of the population of the United 
States, and largely by the negroes of the South,’’ and that it would be 
a very marked injustice to this large class of people if the duty upon 
cotton velvets should be increased. 

In order to make it appear that this bill levies a duty of 118 per c 


epresents foreign 


was about tou 


i4dhAC, 


nt. 


upon cottton velvets, a foreign valuation is assumed of sixpence, or 12 | 


cents, per yard for goods 25 inches wide. Upon goods of the same width 
costing 40 cents per yard abroad the duty by the bill would be 17.6 
cents per yard, equivalent to44 percent; Itis further assumed by these 
importers that the velvets paying the rate equivalent to 118 per cent. 
are used by the poor people and those paying 44 per cent. are used by 


the rich, and upon this assumption is based the statement that we have | 
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gaged in robbing these poor colored people in Washington and throug! 


outthe South through the saleof this article? Certainly not the Ameti 





can manulacturer, because very few cotton velvets are now made in th 

United States. An additional duty of 10 cents per yard could be levied 
on cotton velvets and a margin of profit still remain of 43 cents per yard 
between the importerand the consumer. The enormous wealth of the 
importer would not belessened materially by t! nkage in his gains. 


I have not alluded in any invidious way to the gr 
porters who appeared here, althoug 


at wealth of theim 





many cases 

that those who spoke for the s« veral classes of maaufacture, re presented 

more wealth in the aggrevate than all the manufacturer t] nited 
States engaged in making the same goods. 

The duty on pocket-knives is another item which has d ed the 

consciences, if not the sleep, of Senators upon the other side of the 

Chamber, and the increase which we have made in the rates upon cut- 


lery has been paraded throughout the country as one of the great enor- 
mities of this bill. They say that we propose to levy 117 per cent. 
upon cutlery; they seek to prove this by showing that if pocket-knives 
are worth 1s cents a dozen, or a cent and a halt each, the rate we pro- 
pose would be equivalent to 117 percent., and they say farther that as 
the rate upon a pocket-knife costing a dollar would be equivalent to 
only 75 per cent., therefore we are discriminating against the poor man 
who buys a cent-and-a-half knife and in favor of the rich man who 
buys the dollar knife, notwithstanding the fact that the duty actually 
levied by the bill on the lower-priced knife is but 1} cents upon each 
knife, while the duty upon each of the hig! : 75 cents. 
An impression is created, by quoting th tad valorem rates 

it., that we are: 1 higher rate of 


duty upon low-priced knives th pon the high-priced on 
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I was anxious to find out who received the advanta derived from 
the boon of 1\-cent jack-knives, and I made a tour of the hardware 
stores of Washington, and the lowest-priced knife I could find any- 

| where was 25 cents. 

Mr. FRYE. Twenty-five cents api 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes, 25 cents apiece as against an alleged cost of 
li cents. | l ra te tore what was calleda knife. which sold 


nts American | 


The Senator from | 


levied upon the poor man’s velvets nearly three times as much dnty as | 


upon the rich man’s, and this in the face of the fact that the actual duty 
per yard levied by the bill on the cheaper goods would be 14.1 cents, 
while on the dearer it would be 17.6 cents. 


For the purpose of ascertaining the magnitude of the beneiit which | 


the poor colored people who are said to be the principal purchasers of | 


these goods derive from the present low rate of duty upon cotton vel vets, 
I had a very careful inquiry made a few days ago as to prices at the 
various dry-goods stores in the city of Washington, and the lowest price 
at which a yard of 25-inch cotton velvets could be bought was 70 cents. 
I was desirous of fining out just how caretul these importers were 
of the welfare of their wards; for if you should read the statements 
made to the Committee on Finance by these innocent gentlemen you 
would suppose that they were entirely oblivious to their own interests 
and that they simply appeared as the special guardians of the poor 
people of the country whose rights were endangered. 

Now, if cotton velvets can be bought at 6d. per yard in Great Britain 
and are sold for 70 cents in Washington, whe receives the difference? 
The present duty is 40 per cent., or 4.8 cents per yard, and the total cost 
laid down here would be, say, 17 cents per yard. Who is to-day en- 


| for 10 cents, but it was nutter 
m- |} 


















Che duty on razors is another of the items that g n to illus- 
| trate the enormities of this bill They say that upon rs worth 6 
| cents each or 72 cents per dozen the rate d 70 p t., while 
| upon razors worth 33 cents each the da only 55 pei und there- 
| fore that the razors for the poor are ti 170 per cent., while the razors 
for the rich are taxed only 56 per ce ead, he ( luty 
| being more than three timesinoneca ititisinth uld 
| appear from this statement—I am speaking of the actua nd 
| not the duty which is produced by this jugg! f res ] 
cents each « l ced x I id 1 >< { t 
priced he lowest-priced razor I uid find i 
| shops was 70 its, but [I was told they cou! bo t at 4 
cents. My informant, howe added T ‘ 0 
thing, and I would not advise you to buy one.’ [ ter I 
lowed the advice. I did not intend to buyone, b ’ it 
what became of these 6-cent razors. 
Another item which these gentlemen have used to illustrate the in 
| iquities of the House bill—I am glad to suy the Senate is relieved t 
| some extent in this respect—is that fixing the duty J 
| this case the rate is placed at 300 percent. They say t {sp 
| were worth 1.4 cents per pair the duty on them would be ey 
} to300 percent. {| Langhter.] The lowest pricedspe les I could fir 
| any where in Washington were 25 cents per pair, andthe man wh 
them for sale was candid enough to say of them, ‘' T! 
| glass and the bows are worthless.’ 
i This whole plan of showing that « a 
been effected by this bill is based upon math itical e3 
to these. If worthless pocket-kni: razors, and other articles 
| are ever imported into the United Stat tt p : 
then the American people are the sufferers, f 
chase them at the price of useful article P 
be the best remedy for this class of import 
Now, I will not take up the time of the Sena [ m 
i profitably, to go through this entire list. I could 
| permitted, to similar statements made in regard to dress , 
cloths, and many other articles. In commenting upon this bil 
| tors upon the other side, or their allies the impor 
| ratesactually imposed. It is always the equivalent ad val 
| [have shown, upon some impossible or imaginary foreign val I 
| that this method of discussing a serious question 
| tinued to the end, and that in the camp : which ends on the first 
| day in November, from every platform in the United States and 
every newspaper we hall hav this story repeated ad na 
105, 170, 200, or 300 | nf. ad valorem rates imposed 
| Possibly we ought to be satisfied with the self-restraint of t! 
| tlemen. It would be just as easy to say that if spectacles wi 
| seven-tenths of a cent a pair, instead of 1.4 cents per pair, t 
duty would be 600 per cent.; or that if jack-knives were worth 


| cent. ad valorem: or 


half of a cent each instead of 14 cents each the rate would be 350 pez 
that if razors were worth 1 cent each 
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6 cents each that the ad valorem rate would be 1020 percent. If a 
high ad valorem equivalent is desired to revive a failing cause, with- 
out regard to facts, there is no limit to the mathematical capacity of 
the gentlemen who are engaged in the importing of these articles. 

There are two or three provisions of the bill that have been the ob- 

ects of special attack as to which I feel that I ought to make an ex- 
planation in behalf of the committee. 

There is no paragraph in this bill which has been so persistently and 
so bitterly opposed, and there is none which appeals for support with 
such irresistible force to all protectionists, as the paragraph which levies 
an increased duty upon tin-plate. To give some ideaof the magnitude 
of the interests involved in this change I will say that in 1889 we im- 
ported 360,000 tons of tin and terne plates from Great Britain, of the 
foreign value of $21,002,209, upon which duties were paid amounting 
to $7,279, 459 All these plates came from one locality, and we took 
three-quarters of theirentireoutput. I have already given the reasons 
why these plates were not produced in the United States. Our failure 
resultssolely from defective tariff legislation, which we now propose to 
remedy. 

Tin-plates are simply thin iron or steel sheets, cleaned in an acid 
bath and coated with tin, The coating process is very simple, and con- 
sists in dipping the sheets alternately into palm or some other oil and 
into the molten tin. If the tin-plate industry should be fully estab- 
lished in the United States, as it can be, it would give employment to 
at least 70,000 people. 

We enter the competitive race for this product with no disadvan- 
tages except the greater cost of labor and the wantof experience. We 
can and do roll the iron and steel sheets; all the sources of supply of 
block-tin are open to us, and it is a disgrace for which Congress is alone 
responsible that we are dependent upon foreigners for our entire supply 
of this exceedingly useful article. In almost every other direction the 
developmentof our manufactures of iron and steel has been remark- 
able 

For instance, the production of pig-iron in the United States in- 
creased from 3,700,000 tons, or 147 pounds per capita, in 1880, to nearly 
10,000,000 tons, or 313 pounds per capita, in 1890. Thissurprising ex- 
hibit is but an indication of similar growth in every department of 
iron and steel production, with the exceptions I have named. As the 
metal schedule of the existing tariff act is, from a protective stand- 
point, with the exception I have referred to, the most complete and 
satisfactory of any, this wonderful expansion affords an apt illustra- 
tion of the beneficence of the protective system and furnishes an unan- 
swerable argument in behalf of the continuance and enlargement of 
that policy. I deem it necessary, however, in view of the importance 
which this proposed change in rates has assumed in public estimation, 
that the objection urged against its imposition should be clearly set 
forth and definitely answered, 

It is urged that the effect of the additional duty of 1.2 cents per 
pound wil! be to largely increase the cost of tin-plate to the American 
consumers. ‘Tothis I answer that the price paid by the American con- 
sumer for a number of years has been greater than it would have been if 
American competition had been insured by a protective duty. Foreign 
manufacturers and importers have taken advantage of their complete 
control of the American market to maintain prices at a higher level 
than would otherwise have been possible. This is shown conclusively 
by the following table comparing prices of tin-plate for a series of 
twelve years with the prices of galvanized-iron sheets, steel rails, and 
cut nails for the same period. The difference in the relative percent- 
ages of decline is very marked. 





Comparison of average prices for twelve years, from 1878 to 1889, of tin- 
plates, galvanized-iron sheels, steel rails, and cut nails. 
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It will be observed that the price of charcoal tin-plate for the y.. 
1889 in the United States was but 4} per cent. below the averays ; 
the whole period of twelve years, disclosing a significant const, 
while the decline upon the other articles mentioned, where the + 
ican manufacturer was brought in competition with the foreiz 
ducer, was very much greater. On galvanized-iron sheets, whi: 
pete with tin-plate for many uses, the average price for the same t 
years was 5.9 cents per pound, and the average price in 1889 
cents, the price in 1889 being 28.3 per cent. less than the avera, 
the whole period. Compare this with a reduction of but 44 pe: 
on tin-plates. The average price of steel rails for the same twel, 
was $411.26 per ton, while the price in 1889 was $29.25 per ton 
cline of 29.1 per cent. The price of cut nails, upon which t 
rate was prohibitory for the whole period, was 2.63 cents pe: 
while the price for 1589 was 2 cents a pound, ora reduction in that 
as compared with the average for the whole term of 24.1 per cent. 

For this comparison it will be seen that I have taken three a 
in common use,upon which the duty during the whole period has 
protective, and the American market supplied by domestse producer 
|} and these show a decline in priceof from 24 to 29 per cent. as agair 
| decline of 4} per cent. in the price of tin-plate. Further examinat 

would show that the price of tin-plate has been more successfully su 
tained than that of any other manufacture of iron or steel. 

It should be borne in mind that the quotations used by 5 
upon the otherside to show the low cost of tin-plate to American 
sumers apply only to one grade and that the cheapest. This qua 
IC coke, is sold by dealers here on a comparatively small mary: 
profit. The price at which this grade is sold is from 4.4 to 4.5 cents 
per pound, but all the heavier weights of bright tin-plate and all tern 
plates are sold at a much higher price. The following table shows th 
prices of the-better class of tin and terne plates: 








* 5 | ERs wie 
, 42\6 B idet*|5 
} rs ~— 2 : os) ace 
£8 ev ew) 6S | SSB | é: 
Brands. = ol SE=8 o€ | Bees $ + 
' S oian offs’. om | 2eF 6 ao 
} = Sie |Seas |S | ap 72 | g25 
§ Zig Bac 2 | S622 | 255 
i t oi. o Oo oe — 
} } 
| Brand ** Melyn,” or first- 
class grade bright tin, 
charcoal: inches. Tas. Cents, Pe 
IU wécasamanecetven <aiavited Ga an ae 108 $6.00 | 5.55 $1.29 | 2 
| IX coccesecoumpesowssentyll Alo 27 | 135 7.530 | 5.55 1,62 2 
| i. AIO ....../ 26 | 160 9.00 | 5.62 1.92 
IE scsctisinnernsnceoernighneDD icc OS | SED 10.50 | 5.83 2.16 | 2 
8 § ET Se 200 12.00 | 6.00 2.40 2 
Ti ieedphdten winasesnpentereccenee lt PU ae A ae A. ae 12,00 | 5.55 2.59) 2 
ini tenbatindtpiendeeliocs sigh aed 27 270 15.00 | 5.55 i 3.24 | 2 
Sa aterennnee enassesvseseuee lO ......) 96 | SB 18.00 | 5.62 3.84) 2 
' RT BD scenes 25 380 21.00 | 5.83 | 4.32 | 2 
6 8 do......1 24 | 400 24.00 | 6.00 4.80; 2 
Charcoal roofing-plates 
(terne), lead and tin 
coat, fbrand M. F.), or 
equal } 
Sy Si lhinnsilhdes coesesieseunatn 14 by 20 | 29 108 6.75 | 6.25 1,28 18. % 
| ae 13.50 | 6.25 | 2.59 19.2) 
** Hamilton's Best’IC ......do ...... 2, 216 16.50 7.63) 2.59 15. 69 
For cheap work (*' Besse- 
mer’ coke tin) cheapest 
and poorest grade made 
(fer cans) : i 
Daldeed> Gieiivhonntines } 14 by 20 | 29 103 4.75 4.90) 1D) 2 


| ! | a a 


It will appear from this table that when IC coke is sold to the 
American consumer at 4.39 cents per pound, other weights vary iv 
price from 5.55 to 7.63 cents per pound. Most of the importers and 
large dealers in tin-plate have special brands which they commend to 
their customers that are sold ata still higher price. Fof instance, | 
have before me a large number of quotations, taken from trade papers 
in Chicago, St. Paul, and other points in the West, in which special 
brands are quoted at from 7.40 to 8.10 cents per pound. This table 
also shows the percentage of increase in present price which wou!d 
take place with an increased duty of 1.2 cents per pound, if this rate 
should be added to the cost. 

Of the importations of tin and terne plate in 1889, amounting to 727 
945,972 pounds, about 40 per cent. , or 290,000,000 pounds, were tern< 

are steel or iron sheets coated with lead and tin—of van 
ous weights, and used for roofing or other purposes. This would leay 
an importation of 437,000,000 pounds of bright tin-plates. From thix 
however, should be deducted 166,000,000 pounds exported, this latte 
amount being substantially all bright tin-plate Df the cheaper grade: 
leaving a net importation of 271,000,000 pounds of bright tin-piate 0: 
all gauges and widths consumed in the United States. There are 0 
statistics available showing the relative proportion of light and hea‘) 
weight bright tin-plates which go into domestic consumption. 

The Senator from Kentucky in the course of the discussion read a lct- 
ter from a gentleman by the name of Potts, I think, of Philadelphia, 
ia which it was stated+that the price of tin-plate was 4.22 cents pe! 
pound; that he could not buy the steel sheets from which it must be 
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made, in Pittsburgh, at less than 5} cents per pound; and the Senator This table is in itself a complete 


answer to the charge that the large: 











cone juded from this that tin-plate could never be made in the United | duties on tin-plate will augment the price of anv article of tin-ware to 
ates. the purchaser for use. 

Now, I hold in my hand a letter from this same Mr. Potts quoting g I shall not take the time of th to read the whole of this state 
the price of imported steel sheets i in another form. He eaves — | ment, but will call attentio tl sult in afewcases. Take for in- 
99 by 23 terne ALT old process $7.50 per box’’ of 108 pounds, | Stancea pint tin cup, which s rticle which troubles our 
cents per pound. | friends on the other side é per 

Mr. C ARLISLE. Tin-plate or terne-plate? | dozen, which is a trifle , ‘ 7 weich 3! 

Mr. ALDRICH. Terne-plates, which are less expensive to produce | ounces, and ¥ Gow ( é total cos 
on ne tin gieien. the lead costing very much less than tin, and the cost | would be 1.5 3 n th 
of manufacture being no greater. 1 nite d States at 5 cent e that 

The importers and dealers who have these special brands and sell | anything wi ll b le >] ‘ 
them at high prices are among the most persistent objectors to an in- | tail on accountof this s 
crease ir duty, as American production might interfere with their profits. | place) of three-t of a ‘ h 
While imported iron and steel sheets coated with lead are selling, as Che present wholesale price of cotlee-po 
Ihave shown, at from 6 to 7} cents per pound, iron or steel sheets of | centseach. The weight land 4 t \ 
corresponding gauges coated with zinc, of American production, are | duty is added the tota 6 
sold at 4.22 to 4.87 cents per pound. This contrast shows the relati 25 cents. 
effect of the presence or absence of protective duties. I yp i 

I believe I have demonstrated thet our peop jle are to-day and have ‘ cents per dozen ‘ t \ 
been for years paying a higher price for the iron or steel they purcl hase |} pound. They wi ‘ t] ’ | ‘ 
in the form of tin and terne plates than in any other form. Senators | each 1d they sé n at retail for 15 ce 
upon theothersideask, ‘* Why then do we not make our own tin-plate? ”’ Mr. CA RLISLE. Does the Senator mean the 
For the reason that the Welsh and English iron-masters control this | more than they eost now 
market, and whenever an attempt is made to commence its production Mr. ALDRICH No: the eutire cost ifthe new du ‘ 
here the price goes down, as it did in 1875 and in 1879, when such at- | be 4.1 cents. The cost at present is 34 cents; they wil! cost, if th 
tempts were made, whole duty is added, 4.1 cents 

It is objected that the additional duty will so increase the cast of the Mr. CARLISLE. Has the Senater any statement which will show 
tin utensils in universal use, and of other articles made from tin-plate, | the increased cost of all the tin utensils used in the United States by 
as to impose grievous and unnecessary burdens upon all consumers of | 1 ) 


eason of this inercased duty— because that, after all, is the test—not 

these articles, and to cripple, if not destroy, great industries which have | what r 1 

been built up with cheap tin-plate. | cost, but what would be the increased cost of the whol 
It is said that the people who buy dairy-pans, coffee-pots, dinner- | of these tin utensils? Of course the Senator may select particular 

kettles, and tin cups will be enormously taxed by the imposition of | article and: hat the increased cost will be so small as to be almost 

this duty. The Senator from North Carolina [Mr. VANCE] not now | ina; 


ppre tiable ” but wnen you come to Lhe agrregat 


a tin aes or a coffee-pot or a pan or some other article used will 


e consumption 


e, the whole amount, 





in his seat dwelt in eloquent terms upon the feelings of the poor col- | we have the correct test as to what will be the effect of this bill, be- 
ored woman in North Carolina when she found that the price of her | cause it applies not merely to tin eups and coffee-pets and pans, but 
tin cup was advanced by this monstrous bill. to all the articles of tin consumed in this country. 

This allegation demands careful examination. I hold in my handa Mr. ALDRICH If the additional duty should be added to the cost 
statement which has been very carefully prepared, giving the prices | of all the articles produced in t lited States and this entire sum 
of all the tin utensils in ordinary use by all classes of our a | paid by one person, say by the ; n 1an the Senater 


This table shows the wholesale price, the size, the weight of each, and | refers to—— 
the sum which would be added to the cost of each by the 1.2 cents per Mr. CARLISLI 


i. i 7 eu ) Lhe people 
pound additional duty, and also the present retail price. Mr. ALDRICH. It would. ubtedly prove a serious burden. 
Mr. FRYE. If the duty is a tax? | I would suggest to the Senator from Kentucky that there are two 
Mr. ALDRICH. Yes; iftheduty is a tax, and ifthe whole of itshould | important questic n troversy between us in regard to this mat- 
added to the present costof these various articles. The wholesale prices | ter: First, whe mm the addition of 1.2 cents per j wund to the present 
are taken from the price-list of reputable manufacturers in Baltimore, | duty upon tin-plate will increase its cost or the cost of the articles made 


and the retail prices were obtained from a well known establishment in | from it in the United States. Ido not myself think 
Washington. | nently, but if it does, the next question is, Ww ho will pay this increased 
en on . i cost? I am now engaged in an attempt toshow th: ati f the duty should 
Manufacturers’ wholesale prices of tinware, with present duty on tin-plates, | he added to the = ee ee non 4 : " d ~— ou 
- ; ; . 4 , o . | be adds to Loe cost Of articies or utensiis made fromt n-piate this ad- 

and cost of same if whole of proposed increased duty of 1.2 cents ner | 4: ; ‘ on : 
und is added, together with the present retail price. — | ditional cost would not be paid by the purchaser of such articles at 

Tw resent rela price. pt . ; 

oe oe . i : i retail. The amount that would be thus added to the wholesale price 


it wil] perma 



























i ¢ es . Lk - | in any case would not be sufficient to increase the cost of the article at 
uM = = = @ ~ .} . . ' . 
8 a S |“, | 24 | retail in any part of the United States. Neither would the margin of 
~ m= © . . 
9 => $ is? 3s <3 profit to the retail dealer be materially diminished. 
. _— ;= ; “ i= ve | | . . . . + = + . 
Articles Size. e igsi l\eeey | > If the cost of roofing-plates should, as a result of this legislation, be 
= 1s | © lesa: |F | increased 1.2 cents per por ind it woul ald to the cost of a roof .65 of 
isis 1 Bonz | 2G | a vent per square foot, or increase the cost of a roof of a house 25 by 50 
Oo 0 | - o pe © ~ 
oanentinas } ¥ ; meal | feet in size, $4.87 
I agree fully with my friend from lowa | Mr. ALLISON], who ix 
Cents. lbs.oz.| Cents. (Ys. sat _ 9 a my 3 @ ste -y _ 9 ila ia allt aie : es = his 
Coffee-pots, hinged covers.. B QUA rts -nnesorn $1.10) 91/1 4) 10.6 25 | CmAEES this morning s ater that the efiec t of the imposition of this 
Buckets, covered .. iia .7 | 6.2 4 7.5 15 | duty will be to transfer this industry from Wales to the United States, 
CUPS ---eeeeeeeeeeeerens wapebocetl o— . a 4 5 and furnish our people with cheaper and better tin-plate 
sees sett eeeses sores . } a 5 5 | , ER ° s the Se ri f tin cane? 
a | 12 quarts weesmeeeed 1.42/12 | 1 8 1 13.8 5 Mr. I > E. Has tl enator the price of tin cans 
Dish-kettles.... oa 10 quarts... | 1.3! 10 ee 11.8 x» | Mr. Al RICH, Yes: and I will give them to the Senator in a mo 
Milk-kettles, improved | 4quarts......... | 1.75) 15 1 8 16.8 3); ment, The competition between the American iron and steel manu 
side handies. i a ae .,. | facturers and those of Great Britain for the American tin-plate market 
Dinner-kettles, trays,and | 3 quarts............ 1.44 | 12 me 13.5 ) ~ , ; 7 ; 
cups. will be intense; but I greatly mistake the temper and the ability of 
ae wel pets... cool 2 5 j2 - 17.4 60 | our mechanics and manufacturers if within three years from this time 
uare inner- ettle plensescceres covery, =“ 27 2 2 0.3 50 7 on ah} } ' ’ } ' 
: Sask, and cup. es, | No . =o they are not able to show to ( ongress such re ts, botl to prices and 
| 3.75} 3 24.9! 69 | production, as will fully justify the action ¢ about to take 
seecubbeewanvccentbncsece No oe : 1 4 4. i} ak 
= S quis |  vepnelll | be 7 j s 13.8 40 lhe American producer will experience only the disadvantage I hav 
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jeereeshO veeeenrenevreves | 6 ot 0 | protective policy | hould dep nd upon th ess or failure of the duty 
Rinsiag- pans, IC, | 20 quarts —ua Eee ian ta Of 14 25 | imposed by this paragraph. 
tinned. Mr. GRAY = i to understar ito m Rhode Island to 
Dish-pana, IX, deep, re- | | quarts .. 2.100; (2 0 * | say that he thought in three years it would be possible in this country 
Saucepans, retinned. .. | ¢ quarts on 1.15) 12 10.4) 20 to produce al! the tin-plate consumed here? 
Lat denies | No. 7 (Iti-ineh).. ! 7 st 8 4.1 10| Mr. ALDRICH. I beg the Senator’s pardon; I did not hear his re 
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450'38 2 8 41 65 Mr. GRAY. Dol vuderstand the Senator from Rhode Island tosay 
; E.3 that he thought in three years it would be pessible to produce the tin- 
*35 cents per dozen. plate in this country that would be adequate for its consumption ? 
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Mr. ALDRICH. A very considerable portion of it. 

Mr. GRAY. I wil] ask the Senator from Rhode Island, in the mean 
time who will pay about $50,000,000 of tax at the rate of 2.2 cents a 
pound that will be collected on tin-plate imported in those three years? 

Mr. ALDRICH, It will probably be divided between the foreign 
manufacturers, the importer, the producer of these articles for sale 
at wholesale,and possibly the retailer. I think there will be a division 
all along the line. I do not think any purchaser of tin cans or of tin 
buckets for consumption will be affected to the slightest extent by the 
change in the rate of duty. 

Mr. GRAY. That is to say, the tax of $50,000,000 will be collected 
in three years while we are waiting for this industry to be developed, 
and will not be an appreciable burden, in other words, to anybody in 
this country! 

Mr. ALDRICH. It will be an appreciable burden, of course, in the 
Sense that it will diminish profits now altogether too large. It will not 
be a burden felt by the mass of the people, like the sugar duty, for in- 
stance, which Senators upon the other side of the Chamber with one 
voice are seeking to retain. 

Mr. FRYE. What is the difference on tin cans? 

Mr. ALDRICH. If thedifference in duty should be added to the cost 
of 3-pound cans it would amount to about four-tenths of a cent each. 

The Senator from Deiaware [Mr. GRAY] made a touching appeal to 
us the other day in behalf of the canners of fruit in Delaware, begging 
that they might be relieved from the great impositions placed upon them 
by this bill. It must have escaped the attention of that Senator that 
‘we propose to reduce the cost of sugar 2 cents per pound for his friends, 
and if they use a pound and a half of sugar in a 3-pound can, as they 
may occasionally, we save them 36 cents per dozen on canned fruits 
as against a possible increase of 6 cents per dozen in the cost of the cans. 

I say to that Senator that I do not think the people of Delaware will 
suffer very much from this bill, take it by and large. Weshall reduce 
the cost of their sugar in spite of the protest and vote of one of their 
fepresentatives here. 

Mr. GRAY. The Senator is laboring under the impression that 
sugar is used in the canned products, or in a large proportion of them. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It is certainly used in the canning of fruits unless 
the canners of Delaware have some peculiar process by which they avoid 
the use of sugar. 

Mr. GRAY. The Senator has not learned quite as much as he thinks 
he has. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Very well. I undoubtedly have not. If the can- 
ners of Delaware do not use any sugar I have much to learn in that 
regard. 

1 have taken more time than I intended in the discussion of the tin- 
plate duties, but there is one other objection which I think should be 
noticed, It is said that if this new burden is imposed the destruction 
it would cause would be unavailing, as tin-plate can not be produced 
in the United States; that it never has been made successfully outside 
of asmall district in Great Britain, and that all attempts to promote its 
production in Germany and elsewhere, even in other parts of the Brit- 
ish Islands, have resulted in failure. 1¢ is claimed that the Welsh peo- 
ple have such a peculiar aptitude for or knowledge of this manufacture 
as to make its successful production elsewhere impossible. 

The experience of Germany is the best answer to this. The produc- 
tion of tin-plates in that country in 1854 was 12,100 tons; in 1886, 
13,600 tons; in 1887, 16,720 tons; in 1888, 18,231; in 1889, nearly 20,- 
000 tons. The importations into Germany from Great Britain, which 
in 1884 amounted to 5,417 tons, had been reduced in 1890 to about 2,- 
000 tons. The Germans do not nse as large an amount of tin-plate as 
we do, for obvious reasons, but it is very evident that the German man- 
ufacturers have secured the control of the German market. 

I have here—but will not stop to read it—a statement taken from a 
french newspapershowing that the production of tin-platesin France last 
year was more than 14, 000 tons, or nearly the whole amount consumed 
in that country. In fact, every other nation with energy and skill is 
engaged in making its own tin-plates, and it is incomprehensible that 
Senators upon the other side should in this respect so persistently dis- 
courage every attempt to place American producers on an equality with 
their foreign competitors. 

The Senator from Kentucky has undertaken to show the general effect 
of this bill by the use of average ad valorem rates, as in another case I 
have referred to. He says if the merchandise dutiable under this bill 
should be hereafter imported in the same quantities and at the same 
values as in 1889, that according to his computation—I do not quite | 
know how he makes it—the duty paid would average 60 per cent. ad 
valorem. 

Mr. CARLISLE, I said nearly 58 percent., without including any- 
thing for the increase made by the administrative bill. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I will say to the Senator, in order that there may 
be no misapprehension here or elsewhere about the effect of this bill, 
that the average ad valorem rate upon all thedatiable merchandise in 
1889 was 45.13 per cent. under existing law, and if merchandise should 
be imported in 1891 in exactly the same quantities and of exactly 
the same kinds and value, the average ad valorem rate of duty imposed 
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upon it by the provisions of this bill would be 44.26 per cent. 
of 60 per cent. as he has suggested. 

Mr. CARLISLE. If the Senator will allow me, I understand }), 
to say that if all the importations—— 

Mr. ALDRICH. I made the statement as plain and explicit ; 
English language could make it, that if goods in exactly the 
quantity and of exactly the same value that were imported and paid 
a duty in 1889 should be imported in 1891, the average would } sf 
have stated. I will say further that under the provisions of thi 3 bill 
the average ad valorem rate upon sli merchandise, free and datiah|. 
taking the importations of 1889 as a basis, would ‘be 27.10 per ce nt, 
which is greatly below the average rate of the Mills bill or any bi 
ever prepared by any Democratic committee in either House of (oy. 
gress, 

Mr. CARLISLE. That is upon the supposition that the statemey:, 
in the tables are correct and show all the increase in the rates of duty 
a statement which I undertook to show this morning could not be ac 
cepted because the expert who made the table himself admits that ther, 
are many cases in which he could not make the calculation, and in orde 
to ascertain exactly all the increases heve we have to resort to infor: 
tion outside for the purpose of ascertaining quantities and values: a 
my statement was that upon the articles still remaining upon the 
dutiable-list under this bill the rate of duty will be nearly 53 pe; 
cent. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I understood the Senator’sargument perfectly, ang 
his statement, and he will agree with me, I suppose, that if we should 
still further increase the free-list by placing three-quarters of the remain 
ing dutiable goods upon it, leaving nothing bat spirits and tobacco upor 
the dutiable-list, the rate would be raised still higher. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Of course that would be the effect. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The statement of the Senator from Kentucky—| 
do not mean any disrespect to that Senator—is another of those math: 
matical exhibits which can be made to suit varying tastes or opinions. 
As a comparison it is notfair. Theitems considered are not the same in 
both cases, as in one the most important of all, namely, sugar, is lefi 
out. 

Mr. CARLISLE. Sugar is now taken off the dutiable list. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Iunderstand that, but you areendeavoring to show 
the effect of this bill as compared with the present law, and you do no} 
take into consideration the relief to the people of the United States o: 
$60,000,000 of taxes which are now imposed by the duties upon sugar 

Mr. CARLISLE. Certainly, but I undertook to show that, notwith 
standing you put $60,000,000 on the free-list, you add more than $64. 
000,000 to the dutiable list, which offsets it and nearly $4,000,000 } 
sides. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Does the Senator mean that we have placed $ 
000,000 on the dutiable list from the free-list ? 

Mr. CARLISLE. I include upon the free-list about $5,000, 
transferred from the free-list to the dutiable list, and the remainder is 
made up by the increase of rates on articles still remaining on th: 
dutiable list. 

Mr: ALDRICH. I of course do not know the basis upon which 1 
Senator makes that statement. I may perhaps be pardoned if [ ai 
somewhat suspicious of average ad valorem rates when I find that 
they are so often based upon hypothetical goods and imaginary fact 


| I have not seen the Senator’s computation, but it must have been m 
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by some system of mathematics not familiar to me. 

Mr. CARLISLE. It is the old system. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes, the old Democratic system. 

In 1888 we had forthe first time, I think, in the history of this co 
try a tariff bill madein termsand by name the essential part of a part 
platform. The indorsement of the so-called Mills bill by the ow 
cratic party at St. Louis was definite and distinct. That was the 
spired measure which was to lead the people of thiscountry from p 
erty to wealth. It embodied the wisdom and the intelligence of ; 
great party. ‘This bill, its teachings and provisions, have been treat: 
by Democratic Senators in this discussion with silent contempt. 
the three hundred and ninety paragraphs in the schedules, up to and i 
cluding Schedule 277, amendments were offered by Senators upon ‘ 
other side of the Chamber, and of these, one hundred and thirty-fiv: 
or nearly one-half, were at rates greatly below those in the Mills bi!! 
The platform adopted with such solemnity two years ago has been fo! 
gotten or is passed by in disdain. Every one of the amendments 
have alluded to received the solid support of Democratic Senator: 
There was noschedule and hardly a paragraph of the bill that escape! 

your attacks. Attempts were made to reduce duties on alcoholic pc! 


fumery, cosmetics,embroideries, and articles of luxury of every descrip- 


tion greatly below the rates in the Mills bill, and yet amendments 
this nature received the vote of every Democratic Senator. If : 
amendments offered from the other side had been adopted, no Congres 
would have dared to enact them into law. They would have rut! 
lessly destroyed every great industry in the United States, ‘The: 
| amendments did not represent any ecofiomic system nor the mature 


convictions of any large number of people. Your attack was mae 


without order and with no idea of consistency, and it is very fortun 
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for the people of the country that you did not succeed in any in- 
nce. 
” would like, if time permitted, to say a few words about the woolen 
schedule, but it is now nearly 6 o’clock. [‘‘Go on!’ “*Go on!’’] 
[must, however, say a word about the duty upon binding-twine, over 
which a long contest took place in the conference. The conferees on 
the part of the Senate called the attention of the House conterees to the 
influences and considerations which controlled the action of the Sen- 
ate. We were met by the suggestion, which it was very difficult for 
us to combat successfully, that aside from any exhibition of folly and 
greed on the part of some of the gentlemen engaged at present in mak- 
ing binding-twine this industry was entitled to reasonable care and 
protecti ion. With conflicting views the result was necessarily a com- 
promise. We divided the Senate rate, making the duty seven-tenths 
of a cent per pound. 

I hope that with this rate the domestic manufacturers of this article 
will be enabled to continueits prodaction. They may, by close econ- 
omy and by reducing their expenses in every possible way, be able to 
exist; but [ have some doubts about it. If the rate proves inadequa e 
to secure the manufacture here we may trust to the wisdom and ‘good 
sense of some future Congress to correct our mistake. 

The duty upon binding-twine at present is 2} cents per pound. It 
was proposed by the Mills bill to make the rate 15 percent. ad valorem, 
which, upon the range of Prices jor the past two or three years, would 
have been equal to 1} or 1} cents per pound. 
of a cent a pound is therefore the lowest rate which has ever been in- 
corporated in any tariff bill reported to Congress by any committee, 
Republican or Democratic. 

Mr. CARLISLE. As the Senator refers to the Mills bill, I think it 
is important to state exactly what the Mills bill did. 
stands, puts a duty of 24 cents upon binding-twine made from hemp 
and 40 per cent. on binding- twine made from jute, if there be any made 
from jute or ramie or china grass, while the Mills bill —- 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator will pardon me but there never has 
been a pound of binding-twine made from foreign hemp. 

Mr. CAKLISLE. 


material it was made, hemp, jute, jute butts, sunn, sisal grass, ramie, 
cina grass, ete. 

Mr. ALDRICH. 
jorem—— 

Mr. CARLISLE. Fifteen per cent. ad valorem. 

Mr. ALDRICH. And as the Senator knows the binding-twine used 
in this country is made largely from sisal grass-and manila, and that 
the price of imperted twine would have been trom 10 to 12 cents per 
pound, the rate of duty would have been from 1.5 to 1.8 cents per 
pound. Of course the rate fixed by usis an experiment. It is a very 
great reduction. If a farmer should import 1.000 pounds of binding- 
twine now he would be obliged to pay $25 in duties. If imported 
under the Mills bill the payment would have been $15, and under 
this bill $7. The fact that there was a combination of some kind 
among the manufacturers which had resulted, as was believed, in oblig- 
ing the farmers to pay a price for binding-twine that was exorbitant and 
unjust, created a feeling of prejudice in this Chamber which was quite 


The Mills bill made the rate 15 per cent. ad va- 


natural and which we had to recognize the force of in dealing with the | 


matter in conference, 
At the request of the Senator from Kansas [Mr. INGALLS] I will 


allude to the rate of duties imposed by this bill upon woolen goods. I | 


have already alluded to the fact that the duties on woolens have been 
increased by the bill, but these advances have been largely on the 
higher-priced goods, and all have been rendered necessary hy the in- 
creased duties on raw wool. 

Mr. H@AR. I wish to ask the Senator from Rhode Island what is 
a very obvious question, but I should like to have him stateit. I ask 
whether it would be of advantage to anybody to increase the duty on 
wool in this country unless the rate of daty on manufactures of woolen 
goods increased in proportion to the amount of the increase of the rate 
on wool? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Certainly not, and that fact was recognized and 
accepted alike by the wool-growers and woolen manufacturers, 

Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator allow me to ask a question? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Certainly. 

Mr. SPOONER. Is there any increase of duty upon woolen goods 
not made necessary by the increase of duty on wool? 

Mr. ALDRICH. None whatever in any case, as I believe I can dem- 
onstrate to the Senator’s satis/action. 

While the most persistent ot the complaints made against this bill 
by importers and others are directed against the woolen-goods duties, 
it is not true that these duties are, in their analysis, higher than those 
in other schedules, nor higher than they ought to be to accomplish 
the purpose sought in a!l theschedules alike. There has been so much 
confusion and misunderstanding, not to say misrepresentation, in re- 
gard to this portion of the bill, thatit may benecessary toexplain again, 
as clearly and convisely as possible, the principle upon which it is con- 
structed. 
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| existing conditions: 
j 


This rate ot seven-tenths } 


This bill. as it | 


I said if there be any made from hemp. The | 
Mills bill put 15 per cent. upon all binding-twine, no matter of what | 
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The following statement, which clearly sets forth the purposes which 
actuated the framers oi the wool tariff of 1867, is alike applicable to 


The object sought was to give sufficient p 
place the manufacturer in the same positio 
A duty suppused to be su licient to protect t 
peting with his own Was placed upon s 
placed upon woolen cloths as was supposed to b- sufficient to reiinburse le >the 
manufacturer the expenses of carrying tue duty on wools, * * the duties 
on drugs and other materials used in manufacture 
protection. 


rotection to the wvol-grower and to 
as if he nad his wool free of duty. 
ie wool-grower against wool com 
ich wools, and such a specific duty was 






and to furnish the required 


In framing the wool schedule of this bill the problem was to recon- 
cile conflicting interests more patent and far-reaching here than else- 
where. A large majority of the woolen manuiacturers of the country 
recognize and accept the fact that a broad public policy founded upon 
a@ mutuality of interests forbidsthem the advantage which other textile 
manufacturers have of free materials. They did not accept the tre¢ 
wool proposition offered them as a temptation by the Mills bill, because 
they recognized the interdependence of interests of which | have spoken, 
and were wise enough to know that no tarifflaw which seeks to build up 
oue great interest at the expense of another can stand or ought to stand. 

It is no doubt true that ifthe American manutacturer could go into 
the wool markets of the world, side by side with his English, Belgian, 
| or German competitor, and there select the precise wools best suited 
to his immediate purpose, without retereuce to any other consideration 
he would be better able to meet these competitors in our own market, 
with simply the ad valorem duties we impuse, than he would be with 
dutiable wool and our scale of specific and ad valorem rates. 

In a broad sense, this statement of a fact—and the advocates of free 
wool will hardlv venture to deny that it is a fact—contains a com 
plete vindication of the rates of specific duties tixed in Schedule K, 
But it may be well to justify it also in its particular details. Revert- 
| ng to the origin of this bill, it will be recalled that the manulacturers 
| did not, as a rele, undertake to influence Congress or its committees 
| as to what was a proper duty to be imposed upon raw wool. ‘They said 
Let the duty fixed on wool be more or less, the compensatory duties 
to be effective must be increased or lowered correspondingly, in accord 
ance with a certain mathematical formula, the result of their combined 
and prolonged experience. 

That formula is very simple. It accepts 4 pounds of greasy wool 
| asthe quantity of raw material cousumed in the tinished production of 
a pound of cloth, and states proportionate relations for a pound of yarn 
or a pound of clothing. This formula does not mean that 4 pounds 
| of unwashed wool necessarily enter into every pound of finished cloth. 
It means that in a pound of the best cloth 4 pounds of certain clips ot 
wool, greasy wools of heavy shrinkage, abundantly accessible to for- 
eign manulacturers, but not accessible to our own except by the pay- 
ment of the duty thereon, are necessarily consumed. 

It means that it our manufacturers are to muke an equal grade ol 
| cloth, on equal terms, out of home-grown or imported wools, or a mixt- 
jure of both, they must be compensated to the full amount of the 
| shrinkage and waste established as existing in these wools from the 

use of which they are practically debarred. If they are driven to the 
| use of other wools, costlier wools of lighter shrinkage, they must still 
| be compensated to the extent of the 4 pounds, or they are at a disad- 
vantage as compared with manufacturers who can and do use these 
heavier and cheaper wools, to say nothing of the additional disad van- 
| tage of a restricted choice in their selection of material, for which the 
bill does not attempt to compensate them. 

Some effort has been made in the course of this debate to dispute the 
accuracy of thiscomputation. But in every such effort, whether made 
by Senators on information furnished them by others or by importers 

anxious tor lower duties, these critics have misapprehended or mis 
| stated the nature of the problem. They have selected certain kinds of 
wool, and declared that in these particular instances the proportion of 
shrinkage and waste is only as 2 or 3 pounds of wool to 1 of cloth. 
I grant there are such instances; but as it is the weakest link in the 
| chain or the lowest point in the levee that determines efficiency, so we 
are bound to take the highest-shrinkage wools accessible to foreigners 
and to calculate the compensatory duty on the basis of these. If our 
manufacturers are excluded from the use of this class of wools, theix 
competitors do use them, and it is against these that the equalization 
of conditions is to be effected. 

Again, it has been argued that the formula is wrong because certain 
fabrics are produced, in which 4 pounds of wool, even of this high 
shrinking quality, are not required to manufacture a pound of goods, 
while the compensatory duty is fixed at four times the wool duty 
Goods woven on cotton warps, or containing some admixture of shoddy 
are cited. I grant the facts in this instance also, But we mugt, as I 
have already shown, arrange the compensation on the basis of the best 
cloths, otherwise we should determine, by our legisiation, that the man- 
ulacture in this country shall be confined tothe lower grades of goods. 
That would be to affix the brand of permanent inferiority upon our 
woolen manufacturers. Nor is it possible in a tariff bill to so adjust a 
system of compensatory duties that it shall exactly fit the amonnt ol 
| wool consumed in an almost infinite variety of fabrics. 
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To provide for goods mixed with cotton or other substances we have 
adopted a sliding scale of values with three classifications and different 
compensatory rates. These gradations could not have been extended 
without rendering the compensation inadequate at points whereit would 
work injustice. 

Attention has also been called to the fact that while the duty on 
wool of the first class is increased 1 cent a pound, the compensatory 
duty on cloths is in some cases increased more than 4 cents per pound. 
[t was the failure in the act of 1883 to properly adjust the compen- 
satory duty on woolen goods that has worked great mischief to the 
woolen manufacture of the United States and subjected that legislation 
to universal criticism. The wool-grower and the wool manufacturer 
have suffered alike and together from the mistake. The wool-grower 
of this country, no matter what duty he has upon his wool, can not 
prosper unless the woolen manufacturer prospers. No wool duty will 
avail him without a market for his products, 

sy fixing an inadequate compensatory daty in 1883 Congress limited 
the market for American wool by depriving the American manulfact- 
urer of the power to compete on equal terms with his foreign rivals. 
The wool-grower has suffered more by reason of the inadequate com- 
pensation on goods in the law of 1883 than he has suffered from the 
reduction of the wool duty in that act. The compensatory duty was 
reduced in much larger proportion than the wool duty. The sym- 
metry of the law was thus destroyed. The mistake we ‘have rectified 
in this bill, not only for the benefit of the manufacturer, but equally 
for the benefit of the wool-grower. The latter will derive more sub- | 
stantial advantage from this restoration of the proper relations between 
the wool duty and the compensatory duty on goods than he will from | 
the increase we have provided of 1 cent a pound in the wool duty, for 
he will thus secure the market for the lack of which he has been suf- 
fering. 
Our experience under the wool tariff of 1867, as contrasted with the re- 
sults under the act of 1883, furnishes an effective demonstration of the 


correctness of the principle upon which the former act was constructed. | 


Under the act of 1867 the business of manufacturing woolens was as 


Statement showing increase of cost, landed in the United Slates, under rate 
imported 


Calculations based on the average 


Unit of | 


| Ir 
| Cost un- Increase 
value, | er pres- der a of cost y ; 
Description. importa-| Present rates of duty. | Rates under Senate bill. | ent law ee te | under | ‘ 
tion of jin United United | proposed Seen 
1889. States. States. | law. = 
i | | 
; 
| } 

Dress gooda, mixed : Per 
Not above 15 cts. per square yard..| .15 | 5 cts. per sq. yd. and 35 per cent........./ 7 ets. per sq. yd. and 40 per cent......... 90.2525 | 90.28 $0. 0275 10. 89 
Over 15 cents per square yard . 349 | 7 ets. per sq. yd. and 40 per cent......... | 8 ets. per sq. yd. and 50 per cent ........ . 5586 6035 | . 0449 8 

Dress goods, all wool: | j | 
Less than 4 ozs, persquare yard... . 199 | 9 cts. per sq. yd. and 40 per cent......... 12 cts. per sq. yd. and 5) per cent....... . 3686 - 4185 | . 0499 13 
Over 4 ozs. per square yard........... 1.073 | 35 cts. per pound and 40 per cent...... .. 44 ete. per pound and 50 per cent........ 1, 8522 2. 0495 | . 1978 10 

Oloths, per pound upaiuroveseccene heewtebel 1.076 | 35 cts. per pound and 40 per cent....... 44 cts. per pound and 50 per cent........ 1. 8564 2,054 | - 1976 l 

Shawls, per pound...............+ sosvee 1, 267 | 35 cts. per pound and 40 per cent........, 44 cts. per pound and 50 per cent......... 2. 1238 2, 3405 . 2167 10 


Mr. GRAY. What was the lest statement of the Senator from 
Rhode Island? I could not hear it, 

Mr. ALDRICH. I stated that the average increase in rates upon | 
woolen goods would not exceed 10 per cent., and this computation is 
based upon the importations tor 1889. 

Mr. CARLISLE. I understand the Senator to say that the increase 
upon woolen goods will not exceed 10 per cent. I suppose he means 
that the increase upon the whole woolen schedule will not exceed 10 
per cent. He does not mean to assert that there is not an increase of 
as much as 30, or 40, or 50 per cent. on some classes of goods? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I only gave the average result. 

I should be giad, if I had the time, to make some allusion to the ad 
valorem rates in the woolen schedule, and to show the necessity for 
their imposition, but the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. MANDERSON] 
reminds me that I have promised to explain the action of the confer- 
ence in regard to the sugar duties. As every Senator knows, I was 
earnestly in favor of a duty upon all sugarabove No. 13 Dutch stand- 
ard in color. I believed that the commercial interests of the country, 
as well as the interests of the beet-sugar producers of Nebraska and 
other States, would be promoted by the rates as fixed in the Senate 
amendments; but it became evident soon after the conferees met that 
it would be impossible to maintain the color line at No. 13, and I 
reluctantly, speaking now only for myself, relinquished my views and 
acceded to the wishes of a large majority of the conferees. I did so 
with the hope that my own fears as to the effect of our action upon 
American trade with countries producing low-grade cane sugars would 
not be realized. 

I believe that the sugar-refining industry of the country will live 
with the duties that are provided by the conference report, and that the 
beet-sugar industry of the West will be developed, not as rapidly as we 
would like, perhaps, under its provisions. By the bill reported from 


prosperous in the United States as anywhere in the world. 
1883 it has suffered here as it has suffered nowhere else. It ha 
unable to stand up under the constantly increasing influx of fo; 
goods. The proportion of imported to home-made goods con 
by our people has increased from year to year since 1883, whil: 
the act of 1867 the increase was as steadily in favor of the do 
production. Last year the foreign value of woolen goods import: 
$56,000,000 in round numbers, or a duty-paid value nearly ey 
one-third the American product. In no other of the great na 
industries does such an anomalous condition exist. I attribut. 
the illogical adjustment of the compensatory duties which this 
remedies. It will rapidly disappear under the operation of the b 

The remarkable increase in woolen importations, from $37, 
in 1882 to $56,000,000 in 1890, justifies us in accepting, in fact co 
us to accept, the principle we have adopted for adjusting compens 
duties as correct and necessary. 

Under the protection we propose the industry in this country 
enter upon an era of unexampled prosperity. The wool-growin 
dustry will participate in the full measure of that success, Asa 
of it we shall make in our own mills, by the well-paid labor o! 
own people, millions of dollars’ worth of clothing now made for u 
Englund and upon the Continent. As the production of woolen fa! 
thus increases, the price of all varieties will continue to tend stea 
downwards, as they have heretofore with adequate protection. 
result, within a period of time that will seem to the framers of thi 
exceedingly short, in view of the magnitude of the achievement 
people of the United States will be clothed better than any other ;» 
ple in the world, and more cheaply than ever, in fabrics entirely of t 
own manufacture, made chiefly from wools of their own growth. 

I have been asked to make a statement of the relative increas: 
| rates upon wools and on woolens. 

The percentage of increase in rates on wools, noils, wool wastes, a 
| on shoddy and other substitutes for wool varies from 10 to 300 ; 
cent. The average increase upon woolens, as shown by the followi: 
' table, based on the importations for 1889, is very nearly 10 per cent. 


3 proposed in Senate bill, over the present tariff, on the principal lin: 
woolen goods. 


s of the actual importations of 1889,] 


| 


the conference a bounty of 2 cents a pound will be paid to all pri 
ducers of sugar testing by the polariscope 90 degreesor more. That i 


more than double the net bounty which is paid by any other country 
The highest net bounty paid by any country outside 
of the United States is by France, and this is a little less than 1 cent 


in the world. 


per pound. 

Mr. MANDERSON., 
the polariscopic test of the beet sugar ? 

Mr. ALDRICH. It will be in all cases over 90 degrees I thin! 
| there is none produced in Germany that does not test from 95 to 98 


I presume that all that may be produced here will average at least 9° 


he 
degrees. 
Mr. PADDOCK. 
ties paid by European countries do not permit me to credit the stat 
ments of my distinguished friend from Rhode Island. As I have bee: 


able to determine as to that, the bounty in no one European country 


is less than 2 cents. The bounty of Austria is almost double. Tak 
ing the drawback system which obtains in those countries, though it i 


somewhat covered up in the administration, the bounty is not less than 


2 cents, 
Mr. ALDRICH. I think the Senator could not have understood m 
statement. I said the ‘‘net bounty.”’ 


Mr. PADDOCK. It is susceptible of proof beyond the possibilit 


of contradiction that the net bounty in the countries named is not less 


than 2 cents a pound. 
Mr. ALDRICH, I regret to be obliged to say that the Senator fron 
Nebraska is very much mistaken. 


Mr. PADDOCK. The Senator from Nebraska is not mistaken, an‘! 


if I had the time I could prove it to the Senator, 
Mr. ALDRICH. 
tries here on my desk. 


Will the Senator state what will probably be 


Mr. President, my investigations as to the boun- 


I have the laws of the various bounty-paying coun- 


189 


_ 


Mr. 
countt 





1390. 


—_— 


Mr. PADDOCK. I know the history of this matter in all those 
conntries, for I have given it the fullest and most careful investigation, 
end know that I am correct. 

” Me. ALDRICH, I hope my friend from Nebraska will not allow his 





lu 


of his information in regard to sugar bounties. The European coun- 
tries all place prohibitory duties on imported sugars, but as all these 
countries, owing to their export bounties, export sugars, these duties 
ore useless. France and Germany levy internal taxes on sugar-pro- 
ducing beets, the amount of tax being based on an arbitrary yield 
which is always exceeded in practice. Germany, France, and Austria- 
Hungary, which are the principal sugar-producing countries of Europe, 
jay bounties upon the exportation of sugars and in noother case. The 
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| now I understand the S« 


j 


‘tention to vote against the conference report to rest upon the accuracy | 


| 


smount of these bounties depends in Germany and Austria on the po- | 


larization of the sugar. In Fran¢e it is paid on refined sugar. 

To ascertain the net bounty paid in France and Germany the amount 
of the tax—taking some average yield for the basis of computation— 
must be dedacted from the gross amount paid as a bounty. 

Insome remarks made by me on the sugar duties two weeks ago I 
submitted the following table showing the amount of export bounty 
paid by Austria on sugar of different tests and the net bounties paid 
by Germany and France: 


POUNTIES PAID ON SUGAR EXPORTED FROM VARIOUS EUROPEAN COUNTRIES, 


Austria pays a direct export bounty— 
On sugars 88 to 93 degrees polarization, 1 florin 50 kreutzers, equals .60 c« 
per pound, 
On sugars 93 to 99} degrees polarization, 1 flori:. 60 kreutzers, equals .64 cent 
per pound, 
On sugars 99} degrees polarization, 2 florins 30 kreutzers, equals .92 
pound, 
In France— 
The drawback amounts to 69 francs per 100 kilograms. 
The tax equals 48 francs per 100 kilograms. 
Leaving net (2 franes per 100 kilograms, equal to 1 cent per pound. 
Germany allows on sugar exported— 
Onsugars not above 98 degrees, 8.50 marks, equals 2.04 per kilogram, equals 
.93 cent per pound 
On sugars above 98 degrees, 10 marks, equals 2,49 per kilogram, equals 1.09 
cents per pound, 
Loaves, 10,65 marks, equals 2.55 per kilogram, equals 1.16 cents per pound. 
ermany taxes beets at— 
12 per cent. yield equals .73 cent per pound of sugar, 
15 per cent. yield equals .60 cent per pound of sugar. 
18 per cent, yield equals .47 cent per pound of sugar. 
ng a net bounty on the lowest yield of— 
12 per cent. of from .20 to .43 cent per pound. 
15 per cent. of from .33 to .56 cent per pound. 
18 percent. of from .46 to .69 cent per pound. 


nt 


cent per 


Giv 


[t will be seen by this table that I was quite within limits when I 
said that the largest net bounty paid by any Earopean country was not 
more than 1 cent per pound, as the amount varies from .43 cent to 1 
cent. Since this table was submitted to the Senate a recent change in 
the French law has been brought to my attention (see Journal des tabri- 
canis de sucre, August 13, 1890), the effect of which is to reduce the net 
bounty paid on exported refined sugar to eighty-two one-hundredths 
of 1 cent per pound. I think this disposes of the bounty question. 

The effect of the abolition of sugar duties will be to cheapen the 
cost of sugar to all consumers at least 2 cents per pound and to in- 
crease its use. It will develop an important industry by stimulating 
the use and production of preserved fruits. Its direct and indirect 
beneficial effects will be felt and appreciated more thoroughly than 
any other change contained in this bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is the Senate ready for the question ? 
The question is on agreeing to the conference report. 

Mr. GORMAN. I trust the Senator from Rhode Island in charge of 
this bill will favor the Senate and the country with astatement of the 
effect of this measure as it comes from the committee of conference on 
the revenugg of the Government. I have listened patiently to all he 
has said abont the details of the bill, but I should like to have a state- 
ment more in detail as to its effect upon the revenue. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The bill as reported from the conference increases 
the reductions in revenue as made by the bill when it passed the Sen- 
ate about $6,280,000. 

Mr. GORMAN. 
that from the Senator trom Rhode Island, who,i know, is entirely 
familiar as to the effect of- the schedules. 

Mr. ALDRICH. 


taxes upon wholesale and retail dealers in tobacco. I estimate that 
the bill, outside of these items, will produce about the same amount 
of revenue as when it left the Senate. 

Mr. GORMAN. I confess, Mr. President, I am a little dull, proba- 
bly, and do not comprehend exactly what the Senator states. When 
this bill was first introduced and presented elsewhere, a very full re- 
port was made as to its provisions and its effect upon the revenue. I 
read from the report numbered 1466, House of Representatives, of the 
present session, in which the estimate was made that there would hea 
reduction in taxation of $71,264,414. That was the entire redaction 
as it came to the Senate and was presented to the country. Now, dur- 
ing the consideration of this bill in the Senate the Senator from Iowa 


The additional reduction, of course, chiefly results | 
from a diminution of the tobacco tax and the abolition of the special | 


| 500,000, 
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in which he showed that the bill would carry reductions only of $33 

Since then the bil! has been in committee of conference, and 
lator from Island to say that the com 
mittee ot conference have added nearly $5,000,000 to the dutiable-list 


Mr. ALDRICH. We have provided that block-tin shall be added 


i 


aa 
Rhode 


to the dutiable-list after 1893, but it does not remain dutiable after 
1895 unless certain conditions are met in its production “here will 
be a million or more dollars added to the revenue from that source 
whenever tin is dutiable. 
Mr. CARLISLE. But, if the Senator will allow me, the Senate i 
| self, after the bill came from the Committee on Finance. and in the 
committee of conference, has added nearly $5,000 ) ise the 
duty on tin was put onin the committee of conference. 
Mr. ALDRICH. Does the Senator from Kentucky mean that the 
conference have added $5,000,000 to the revenne? _ 
Mr. CARLISLE. Oh, no; the Senate and the committee of confer- 


| 


ence. The Senate so changed the House bill after it came here, an 
so changed the bill in the conference committee, as to add tin, the 
duty upon which will amount to about one million three d and 
fifty-odd thousand dollars, and some other things; and the com- 
mittee of conference struck some other articles trom the free-list which 
the Committee on Finance had recommended to be made free and put 
them upon the dutiable-list, and altogether the action of the Senate 
after the bill came first from the Finance Committee, and the action 
of the conference committee, have added nearly $5,000,000. 
the exact amount this morning. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Thestatement made in behalf of the Finance Com- 
mittee and with my concurrence by the Senator from Iowa was, that 
the bill as it passed the Senate, all the amendments having been agreed 
to, when the estimate was made, would reduce the revenue abont $36, - 
000,000. The changes made in conference would increase the esti- 
mated reduction from six to seven millions of dollars, and I now esti- 
mate the aggregate annual reduction made by the bill as reported from 
the conference committee at from forty-two to forty-three millions of 
dollars. Of course, if the Senator from Maryland is willing to accept 
the statement made to-day by the Senator from Kentucky, there will 
be an increase of the revenue instead of a diminution, but I assume 
that this estimate was made for campaign purposes rather than for 
serious examination here. I have stated to the Senate my own con- 
clusions and those of the Committee on Finance. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
ference report. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Upon that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call 
the roll. 

Mr. WALTHALL (when Mr. Berry was called Che Sen 
ator from Arkansas { Mr. BERRY] is paired with the Senator from Col- 


hundre 


then 


I gave 


The question is on concurring in the con- 


’S name 


| orado [Mr. TELLER}. 


I should like to have a little fuller statement than | 


| 





| nounce that owing to indisposition he is unable to attend th 
| of the Senate, but if present he would vote ‘‘ n: 


Mr. BLAIR (when his name was called). On this question I am 


paired with the senior Senator from Mississippi [ Mr. Geor: If he 
were present I should vote ‘‘ yea.”’ 

Mr. PASCO (when Mr. CALL’s name was called). My colleague 
{Mr. CALL] is paired with the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. Pet- 


rIGREW]. If my colleague were here he would vote ‘‘ nay.’’ 

Mr. DAVIS (when his name was called). I am paired with the Sen- 
ator from Louisiana [Mr. Grsson], who is absent. If he were present 
I should vote ‘* yea.’ 

Mr. CULLOM (when Mr. FARWELL’s name was called). My co 
league [Mr. FARWELL] is paired with the Senator from Ohio [Mi 
PAYNE]. If my colleague were present he would vote ‘ a 


; 


yea 
Mr. KENNA (when Mr. FAULKNE®’sS name was ealled My co!- 
league [Mr. FAULKNER] is paired with the Senator from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. QuAY]. If my colleague were present he would vote ‘' nay.” 


Mr. WALTHALL (when Mr. GzorGe’s name was called). My col 
league [Mr. GeorGE] is paired with the Senator from New Hampshire 
[Mr. BLAIR], and if present would vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. HARRIS (when his name was called). am paired with thi 
Senator from Vermont [Mr. Morrrii]. By a transft it pair to 
the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. VANce], the Senator from 
Michigan [Mr. MCMILLAN] and myself can both vote. 


t} 


ro 


I vote ‘* nay. 


Mr. HISCOCK (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Jones]. If he were present, I should 
vote ‘* yea,’’ 


Mr. GORMAN (when Mr. MCPHERSON’S name was called), Iw 
requested by the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. McPHERSON ] to 
sion 
Ly. 

Mr. PADDOCK (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Eustis]. If he were here, he would 
vote “‘nay.’’ I therefore vote as he would vote if preseat. I vote 
*“*nay.”’ 

Mr. PETTIGREW (when his name was called), 
the Senator from Florida [Mr. CaLL]. If he were present, he would 
vote “‘nay,’’ and I theretore vote *‘ nay.’’ 

Mr. QUAY (when his name was called) 


Iam paired with 


I am paired with the 


(Mr. ALLison]), im a speech made on the 2d day of September, favored | junior Senator from West Virginia [Mr. FAULKN+k]}. 


us with a statement, made up with all the ingenuity of that Senator, 


Mr. ALLEN (when Mr. Squrre’s name was called). My 


colleague 
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ie. Squire] is paired with the Senator from Virginia [Mr. DaNnrEv]. 
f my colleague were present, he would vote “** yea.’’ 

Mr. WOLCOTT (when Mr. TELLER’S name was called), My col- 
league [Mr. TELLER] is detained from the Chamber by illness. He is 
paired with the Senator from Arkansas [Mr, Berry]. If my colleague 
were present, he would vote ‘‘yea’’ and the Senator from Arkansas 
[Mr. Berry] would vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. VOORHEES: (when Mr. Turpre's name was called). My col- 
league [Mr. TURPIE] is necessarily absent, and is paired with the Sen- 
ator from Minnesota [Mr. WASHBURN]. Were my colleague here, he 
would vote ‘' nay.’’ 

Mr. RANSOM (when the name of Mr. VANCE was called). My col- 
leage [Mr. VANCE] is paired, as stated by the Senator from Tennessee 
[Mr. Harris], with the Senator trom Vermont [Mr. Morri__]}. If 
my colleague were present, he would vote ‘‘ nay.”’ 

Mr. COCKRELL (when Mr. Vest’s name was called), My col- 
league [Mr. Vest] is paired with the senior Senator trom California 
{[Mr. Stanrorp]. If present, my colleague would certainly vote 
**nay,’’ and the Senator from California, I presume, would vote ‘* yea.”’ 

Mr. EDMUNDS. He would certainly vote ‘* yea.” 

Mr. DAVIS (when Mr. WASHBURN’S name was called). My col- 
league [Mr. WASHBURN], if present, would vote ‘‘yea.’’ Heis neces- 
sarily absent from the city, and is paired with the Senator from In“iana 
[Mr. Turpre}. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. DIXON. The Senator from Delaware [Mr. Hicorns] is neces- 
sarily absent, and asked me before he le!t the Chamber toannounce his 
pair with the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON ] and to state 
that, if present and at liberty to vote, he would vote ‘‘ yea.’’ 

Mr. DANIEL, Iam paired with the Senator from Washington [ Mr. 
Squire] and the Senator from New Hampshire iM. BLAIR] is paired 
with the Senator trom Mississippi [Mr. GzorGEe}]. We have agreed to 
pair off the two Senators whoare absent, and that each of usshall vote. 
I therefore vote ‘‘ nay.’’ 

Mr. BLAIR. I vote ‘‘ yea.’’ 

Mr. DOLPH. I announce my pair with the senior Senator from 
Georgia [Mr. Brown]. I do not know how he would vote upon this 
bill, but at the suggestion of his colleague I will withhold my vote 
and announce my pair. If at liberty to vote, I should vote ‘‘ yea.’’ 

Mr. HISCOCK, I think, perhaps, I ought to announce, in connec- 
tion with my pair with the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. JONES], that 
if present he would vote ‘‘ nay.’’ 

The result was announced—yeas 33, nays 27; as follows: 





YEAS—33. 
Aldrich, Dixon, MeMillan, Sherman, 
Allen, Edmunds, Manderson, Spooner, 
Allison, Evarts, Mitchell, Biewart, 
Blair, Frye, Moody, Stockbridge, 
Cameron, Hale, Pierce, Wilson of Lowa, 
Casey, Hawley, Platt, Wolcott. 
Chandler, Hoar, Power, 
Cullom, Ingalls, Sanders, 
Dawes, Jones of Nevada, Sawyer, 
NAYS—27. 

Barbour, Coke, Hearst, Pogh, 
Bate, Colquitt, Kenna, Ransom, 
Black burn, Daniel, Morgan, Reagan, 
Blodgett, Gorman, Paddock, ‘Voorhees, 
Butler, Gray, Pasco. Walthall, 
Oarliele, Hampton, Pettigrew, Wilson of Md. 
Cockrell, Harris, Piumb, 

ABSENT—%. 
Berry, Farwell, Jones of Arkansas, Stanford, , 
Brown, Faulkner, McPherson, Teller, 
Call, George, Morrill, Turpie, 
Davis, Gibson, Payne, Vance, 
Dolph, ’ Higgins, Quay, Vest, 
Eustis, Hiscock, Squire, Washburn, 


So the report was concurred in. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following bills, received from the House of Representatives, were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs: 

A bill (H. R. 113) to provide for the disposition and sale of lands 
known as the Klamath River reservation; and 

A bill (S. 11391) for the construction and completion of suitable 
aa buildings for Indian industrial schools in Wisconsin and other 
States. 

The bill (H. R. 12187) to set apart certain tracts of land in the State 
of California as forest reservations was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Lands, 

The bill (H. R. 1910) for the reliefot IsaacH. Wheat was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

The joint resolution (H. Res. 158) providing for printing the fifth an- 
nual report of the Commissioner of Labor was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Printing. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE, . 
Mr. SANDERS. Mr. President, circumstances make it important 
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! 
that I should be absent, and I ask leave of absence indefinitely for ¢)js 


session, The condition of the Committee on Enrolled Bills seems tg 
me to make it proper that I should make this request. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Montana asks that hg 
may be granted an indefinite leave of absence during the remainder o¢ 
the session. The Chair hears no objection, and leave is granted. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I move that the Senate proceed to the conside;. 
tion of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the enp 
eration of executive business. After filteen minutes spent in execi| 
session the dours were reopened. 


J. 1. CAIN AND OTHERS. 
Mr. MITCHELL submitted the tollowing report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Honees oy 
the amendmentof the Senate to the bill (H. R. 2990) for the relief of J. 1. « 
aud others, having met, after full and tree conference have agreed to r 
meud and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

The Senate recedes from its amendment, and agrees to the bill as passe: by 
the House of Representatives. 

JNO. H. MITCHELL, 


ANTHONY HIGGINS, 
S. PASCO, 
Managers on the part of the S 
W. C, CULBERTSON, 
W. J. STONE, 
W. E.SIMONDS, 
Managers on the part of the I 


ain 
t- 


The report was concurred in. 
THE REVENUE BILL. 


Mr. ALDRICH. I should like to have the concurrent resolution di- 
recting a change in the enrollment of the tariff bill disposed of, if th 
Senator from Tennessee is willing. 

Mr. HARRIS. 1 interposed the objection two or threehoursago. | 
am not inclined toretard or delay the Senate in any action that it choos 
to take in respect to the matter. 1 interposed the objection because | 
have a similar resolution pending that has been objected to and it 
lying on the table; but I will not retard the action of the Senate in 
respect to the resolution from the other House, and I withdraw the 
objection that I made two or three hours ago. 

There being no objection, the Senate resumed the consideration of 
the concurrent resolution. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the amen‘ 
ment moved by the Senator from Khode Island [Mr. ALDRICH]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The concurrent resolution as amended was agreed ¥ 


FOREST RESERVE IN CALIFORNIA. 


Mr. PLUMB. The Committee on Public Lands instruct me to re- 
port favorably the bill (H. RK. 12187) toset apart certain tracts of lands 
in the State of Calitornia as forest reservations. The committee at its 
meeting some days ago considered this bill, although it was not then 
before it in the sense of being actually present, but the subject was 
there with all its details, and I was instructed to ask the Senate to 
consider the bill when it should come from the other House. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present consi(- 
eration of the bill? 

Mr. COCKRELL. What is the bill? 

Mr. PLUMB. Itis a bill creating a forest reserve in the State of 
Catifornia surrounding the Yosemite reservation. It is recommended 
by all the California delegation, by the governor of the State, and by 
the Interior Department. 

Mr. HALE. It ought to have been done years ago. 

Mr. PLUMB. It ought to have been done years ago. 

Mr. INGALLS. Has the bill been read? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It has not, 

Mr. INGALLS. Let it be read for information. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the bill. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Oh, we can not understand that. Let it go over 
until to-morrow and be printed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will go over. 

Mr. EDMUNDS subsequently said: I wish to withdraw the objec- 
tion I made to the House bill just now begun to be read, because it 
has been explained to me as being one for the preservation of some o! 
the forests in California, and 1 do not wish to object. 

ere being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered (o 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. , 


HENRY 8. FRENCH. 


Mr. HARRIS. I now ask that the concurrent resolution submitted 
by me some days ago in respect to the Henry S. French case may b¢ 
considered. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The concurrent resolution will be read. 

The Secretary read the c.ncurrent resolution submitted by Mr. HA?- 
RIs on the 20th instant, as follows: 


Whereas Senate bil! No. 145, for the relief of the ntatives of 
Henry 8. Freneh, saferned the claion to the Cow of Choien; saa 





1890. 


$$ a 
——————— 








Whereas said bill does not require said Courtof Claims to determine the juris 
dictional fact of the loyalty of tue said HenryS. French; and 


Whereas said bill passed the Senate and subsequently passed the House of | 


Representatives and was sent to the President and was, by concurrent resolu- 
tion, reealled from the President in order that the bill should be so amended 
as to require the court to determine the question of loyalty of the said Henry 
@ French: Therefore, 

Resolved by the Senate (‘the House of Representatives concurring), That said bill 
be re-enrol ed, and in the re-enro!! ment of said bill there shal! be inserted alter 
the word “ parties,” in line 9 of said enrolled bill, the following: 

“and if said court shall find that said Henry 8. French did not give any aid 
and co. nfortté the rebellion, but was throughout the war loyal to the Govern- 
ment of the United States, and such loyalty having been thus established ;”’ 

so that said bill when re-enrolied shall read as fullows: 


“An act for the relief of the legal representatives of Henry 8S. French. 


“Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Conyress assembled, That the legal representatives of Henry S 
French, deceased, late of Nashville, Teun., be, and are hereby, authorized to 
bring suit in the Court of Claims for the recovery of the net procecds of 230 bales 
of cotton taken at Jonesborough, Ga., in September, 1564, by General William G 
Le Duc, by order of General Sherman, and turned over tothe Treasury agent, and 
by him sold and the proceeds paid into the Treasury of the United States ; and .or 
this purpose jurisdiction is hereby con‘erred upon said court to hear and deter- 
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‘ George B Loring, r 


sul-general of the United States to Portugal, vi: 
signed. 


Oscar Malmros, of Minnesota, to be consul of the United States at 
Denia, vice Joho D. Arquimbaan, recalled. 

Horace W. Metcalf, of Maine, to be consul of 
Bermuda, vice Henry W. Beckwith, recalled. 


he United States at 


POSTMASTERS. 

Charles W. Cox, to be postmaster at Conway, 
Faulkner and State of Arkansas; the appointment of a postmu 
the said office having, by law, become vested in the President 
after October 1, 19v. 

Henry H. Myers, to be postmaster at Brinkley, in the county of 
Monroe and State of Arkansas; the appointment oi a postmaster for the 
suid office having, by law, become vested in the President on and afte: 


in the county ot 
ver for 


on and 


| October 1, 1s9v. 


mine and render judgment in conformity with the rightsof the respective par- | 
ties; and if said court shall find that said Henry S.French did not give avy xid | 


and comfort to the rebellion, but was throughout the war loyal to the Govern- 
ment of the United States, and said loyalty having been thus established, if it 
shall furtuer find that said Henry 4. French: in buying such cotton did not vio- 
late any non-intercourse act,and that it, or any part thereof, was taken by the 
officers of the United States and the proceeds turned into the Treasury, then, 
and in that event, judgment shall be entered for the claimant for such proceeds, 
which judgment shall be paid out of the captured and aband :ned property 
fund; ‘and the said court shail, in the hearing of said claim, consi:ier any evi- 
dence that may have been taken under the direction of the Southern Claims 
Commission in regard to the claim of Henry 8. French, with authority on the 
part of the United states or the claimants to take additional testimony under 
the rules of s:id court: Provided, That an appeal shall lie in said cause from 
said court to the Supreme Court as in other cases.’ 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I do not understand that. 
ter have the resolution printed and go over. 

Mr. HARRIS. It has been printed. 
ago. 

Mr. COCKRELL. 


I think we had bet- 


It simply requires proof of loyalty in the claim- 
ant. Thatisall, It was lett out of the bill by mistake. 

Mr. HARRIS. It only requires that the court shall inquire as to 
the question of loyalty. 

Mr. EDMUNDs. I am told that the matter has been considered 
before and I shall not interfere now. 

Mr. HALE. We had it belore the Senate the other day. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It there be no objection to the present 
consideration of the concurrent resolution, the question is on agreeing 
to the same. 

The concurrent resolution was agreed to. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were referred 
the following bills, reported them severally without amendment, and 
submitted reports thereon: 

A bill(H. R. 9254) to increase the pension of Stephen L. Kearney; and 

A bill (H. R. 4396) granting a pension to John Grant, 


HOUSE PILLS REFERRED. 


rr - . . - . . . fn 7 i ; : ; 
The following bills, received from the House of Representatives, | Douglas and State of Kansas; the appointment of a postmaster for the 


were severally read twice by their titles, and referred as indicated be- 
low: 


The bill (H. R. 2617) for the relief of Henry Clay and others, owners | 


and crew of the whaling schooner Franklin, of New Bediord, Mass,— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

The bill (H. R. 3449) tor the relief of James M. Lowry—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 


The bill (H. R. 6581) for the relief of certain enlisted men of the | 


Ordnance Corps, United States Army, in the matter of claims tor 
bounties—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

The bill (H. R. 6975) to provide tor an additional associate justice 
of the supreme court of Arizona—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The bill (H. R. 7641) for the relief of Daniel C. Trewhitt, ot Chat- 
tanooga, Tenn.—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

The bill (H. R. 9852) to authorize the Lake Charles Road and Bridge 
Company, ot Lake Charles, La., to construct and maintain bridges 
across English Bayou and Caleasieu River—to the Committee on Com- 
merce, 

The bill (H. R. 11527) to amend chapter 1065 of the acts of the first 
session of the Fiftieth Congress—to the Committee on Post-Oflices and 
Post-Roads. 

Mr. ALDRICH. 
to-morrow. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 6 o’clock and 55 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Wednesday, October 1, 1890, at 
12 o’clock m. 


I move that the Senate adjourn until 12 o’clock 


NOMINATIONS. 
Bexccutive nominations received by the Senate the 30th day of September, 1890. 
MINISTER RESIDENT AND CONSUL-GENERAL. 
George 8. Batcheller, of New York, to be minister resident and con- 


It was printed some days | 


Hubert E. Carpenter, to be postmaster at East Hampton, in the 
county of Middlesex and State of Connecticut; tlie appointment of a 
postmaster for the said office having, by law, be in the 
President on and aiter October 1, 1890. 

Carl C, Crippen, to be postmaster at Eustis, in the county of Lake 
and State of Florida; the appointment of a postmaster for the said of 
fice having, by law, become vested in the President on ana aiter Ox 
tober 1, 1890. 

August Hoppe, to be postmaster at Apalachicola, in the county of 
Franklin and State of Florida; the appointment of a postmaster tor the 
said office having, by Jaw, become vested in the President on and after 
October 1, 1890, 

Joseph F. Doyle, to be postmaster at Savannah, in the county of 
Chatham and State of Georgia, in the place of George W. Lamar, re- 
moved. 

William W. Washburn, to be postmaster at Morgan Park, in the 


ome vested 


| county of Cook and State of Illinois; the appointment of a postmaster 
| for the said office having, by law, become vested in the President on 


and aiter October 1, 1890. 

William A. MeDaniel, to be postmaster at Thorntown, in the county 
of Boone and State of Indiana; the appointment of a postmaster for the 
said office haviag, by law, become vested in the President on and alter 
October 1, 1890. 

James M. Overshimer, to be postmaster at Elwood, in the county of 
Madison and State of Indiana; the appointment of a postmaster for the 
said office having, by law, become vested in the President on and alte 
October 1, 1890. 

George E. Comstock, to be postmaster at Fayette, in the county of 
Fayette and State of lowa; the appointment of a postmaster tor the said 
office having, by law, become vested in the President on and alter Oc- 
tober 1, 1890, 

Sidney A. Breese, to be postmaster at Cottonwood Falls, in the county 


| of Chase and State of Kansas; the appointment of a postmaster for the 
| said office having, by law, become vested in the President on and after 
| October 1, 1890. 





| office having, by law, become vested in the Presic¢ 





Henry E. Cowgill, to be postmaster at Baldwin, in the county of 


said office having, by law, become vested in the President on and after 
October 1, 1890. 
Wilson Liff, to be postmaster at Weir, in the county of Cherokee 


| and State of Kansas; the appointment of a postmaster for the said ol 


fice having, by law, become vested in the President on and alter Octo- 
ber 1, 1890, 

William L, Bingham, to be postmaster at Pineville, in the county 
of Bell and State of Kentucky; the appointment of a postmaster ior 
the said office having, by law, become vested in the President on and 
after October 1, 1840. 

Albert E. Rankin, to be postmaster at Augusta, in the county of 
Bracken and State of Kentucky; the appointment of a postmaster for 
the said office having, by law, become vested in the President on and 
alter October 1, 1890. 

Morley H. Wallis, to be postmaster at Houma, in the county of Terre 
Bonne and State of Louisiana; the appointment of a postmaster for the 


| said office having, by law, become vested in the President on and alte: 


October 1, 1890. 
Daniel A. Hurd, to be postmaster at North Berwick, in the county 
York and State of Maine; the appointment of a postmaster for the 


yf 
said 


nt on and aiter Octo- 


ber 1, 1890. 

John Furniss, to be postmaster at Nashville, in the county of Barry 
and State of Michigan; the appointment of a postmaster for the said 
office having, by law, become vested in the President on and after Octo 
ber 1, 1890. 

August E. Anderson, to be postmaster at Kasson, in the county o! 
Dodge and State of Minnesota; the appointment of a postmaster for th 
said office having, by law, become vested in the President on and afte: 
October 1, 1490. 

Joseph McMartrey, to be postmaster at Windom, in the county of 
Cottonwood and State of Minnesota; the appointment of a postmaster 
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for the said office having, by law, become vested in the President on 
and after October 1, 1890. 

Fred E. Wheeler, to be postmaster at Appleton, in the county of 
Swift and State of Minnesota; the appointment of a postmaster for the 
said office having, by law, become vested in the President on and after 
October 1, 1890. 

Thaddeus 8S. Clarkson, of Omaha, Nebr., to be postmaster at Omaha, 
Nebr., vice Constantine V. Gallagher, resigned. 

William C. May, to be postmaster at Gothenburg, in the county of 
Dawson and State of Nebraska; the appointment of a postmaster for 
the said office having, by law, become vested in the President on and 
after October 1, 1890. 

Christopher Ebni, to be postmaster at Raritan, in the county of 
Somerset and State of New Jersey; the appointment of a postmaster 
for the said office having, by law, become vested in the President on 
and after October 1, 1890. 

Thomas Palmer, to be postmaster at Frenchtown, in the county of 
Hunterdon and State of New Jersey; the appointment of a postmaster 
for the said office having, by law, become vested in the President on 
and after October 1, 1890. 

William P, Phelps, to be postmaster at Merchantville, in the county 
of Camden and State of New Jersey; the appointment of a postmaster 
for the said office having, by law, become vested in the President on 
and after October 1, 1890. 

Charles J. S. Randal, to be postmaster at Rouse’s Point, in the 
county of Clinton and State of New York; the appointment of a post- 
master for the said office having, by law, become vested in the Presi- 
dent on and after October 1, 1890. 

Woodhull N. Raynor, to be postmaster at Sayville, in the county of 
Suffolk and State of New York; the appointment of a postmaster for 
the said office having, by law, become vested in the President on and 
after October 1, 1890. 

Lambert A. Bristol, to be postmaster at Morganton, in the county 
of Burke and State of North Carolina; the appointment ot a post- 
master for the said office having, by law, become vested in the Presi- 
dent on and after October 1, 1890. 

Theodore E. McCrary, to be postmaster at Lexington, in the county 
of Davidson and State of North Carolina; the appointment of a post- 
master for the said office having, by law, become vested in the Presi- 
dent on and after October 1, 1890. 

Charles W. Dawson, to be postmaster at New Richmond, in the 
county of Clermont and State of Ohio; ‘the appointment of a postmas- 
ter for the said office having, by law, become vested in the President 
on and after October 1, 1890. 

Carleton A. Horn, to be postmaster at Plain City, in the county of 
Madison and State of Okio; the appointment of a postmaster for the 
said office having, by law, become vested in the President on and after 
October 1, 1890, 

Frederick Knagi, to be postmaster at Toronto, in the county of Jef- 
ferson and State of Ohio; the appointment of a postmaster for the said 
office having, by law, become vested in the President on and aiter Octo- 
ber 1, 1890. 

Mary 8S. J. MeGroarty, to be postmaster at College Hill, in the county 
of Hamilton and State of Ohio; the appointment of a postmaster for the 
said office having, by law, become vested in the President on and after 
October 1, 1890. 

Henry Andrews, to be postmaster at Ardmore, in the county of Mont- 
gomery and State of Pennsylvania; the appointment of a postmaster 
for the said office having, by law, become vested in the President on 
and after October 1, 1890. 

Anna H. Griscom, to be postmaster at Jenkintown, in the county of 
Montgomery and State of Pennsylvania; the appointment of a post- 
master for the said office having, by law, become vested in the Presi- 
dent on and after October 1, 1890. 

James B. Haines, jr., to be postmaster at Jeannette, in the county 
of Westmoreland and State of Pennsylvania; the appointment of a post- 
master for the said office having, by law, become vested in the Presi- 
dent on and after October 1, 1890. 

Nelson H. Hastings, to be postmaster at Austin, in the county of 
Potter and State of Pennsylvania; the appointment of a postmaster for 
the said office having, by law, become vested in the President on and 
after October 1, 1890, 

Michuel M. Kistler, to be postmaster at East Stroudsburgh, in the 
county of Monroe and State of Pennsylvania; the appointment of a 
postmaster for the said office having, by law, become vested in the 
President on and after October 1, 1890. 

Seth Orme, to be postmaster at St. Clair, in the county of Schuyl- 
kill and State of Pennsylvania; the appointment of a postmaster for 
the said office having, by law, become vested in the President on and 
after October 1, 1890, 

Robert H. Wilson, to be postmaster at Tarentam, in the county of 
Allegheny and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of Israel P. Loucks, 
resigned. 





Robert R. Tolbert, to be postmaster at Greenwood, in the county of 


Abbeville and State of South Carolina; the appointmeut of a post- 
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master for the said office having, by law, become vested in the | 
dent on and after October 1, 1890. 

William 8. Chase, to be postmaster at Sturgis, in the county of | 
rence and State of South Dakota; the appointment of a postmast. 
the said office having, by law, become vested in the President on 
after October 1, 1890. 

Frank H. Hooper, to be postmaster at Eureka, in the county o: 
Pherson and State ef South Dakota; the appointment of a post: 
for the said office having, by law, become vested in the Presid 
and after October 1, 1890. 

Robert H. Armstrong, to be postmaster at Kaufman, in the . 
of Kaufman and State of Texas; the appointment of a postmast 
the said office having, by law, become vested in the President « 
alter October 1, 1890. 

William E. Singleton, jr., to be postmaster at Atlanta, in the « 
of Cass and State of Texas; the appointment of a postmaster fo 
said office having, by law, become vested in the President on and a(t 
October 1, 1890. 

George W. Smith, to be postmaster at Ballinger, in the cou: 
Runnels and State of Texas; the appointment of a postmaster for { 
said office having, by law, become vested in the Presidenton and a/t, 
October 1, 1890. 

George M. Douglass, to be postmaster at West Rutland, in the co: 
of Rutland and State of Vermont; the appointment of a postmast: 
the said office having, by law, become vested in the President on 
after October 1, 1890, 

Frank L. Martin, to be postmaster at Bethel, in the county of \\ 
sor and State of Vermont; the appointment of a postmaster for the 
office having, by law, become vested in the President on and alt 
tober 1, 1890. 

Amos F, Stevens, to be postmaster at Aberdeen, in the count 
Chehalis and State of Washington; the appointment of a postm 
for the said office having, by law, become vested in the President 
and aiter October 1, 1890. 

William P. Rucker, to be postmaster at Lewisburgh, in the co 
of Greenbrier and State of West Virginia; the appointment of a ; 
master for the said office having, by law, become vested in the |’r 
dent on and after October 1, 1890. 

Michael Sweet, to be postmaster at Plymouth, in the county of 
boygan and State of Wisconsin; the appointment of a postmaste: 
the said office having, by law, become vested in the President on o 
after October 1, 1890. 

William N. Hewitt, to be postmaster at Bridgeton, in the county 
Cumberland and State of New Jersey, in the place of Samuel A. L 
sing, removed; Isaac T. Nichols, who was confirmed by the Sena‘ 
April 3, 1890, not having been commissioned. 


PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 
Fifteenth Regiment of Infantry. 
First Lieut. George A. Cornish, to be captain, September 29, 14 
vice Bean, retired from active service. 
Secontl Lieut. Edward Lloyd, to be first lieutenant, September * 
189%, vice Cornish, promoted. 
Retired. 


First Lieut. George W. Kingsbury, United States Army, retired, to 


be captain of infantry, to date from February 12, 1886. 
INDIAN AGENT. 


David L. Shipley, of Herndon, Iowa, to be agent for the Indians 0 
the Navajo agency, in New Mexico, vice Charles E. Vandever, to be 


removed. 
WITHDRAWAL. 


Executive nomination withdrawn by the President Seplember 30, 1890. 


David A. Dudley, to be postmaster at Americus, in the State « 
Georgia. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
TUESDAY, September 30, 1890. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. 


Prayer by Rev. J. H. Curnper 
D. D. 


The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and approve:! 


CLERK TO COMMITTEE ON IMMIGRATION AND NATURALIZATION 


Mr. LEHLBACH. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for t 
present consideration of the resolution which I send to the desk. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the clerk of the Committee on Immigration and Naturalizat 
be continued on the roll at the rate of $% per day during the recess of the prese! 
Congress, the committee having been authorized to sit during the recess; a: 


that the Clerk of the House be authorized to pay the same out of the continge 
fund of the House. 


Mr. HOLMAN. I should like to have an explanation of the nece 
sity for this. 
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Mr. LEHLBACH. I willstate to the gentleman that the Committee 
on Immigration and Nataralization have been authorized to sit during 
the recess. ‘The testimony that has been taken within the last six 
months has to be completed and corrected, so that the clerk will be 
kept busy during the entire recess, and certainly he ought to he paid 
for the work when he is dving it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Has the committee a stenographer also ? 

Mr. LEHLBACH. No. This is the regular clerk of the committee. 

The SPEAKER, Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the resolution ? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, I do not rise for the purpose of objecting, 
put if it isin order I wish to suggest that perhaps this resolution might, 
without impropriety, be made somewhat broader than it is. Of course 
I have no interest in the matter, being in the minority, but we have 
only two months intervening between the end of this session and the 
beginning of the next, and it seems to me that it would not be im- 
proper to make the resolution broad enough to include more than the 





clerk of this particular committee—to include, for instance, the per | 


diem men and the pages who work here, so as to let them be borne on 
the rolls until the beginning of the next session, or else to give them 
an extra month’s pay. 

I simply make the suggestion. I do not care to offer any amendment. 

Mr. LEHLBACH. I offer this resolution simply because this man 
will be employed during these two months; and certainly he ought to 
be paid if he does the work. There can be no objection to this prop- 
osition; and I think an amendment such as the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky suggests might be objected to. I hope this resolution will go 
through on its merits. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. It seems to me that when a session of Con- 
gress is prolonged until October, making so brief an interval before the 
beginning of the next session, the principle which treats certain ofli- 
cers as session employés, instead of permanent employ¢s, does not justly 
apply. Such employés, if their residences are at a distance from the 


capital, do not make enough to justify them in incurring the expense | 


of going home for so short a time, an insufficient time to enable them 
to engage in any other occupation. I simply make this suggestion. 
The question being taken, the resolution was adopted. 


PRINTING OF REPORT OF COMMISSIONER OF LABOR. 


Mr. RUSSELL. I present for consideration at this time a joint res- 
olution reported favorably by the Committee on Printing. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Joint resolutiondH. Res. 158) providing for printing the fifth annual report of 
the Commissioner of Labor. 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives, eic.. That there be printed 
54,000 copies, in cloth binding, of the fifth annual report of the Commissioner 
of Labor; 26,000 copies for use of members of the House of Representatives, and 
13,000 copies for use of members of the Senate,‘and 15,000 copies for the use of 
the Department of Labor, the latter number to be wrapped for mailing in such 
manner as the Commissiuner of Labor may direct. 

Sze. 2. That the sum of $31,000, or so much thereof as may be nece4sary to de- 
fray the cost of the publication of said report, and the further sum of $300, or 
80 much thereof as may be necessary to defray the cost of wrapping 15,000 cop- 
ies for the Department of Labor, is hereby appropriated out of any money in 
the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 


The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; 
and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


EMPLOYMENT OF HOUSE LABORERS DURING RECESs. 


Mr. PAYNE. I ask unanimous consent for the consideration of the 
resolution which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Doorkeeper of the Hovse be authorized and directed to re- 
tain in the service and pay of the House during the months of October and No- 
vember all persons employed by the session in his department now on the 
laborers’ roll, at the same rate of compensation now paid such persons; and 


the Clerk of the House be directed to pay such persons out of the contingent 
fund of the House. 


The SPEAKER. 
lution? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope that the matter will be explained. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. How many persons does this resolution 
cover ? 

Mr. PAYNE. It covers ten employés, at an expense not exceeding 
$1,200. The resolution is similar to one adopted two years ago. On 
account of the length of the session, there not being enough laborers 
te do the necessary cleansing of the Hall of the House and the com- 
mittee-rooms unless these ten men are employed, the adoption of the 
resolution is necessary. 

Mr.HOLMAN. I suggest that the number of employés be specified. 

Mr. PAYNE. I have no objection to specifyingthe number. I will 
move an amendment to insert, after the words ‘‘all persons,’’ the words 
“not exceeding ten.”’ 

The SPEAKER. 
this resolution ? 


Is there objection to the consideration of this reso- 


There being no objection, the House proceeded to the consideration | 


of the resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the amendment which has been 
stated by the gentleman from New York [Mr. Payne]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was adopted. 
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EXPERIMENTAL FREE-DELIVERY SERVICE. 


Mr. BINGHAM. I ask the consideration of a joint resolution favor- 
ably reported by the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 
The Clerk read as follows 


Resolved by the Senate lH 
General be enabled to test at sn 
pense of extending the free~ 


$s, ¢ hat t P 


Hages the practi 


stmaster- 


alltowns and v ty andex- 


i i¢livery system to ollices of the fourth class, and 
Other offices not now embraced with etree delivery, said test to be made 
on petition of the patrons and in the discretion of the Postmaster-General, the 


sum of $10,000, which sum shall be taken from the amount appropriated for the 
free-delivery service for the fiscal year ending June 80, 18 
to the payment of carriers for one hour or two hot 
sary for the convenie: of the pub 
pay to be fixed by the Postmaster-General at r 
present maximum rates for pay of carriers 





iall be applied 
ay be neces 
and advantage of t j ul service, said 


ates per hour 


irs per day 


eeding the 


The SPEAKER. 
this joint resolution ? 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I understand that this resolution proposes to 
increase the force at post-offices below the third class ? 

Mr. BINGHAM. The object is simply to authoriz 
which the Postmaster-General asks to | 
sults may be reported at the next sess , involves no 
increase of expense, as the money required will come from the fund 
already appropriated for this service. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. At how many places is this trial to be made 

Mr. BINGHAM. Subject to the discretion of the Postmaster-Gen- 
eral, it is to be made wherever ther 
coming within the terms of the res 
matter—a test. 

Mr. HOLMAN. What objectis there in naming specially the fourt} 
class post-offices, and not those of the third class ? 
| Mr. BINGHAM. What is contemplated is simply 
| Ing or country sectlons—— 
| Mr. HOLMAN. Buatwhy 
not those of the third class? 

Mr. BINGHAM. The object is to reach out 
calied the thoroughly rural sections. lt is riment and 
involves no additional expense. The Postmaster-General is desirous 
to try experimentally the system now common throughout England 
as well as Canada. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Isincerely hope the gentleman from In- 
diana will not object. I think this is an experiment which ought to 
be tried, so that if the results be favorable the syst 
manently adopted. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I do not desire to object; but I 
lution be again read, as it was not distinctly heard. 
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The Clerk again read the resolution. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I suggest that the resolution be amended so as to 
read ‘‘ offices of the third and fourth class.”’ 

Mr. BINGHAM. The language already in the resolution is sufii- 
cient to embrace third-class oflices. 

Mr. HOLMAN. There are certainly very few third-class offices that 
have free delivery. I know of but one in the whole southern portion 
of Indiana. That is the reason of my suggestion. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I will state, with the permission of the gentleman 

rom Indiana, that if he will allow the Clerk to read again the joint 
resolution he will find that it embraces the third-class offices. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think not. In my judgment, it seems to dis 
criminate against them. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Notat all. 

Mr. CANNON. If my friend will allow me, there are many second- 
class offices, I believe, thronghout the country where there are less 
than ten thousand people and less than $10,000 of revenune—— 

Mr. HOLMAN, This act, however, only applies to the third and 
fourth class offices. 

Mr. CANNON. I beg pardon, if the gentleman will permit me. I 
understand the third-class offic: 
$2,000, 
| Mr. BINGHAM. 
| Mr. CANNON. 
| office. 
| Mr. HOLMAN. That is correct. 

Mr.CANNON. Now, I suggest to the gentleman that there are many 
| offices in the country where the salary is more than $2,000, but where 
| the revenue is less than $10,000 a year. 
| Mr. BINGHAM. I think the gentleman is entirely in erro 
Mr. CANNON. I[amnot. I know a numberof t 
instance is Mattoon, I1l., and towns of that « , 
Mr. BINGHAM. Let me say that the gentleman misunderstood and 
misinterprets the whole scope and purpose of this joint resolution. The 
| Department is thoroughly familiar with the requirements of the citic 
| embracing less than 10,000 population or producing $10,000 of revenue 
The Senate of the United States has extended the free-delivery sery 
| ice to cities having 5,000 population and producing $5,000 of revenue. 
That bill was considered and discussed before the Committee on the 
| Post-Office and Post-Roads, but poetponed for consideration until the 
next session of Congress. That will embrace every line of request that 
the gentleman desires in connection with the investigation contem- 


are those where the salary i 
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Yes; over one thousand and less than two, 


And if more than $2,000 it becomes a second-class 
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plated by this resolution, for the reason that the Department is satis- 
fied with the service in regard to such places, It is not a matter re- 
quiring experiment. But this resolution proposes toreach an entirely 
different class, It proposes to reach out into the raral section. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. ‘The villages. 

Mr. BINGHAM. And this is for the purpoce of testing the expedi- 
ency of the service in the rural districts, so that the result of the ex- 
periments can be reported to Congress with a view to a practical exten- 
sion of the service at the next session if it shall be found to be desirable or 
practicable. The Department desires to extend the service toa greater 
extent than is now proposed; but before doing so it is necessary that 
these experiments should be undertaken. 

Mr. HOLMAN, butitisentirely discretionary with the Postmaster- 
General as to where he shall apply this appropriation? 

Mr. BINGHAM. Yes, upon application. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope my friend will not discriminate against the 
third-class offices, for as a rule they have no iree delivery. I will sug- 
gest to him, theretore, to insert third-class offices, 

Mr. BINGHAM. Very well; I have noobjection tothat. Let them 
also be included. 

Mr. CANNON, Why not insert all offices not now entitled to the 
free-delivery service? 

Mr. HOLMAN. That is just what the resolution does. 

Mr. CANNON. No; I think not. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Oh, yes; it says ‘‘all other offices.’’ 

Mr. McCREARY, Let meask the gentleman on what theory towns 
or cities of 5,000 population or less are not as mach entitled to the free- 
delivery service as the larger towns? 

Mr. BINGHAM. I can give no reason, except that the law provides 
for towns of 10,000 inhabitants and upwards, 

Mr. McCREARY. I understand a bill has passed the Senate allow- 
ing tree delivery in towns of 5,000. 

Mr. RINGHAM. Yea, sir. 

Mr. McCREARY, And that bill is before your committee ? 

Mr. BINGHAM. Itis. 

Mr. McCREARY. I want to say I hope the committee will report 
it favorably. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I respond to the gentleman’s wish, and have no 
objection to saying that I am in favor of such a proposition myself. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. Let me ask the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania this question: Is it not trae that the $10,000 appropriated here 
is simply to be used as an experiment to see whether or not the system 
can be applied to all offices in the country ? 

Mr. BINGHAM. That is the sole purpose of the appropriation. 

The SPEAKER, Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the resolution ? 

There being no objection, the joint resolution was ordered to be en- 
grossed and read a third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. BINGHAM moved to reconsider the vote by which the joint res- 
olution was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


J. I. CAIN ET AL. 


Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. Isubmita privileged report, Mr. Speaker, 
from a conterence committee, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 2990) entitled “An act for the 


relief of J. L. Cain anu others,’’ having met, after a full and free conference 


have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as 
follows 


That the Senate recede from its amendment and agree to the bill as passed 
by the House of Representatives. 


W. C, CULBERTSON, 
W. J. STONE, 
W. E. SIMONDS, 
Conferees on the part of the House. 


JOHN H. MITCHELL, 
ANTHONY HIGGINS, 
8. PASCO, 
Conferees on the part of the Senate. 
The House conferees submit the following statement: 


“It will be seen that the effect is that the Senate recedes from its amendment, 
and the bill agreed upon by the conferees is exactly the bill as it passed the 
House. 


The conference report was adopted. 


PUBLIC LANDS, FLORIDA. 


Mr. DAVIDSON, Mr, Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill (S. 3317) for the protection of actual 
settlers who have made homesteads or pre-emption entries upon the 
public lands of the United States in the State of Florida, upon which 
deposits of phosphate have been discovered since such entries were 
made, 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read, subject to objection. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, eic., That any person who has in good faith entered upon any 
lands of the United States in the State of Florida, subject at the date of said 








entry to homestead or pre-emption entry, and has actually occupied and 
tem the same for the purpose of making his or her home thereon, unde; ; 
1omestead or pre-emption we, prior to the Ist day of April, A. D. isu 
have the right, upon complying with the further requirements of the Jay 
other respects to complete such homestead or pre-emption entry and rec« 
patent for the land so entered, occupied, and improved, notwithstandi: 
discovery of phosphate deposits upon or under the surface of any of said 
after such entry was made: Provided, That the entryman had no know |: 
the existence of such phosphate deposits upon the land which is the su 
such entry at the date when the settlement thereon was made. 


There being no objection, the bill was considered and ordered to at} 
reading; and being read the third time, was passed. 


UNITED STATES LANDS, SAN FRANCISCO, CAL, 


Mr. MORKOW. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the pres 
ent consideration of the following bill, which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc,, That the right, title, and ownership of the city and 
of San Francisco, in the State of California, to the body of laud hereina(t: “4 
scribed are hereby confirmed, and all the right and title of the United State. 
to said land are hereby granted and relinquished to said city ard county, and 
to those persons, and their successors in interest, to whom portions of «,\4 
land have been heretofore granted and conveyed by or on behalf of sai 
and county, to the extent of their interestin said land. Said land hereby gra: ted 
is described as follows: Situated within the corporate limits of said ci: | 
county, and being all that strip of land which is bounded upon the sout), 
courses numbered 269, 270, 271, 272, 273, 274, as the same are desixnated a). 
eated by the fiual survey for a patent of the iand granted by the United S:ate. 
to said city and county by an act of Congress dated March 8, 1866, and bow ide: 
ou the north and west by the line of ordiuary high-water mark of the }:; 
Ocean and on the east side by the Presidio military reservation. 

Sec, 2. That upon the approval of this act the Commissioner of the Gen: 
Land Office shall issue [——_ for said land to said city and county; and «a 
patent shall inure to said grantees of said city aud county, and their suai: « 
oameee in interest, as a contirmation of said city and county's grants of 
and, 

Sec. 3. That all laws in conflict with the provisions of this act are here!) 
clared inapplicable to the lands hereby granted and relinquished. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration o/ 
the bill? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and be- 
ing engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. MOKROW. I ask nnanimous consent to print the report in tiie 
RECORD in connection with the bill. 

There was no objection. 

The reportis as follows: 


Mr. Payson, from the Committee on the Public Lands, submitted the follow 
ing report, to accompary H. R.7552: 

The Committee on the Public Lands, to whom was referred the bill (11. |: 
7552) relinquishing certain lands to the city of San Franci co, Cal., submit tl 
following report: , 

The purpose of this bill is to relinquish to the city and county of San Fra 
cisco a small strip of land iying between the line of the pueblo as designate: 
and located by the final survey,for a patent of the land to the said e:ty aii 
county of San Fraucisco,and ordinary high-water mark of the racifie Ocex: 
as described and designated as a boundary in the final decree of the United 
States circuit court contirming the claim of the city of San Francisco to 
pueblo lands entered May 18, 1865. 

The line of ordinary high-water mark as determined by the court and d: 
scribed in its final decree isthe correct boundary of the pueblo grant, but th 
line of the patent for a distance of nearlv 6,000 feet along such boundary on the 
west ang northwest erroneously follows certain inland courses and distances « 
anearly survey made for another purpose, The result is that a strip of land 
containing about 70 acres between such inland courses and distances and « 
dinary high-water mark ofthe Pacific Ocean has been by mistake left out of t! 

tent. 

Perhe mistake occurred as follows: After the decree of confirmation in th 
United States circuit court whereby the lands of the pueblo were confirmed | 
the city of san Francisco, and the passage of the act of Congress approve: 
March 8, 1866, further relinquishing, granting, and confirming the said lands t. 
the city, asurvey of the pueblo was ordered by the General Land Office. There 
were several tracts of marsh land upon the east and northeast of the pueb!. 
Parties claiming title thereto under the State contended that the marsh land 
should be excluded from the pueblo survey. 

Other parties, claiming title uuder the city, claimed that the marsh should be 
included, and litigation followed in the Land Office between these adverse 
claimants, and before its termination three official surveys were made of thc 
pueblo under the direction of the Land Department. 

The first was made by James T. Stratton in 1867 and 1868, 

The second was made by George F. Allardt and William Minto in 1882. 

The third and last survey was made by F. Von Leicht in December, 1883. 

In making the first survey Mr. Stratton did pot actually run the linealong th: 
high-water mark of the Pacific Ocean on the west and northwest, but adopte:| 
for such line the field-notes of a survey made by L. Ransom in April, 1864, in the 
following language: 

‘Thence weandering along the line of ordinary high tide tothe Pacific Ocea: 
adopting the field-notes of L. Ransom, deputy surveyor, in subdividing tow: 
ship 2south, range 6 west.” 

This Ransom survey was made before the decree was entered in the United 
States circuit court confirming the pueblo. It had no reference to the lines o! 
the pueblo, but was made under the direction of the surveyor-general of the 
United States for the purpose of subdividing township 2 south, range 6 wes! 
under the general land laws of the United Siates, For that purpose the survey: 
ran his west and northwest lines along the high land above the shore, wh 
he meandered by inland coursesand distances. 

In the second survey the surveyors were instructed substantially to corre«t 
certain lines on the east and northeast, but to adopt Stratton’s notes of sur\: 
forthe western and northern boundaries. 

In the third survey the surveyor was instructed to take in the marsh lan 
which had been exciuded by the Stratton survey; to run the southern bound 
ary farther north, so that the area included sliould be equal to 4square leagues; 
and asto the western and northern boundaries he was to adopt Stratton’s notes. 
The field-notes of the Ransom survey were, therefore, erroneously adopted by 
all the subsequent surveys, w‘thout examination or survey in the field, as des- 
ignating the line of ordinary high-water mark of the Pacific Ocean. 

This strip of land along the shore, left out of the survey and patent by mis- 
take, was unquestionably confirmed to the city by the final decree of the circuit 
court in 1865, and further relinquished, granted, and confirmed by theact of Con- 
gress approved March 8, 1866. 
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The procedure of the Land Office will not permit the remedy of this defect 
without an expenditure of time, money, and labor altogether out of proportion 
to the relief sought. - 

Your committee therefore recommend the passage of the bill. i 

A copy of the decree of the United States circuit court.entered May 18, 1865, 
ind of the act of Congress approved March 8, 1866, are appended. 





Pinal decree confirming the claim of the city of San Francisco to its pueblo lands, 
entered May 18, 1865. 


The City of San Francisco vs. The United States. 


The appeal in this case taken by the petitioner, the city of San Francisco, 
from the decree of the board of land commissioners to ascertain and settle 
private land claims in the State of California, entered on the 2ist day of De- 
cembe r, 84, by which the claim of the petitioner was adjudged to be valid, 
and confirmed to lands within certain described limits, coming on to be hea d 
upon the transcript of proveedings and decision of said board, and the papers 
and evidence upon whi-h said decision was founded, and further evidence | 
taken in the district court of the United States for the northern district of Cali- | 
fornia pending said appeal—the said case having been transferred to thiscourt | 
by order of the said district court, under the provisions of section 4 of the act 
entitled “An act to expedite the settlement of titles to land in the State of Cali- | 
fornia,” approved July 1, 1464—and counsel for the United States and for the 
petitioner having been heard, and «ue deliberation had, it is ordered, ad- 
udged, and decreed that the claim of the petitioner, the city of San Francisco, 
to the land hereinafter described, is valid, and that the same be confirmed 

The iand of which confirmation is made isa tract situated in the county of 
San Francisco, and embracing so much of the extreme upper portion of the pe- 
ninsula above ordinary high-water mark (as the same existed at the date of the 
conquest of the country, namely, the 7th of July, A. D. 146), on which the city 
of San Francisco is situated, as will contain an area of 4 square leagues; said | 
tract being bounded on the north and east by the bay of San Francisco, ou (he 
west by the Pacific Ocean, and on the so :th by a due east and ‘vest line drawn 
so as to include the areaaforesaid, subject to the following deductions, namely: 
Such parcels of land as have been heretofore reserved or dedicated to public 
uses by the United States; and also such parcels of land as have been by grants 
from lawful authority vested in privete proprietorship, and have been finally 
confirmed to parties claiming under said grants by the tribunals of the United 
States, or shall herea/ter be finally confirmed to parties claiming thereunder 
by said tribunals, in proceedings now pending therein for that purpose, all of 
which said excepted parcels of land are included within the area of 4 square 
leagues above mentioned, but are excluded from the confir sation to the city. 
This confirmation is in trust, for the benefit of the lot holders, under grants 
from the pueblo, town, or city of San Francisco, or other competent authority, 
and as to any residue, in trust for the use and benefit of the inhabitants of the 
ey. 


FIELD, Circuit Judge. 
San Francisco, May 18, 1865. 





GRANT BY CONGRESS, 


Cuap. XIII,—An act to quiet the tit/e to certain lands within the corporate limits of | 
the city of San Francisco. 
[Approved March 8, 1866,] 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
Americain Congressassemble!, Thatail the right and title of the United States to 
the land situated within the corporate limits of the city of San Francisco, in the 
State of California, contirmed to the city of San Francisco by the decree of the 
cireuit court of the United Statesfor the northern district of California, entered 
on the 18th day of May, 1865, be, and the same‘are hereby, relinquished and 
granted to the said city of San Francisco and its successors, and the claim of 
the said city to the said Jand is hereby contirmed, subject, however, to the res- 
ervations and exceptions designated in said decree, and upon the following 
trusts, namely: . . | 

That all the said land, not heretofore granted to said city, shall be disposed of 
and conveyed by said city to parties in the bona fide actua! possession thereof, 
by themselves or tenants, on the passage of thisact,in such quantities and upon 
such terms and conditions as the Legisiaiure of the State of California may pre- 
scribe, except such parcels thereo! as may be reserved and set apart by ordi- 
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nance of said city for public uses: Provided, however, That the relinquishment 
and grant by this act shall not interfere with or prejudice any valid adverse 
right or claim, if such exist, to said land or any part thereof, whether derived 
from Spain, Mexico, or the United States, or preclude a judicial examination and 
adjustment thereof, 


Mr, MORROW moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved to lay the motion to reconsider upon the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


THOMAS OWENS AND WILLIAM MARTIN, 


Mr. LEWIS, Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the present | 
consideration of the bill S. 2562. I make this request at the instance | 
of my colleague from Mississippi [Mr. CATcHINGS]. If the House de- | 
sires any further information on the subject than is contained in the | 
report I will refer the House to the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Dot- 
LIVER]. 

The bili was read, as follows: 


A bill (S, 2562) to authorize the appointment of Assistant Surgeons Thomas Owens 
and William Martin, United States Navy, not in the line of promotion, to ithe 
position of surgeons, United States Navy, not in the line of promotion, and for | 
other purposes, 
Be it enacted, etc., Thatthe President be, and is hereby, authorized to appoint | 

Assistant Surgeons Thomas Owens and William Martin, United States Navy, | 

not in the line of promotion, tothe rank of surgeons, Uniied states Navy, not | 

in the line of promotion, and that for this purpose there be, and is hereby, au- 
thorized two a iditional surgeons in the Navy, to Be known and designated as 
surgeons not in the line of promotion, but in all other respects to be entitled 


to the rank, pay, emoluments, and privileges of surgeons in the Navy of the 
United States, 


anu SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of | 
e bill? 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I would like to hear a statement of the rea- 
sons for this. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr. Speaker, the two men named in this bill are 
veteran surgeons of the old volunteer navy, who have been in theserv- 
ice ever since the early days of the war. Both of them have dis- | 
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tinguished themselves in the yellow-fever scourges that have from time 
to time visited the South. The Committee ou Naval Affairs recom 


| mend *he bill. It has twice passed this House, as | am informed, and 
| has been more times than that on the Calendar of the House. 


The SPEAKER Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the bill? [Aitera pause.}] The Chair hears none. 

The bill was ordered toa third reading; and was accordingly read thi 
third time, and passed. 

Mr. DOLLIVER moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved to lay the motion to reconsider on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

THOMAS CHAMBERS, 

Mr.STEPHENSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill (S. 309) for the relief of Thomas Cham- 
bers, 

The bill was read at length for information. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the bill? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I call for the reading of the report. 

The report was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (S. 309) for the re- 
lief of Thomas Chambers, having carefully considered the facts relating to the 
claim set forth in the bill above referred to, report as follows 

It appears from the evidence in this case tnat, in the month of December 
1874, Thomas Chambers was awarded the contract for carrying tne United States 


mail over postal route No. 24413, from Sault de Ste. Murie to Mackinac, Mich 
that at the time the contract was awarded to him no Canadian through mail in 


closed pouches was or had been transported over the said route; that pursuant 


to a postal arrangement made between the United States and Canada, in Feb- 
ruary, 1875, the United states contracted to transport such Canadian mail over 
this and other postal routes. By his contract Mr, Chambers was to receive the 
sum of $1,675 per aunuim as compensation. 

That on July 20, 1875, by an order of the Post-Office Department, he was re- 
quired to carry such Canadian mail inaddition tothe United States mail proper. 
He applied for extra compensation for the added work required of him in obey- 
ingthis order This application was refused by the Department, on tie ground 
that no authority of law existed by which suci: payment could be made. Dur- 
ing the years ending July |, 1*77, 1878, and 1879, by the request ot Mr. Chambers, 
and upon order of the Post-Office Department, the route No. 24413 was diseon- 
tinued from the 15th day of May to the Ist day of November of each summer 
season, steamer service being substituted therefor, But during the remaining 
portions of the contract term Mr. Chambers continued to carry the mail for 
both countries over the said route, his contract compensation being propor- 
tionately reduced for the times the route was discontinued. So that, in all, he 
carried the said mail over said route for a period of time substantially aggre 
gating two years and eight months 

the evidence further shows that when he entered into the contract he was 
not apprised in any way o! the intended postal arrangement with the Canadian 
Government: that it wax a condition not existing at the time he made his bid 


| norat the time when he entered into the contract; that this postal arrange 


ment greatly increased the expense and work of carrying the mail over thia 
route, the amount of Canadian through mail in closed pouches which he was 
required to transport being to the United States mail proper in the ratio of 5 
to 7; that he did the work under the expectation that Congress would reim 
burse him for the extra work and expense, 

Your committee, therefore, conclude that there is equitably due him therefor 
the sum of $1,832.80, the said sum being the amount he should have for the 
transportation of the said Canadian mail, as computed upon the ratio named 
between it and the United States mail. 

We think that theamvunt named in the Senate bill is too large, forthe reason 
that noaccount seems to have been taken of the periods of time when the route 
was discontinued during the summer season. 

We therefore recommend that the said Senate bill 309 be amended by striking 
out the words “three thousand six hundred and fifty-four dollars and fifty-six 
cents,”’ and inserting in lieu thereof the words ‘“‘one thousand eight hundred 
and thirty-four and eighty one-hundredths dollars ;”" and as thus amended we 
recommend the passage of the bill. 


Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, there does not seem to be any 
testimony or any statement showing that any additional expense was 
occasioned by this increase in the mail, and if the amount was only in 
creased a little and no extra expense incurred by the contractor the 
bill ought not to pass. There is nothing in the report that shows that 
he incurred any additional expense as the result o! this. 


Mr. STEPHENSON. He had to put on an extra torce and employ 


| extra teams. 


Mr. KERR, of Iowa. There is nothing in the report to show that. 

Mr. STEPHENSON. He had to nearly double his force. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. The report states that the amount of Canadian 
through mail in those pouches which he was required to transport was 
to the United States mails properin theratioofito7. In other words, 
the amount of the mail carried was nearly doubled. The report further 
states that he did the work under the expectation that Congress would 
reimburse him for the extra work and expense. 

Mr.CANNON. Mr. Speaker, this would be a bad precedent, and 
if followed to its logical end would cost this Government a great many 
millions of dollars. Therefore I object. 

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 

A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. PRUDEN 
one of his secretaries, announced that the President had approved an 
signed bills and joint resolutions of the tollowing titles: 

An act (H. R. 5674) for the relief of Frank A. Lee; 

An act (H. R. 7815) grinting a pension to Maryett Vaille; 

An act (H. R. 7869) granting a pension to Sophia J. Dimick; 

An act (H. R. 7964) granting a pension to Margaret Pratt; 

An act (H. R. 9138) granting a pension to Elizabeth Gushwa; 

An act (H. R. 9692) granting a pension to John A. Johnson; 
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An act (H. R. 10033) granting a pension to Isaac Riseden; 
An act (H. R. 10202) granting a pension to O, E. Hukill; 
An act (H. R. 10634) granting a pension to Clark Stewart; 

n act (H. R. 10679) granting a pension to Clara Reed; 
An act (H. R. 10938) granting a pension to Agnes R. Kice; 
An act (If, R. 10951) granting a pension to Lucinda Rawlinson; 
4n act (H. R. GO70) granting a pension to Agnes M, Bradley; 

Hf. 2, 8890) granting an increase of pension to Lewis Solo- 


mon, a private in Company A, First Indiana Infantry, Mexican war 
ervice 

An act (H.R. 10036) granting an increase of pension to James B. 
Reed 

An act (If. 2. 10208) granting an increase of pension to Moses Gra- 
ham 

An act (H. R. 10820) granting increase of pension to Nancy Cato; 

An act (H.R. 10710) granting an increase of pension to James H. 
Vosburgh; 


An act (H. R. 3528) to grant a pension to James Knetsar; 


An act (H. R. 10234) restoring Rebecca Young w the pension-rolls; | 


An act (H. R. 2414) increasing the pension of Nelson Rich; 

An act (H.R. 5851) to pension Mathew Lambert for service in the 
Indian war; 

An act (H. R. 3587) to pension Stacey Keener, widow of Tillman B, 
Keener, deceased, who served in the Indian war; 

An act (H. R. 4853) to pension Gabriel Stephens; 

An act (11. R. 5654) to pevsion Elizabeth R. Lockett; 

An act (H. R. 6992) to pension Susan E. Freeman; 

An act (H. R. 6084) to pension Thomas Nelson; 

An act (H. R. 6853) to pension Allen Morris; 

An act (H. R. 9518) for the relief of Margaret Hetzel; 

An act (H. R. 10635) for the relief of Olive M. Hechtman; 

An act (H. R. 10753) for the relief of Mary E. Hicks; 

An act (H. R. 11075) for the relief of John B. Roper; 

An act (H. R. 11355) for the relief of Mary L. Brown, dependent 
mother of Josiah R. Brown, deceased; 

An act (H. R. 2804) to increase the pension of Charles W. Kridler; 

An act (H. R. 5628) to increase the pension of David Shively; 

An act (H. R. 6218) to increase the pension of Alexander Forsyth; 

An act (H. R. 6798) to increase the pension of George H. Brown, 
Company I, Sixth Vermont Volunteers; 

An act (H. R. 9945) to inerease the pension of Charles Barker; 

An act (H. R. 10154) to increase the pension of John N. Harris; 

An act (H. R. 11345) to increase the pension of Thomas Beaumont; 

An act (H. R. 11417) to increase the pension of Cecilia J. Woods; 

An act (H. R. 1338) granting a pension to Mary A, Green; 

An act (H. R. 1466) granting a pension to Mary Ewald; 

An act (H. R. 1568) granting a pension to Mrs. Delphina P. Walker; 

An act (H. R. 1906) granting a pension to Levi H. Naron; 

An act (H. R. 2279) granting a pension to Abraham W. Jackson; 

An act (H. R. 2385) granting a pension to Barney McArdle; 

An act (H. R. 2415) granting a pension to Nancy Carey; 

An act (H. R. 2427) granting a pension to Fletcher Galloway; 

An act (H. R. 2431) granting a pension to Mary H. Cartis; 

An act (H. R. 2965) granting a pension to Rachel Barnes: 

An act (H. R. 3734) granting a pension to John Mann; 

An act (H. R. 5736) granting a pension to John L. Lindel; 

An act (H. R. 5144) granting a pension to Jonas H. Keen; 

An act (H. R. 5145) granting a pension to W. H. Obrien; 

An act (H. R. 6032) granting a pension to Mary Welsh; 
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An act (H. R. 7840) granting a pension to Mrs, Lillis Otis 
An act (H. R. 8640) granting a pension to Elizabeth Abel! 
An act (H. R. 9244) granting a pension to Lewis W. Bloom 
Kans. ; 
An act (H. R. 9302) granting a pension to John Seudder: 
An act (H. R. 9317) granting a pension to Margaret M. Clen 
An act (H. R. 9529) granting a pension to Emma G. Clark 
An act (H. R. 9826) granting a pension to Rachael A. Fenst 
An act (H, R. 9935) granting a pension to William Stover 
An act (H. R. 10031) granting a pension to William Tolle; 
An act (H. R. 10121) granting a pension to Mary L. Nash 
An act (BH. R. 10458) granting a pension to Thomas J. Reed 
An act (H. R. 11122) granting a pension toe Sarah Anderson 
An act (H. R. 11375) granting a pension to Mrs. A. W. Ack 
An act (H. R. 7463) for the relief of Lawrence M. Cafflin: 
An act (H.R. 10557) for the relief of W. G. Triece; 
An act (H. R. 9270) granting an increase of pension to Cha 
Osborne; 
An act (H. R. 9375) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Ca: 
Edmands; 
| An act (H. R, 9405) granting an increase of pension to Micha: 
gain; 
| An act (H. R. 9666) granting an increase of pension to Ransom | 
| man; 

An act (H. R. 9840) granting an increase of pension to Prent 
Fogler; 

An act (H. R. 571) extending the limit of cost for public buil 
Hoboken, N. J.,; to meet requirements of site; 

An act (H. R. 7983) amending an act of Congress passed Ju 
1882, relative t..ire limit of site of post-office and Federal bu 
Brooklyn, N. Y 

| An act (H. R. 574) for the establishment of a light-station a: 
| signal in the vicinity of Braddock’s Point, Lake Ontario, New \ 
and providing a fog- whistle at Charlotte light-station on said Ja} 

An act (H. R. 11154) to repeal part of section 6 of an act ent 
‘** An act to divide the State of Iowa into two judicial districts 
proved July 20, 1882; 

An act (H. R. 8943) to provide for the establishment of a port « 
livery at Peoria, Til. ; 

An act (H. R.*8247) to authorize entry of the public lands by i 

| porated cities and towns for cemetery and park purposes; 

An act (H. R. 6349) increasing the pension of John B. Reed 
lieutenant-colonel of the One hundred and thirtieth Regiment Ili: 
Volunteers; 

An act (H. R. 8923) increasing the pension of James M. Monrox 

An act (H. R. 10457) increasing the pension of Presly Hale; 

An act (H. R. 11687) increasing the pension of Mrs. Clementiue Fi: 

An act (H. R. 4210) to increase the pension of John H. Grove; 

An act (H. R. 4369) to increase the pension of Milton Barnes; 

An act (H. R. 7897) to increase the pension of John Clark; 

An act (H. R. 8381) to increase the pension of Asenath Turne 
Revoltitionary pensioner; 

An act (H. R. 10231) to increase the pension of Sanford Kirkpatri: 

An act (H. R. 5348) to place the name of Sarah A. Small upon t! 
pension-roll ; 

An act (H.R. 1894) to pension Silas Beezley; 

An act (H. R. 9897) granting an increase of persion to William 
McCreary ; 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 152) providing for the printing of eu 


~ 


An act (H. R. 6391) granting a pension to Mrs, Margaret A. Jacoby; | gies delivered in Congress upon the late James Laird; 


An act (H. R. 7338) gravting a pension to Louisa A. Sippell; 

An act (H. R. 7422) granting a pension to Kate Lane Townes, widow 
of Col. Robert R. Townes; 

An act (H. R.'7914) granting a pension to Jay Marvin; 

An act (H. R. 8059) granting a pension to Mrs. Emma A, Stafford; 

An act (H. R. 8928) granting a pension to D. M. Miller; 

An act (H. R. 9590) granting a pension to Matilda Evans; 

An act (H. R. 10334) granting a pension to Wiatt Parish; 

An act (H. R. 10350) granting a pension to Elizabeth Patten; 

An act (H. R. 10651) granting a pension to J. W. Robertson; 

An act (H. R. 10709) granting a pension to Calvin Rasor; 

An act (H. R. 11169) granting a pension to Isadora Ritter, formerly 
Isadora De Wolf Dimmick; 

An act (H. R. 11543) granting a pension to James H. Means, doctor 
of medicine; 

An act (H. R. 11547) granting a pension to Lucinda Chapin; 

An act (H. R. 10245) to place the name of Hettie McConnell on the 
pension-roll; 

An act (H. R. 5323) to authorize the President to restore Tenodor 
Ten Eyck to his former rank in the Army, and to place him on the 
retired-list of Army officers; 

An act (H. R. 3107) for the relief of Col. James Lindsay; 

An act (H. R. 7718) granting a pension to Thomas Egan; 

An act (H. R. 7739) granting a pension to Mary Cannon, daughter of 
James Cannon, late of Company D, One hundred and twenty-fifth Regi- 
ment New York Volunteers; 


Joint resolution (H. Res. 231) to correct an error in the act entit!. 
“‘An act making appropriations for the construction, repair, and pr: 
ervation of certain public works on rivers and harbors, and for oth 
purposes,’’ approved September 19, 1890; and 


Joint resolution (H. Res. 228) authorizing the Secretary of the Nay, 


to purchase nickel ore or nickel matte for use in the manufacture 
nickel-steel armor, and for other naval purposes. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announc: 
that the Senate had agreed to the amendment of the House to the | 
(S. 3532) granting a pension to Georgiana W. Vogdes. 

The message also announced that the Senate non-concurred in t! 
amendment of the House to the bill (S. 3043) to amend and furthe: « 
tend the benefits of the act approved February 8, 1887, entitled ‘‘ 
act to provide for the allotment of land in severalty to Indians on t! 
various reservations, and to extend the protection of the laws of 1! 
United States over the Indians, and for other purposes,’’ asked a c 
ference with the House thereon, and had appointed Mr. Dawes, )! 
PLATT, and Mr. MorGAN conferees on the part of the Senate. 

The message further announced that the Senate had passed wi!) 


amendment the bill (H. R. 12163) making an appropriation to sup)! 


a deficiency in the appropriation for compensation of Members in ! 
House of Representatives and Delegates from Territories. 


PLER AT CHICAGO. 


Mr.MASON. Mr. Speaker, I present the following conference repor' 


1894 


The 
The < 


the am 





1890. 





The Clerk read as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
he amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. Res. 104) “to permit the Secretary 
° War to grant a revocable license to use a pier as petitioned by vessel-owners 
7 Chicago, 1U.,” having met, after full and free conference have agreed to 
recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 
That the Senate recede from its amendment numbered 1 to the resolution 
afthe House and agree to the text of thesame with the following amendments 
“I ine 3, afterthe word “of,” strike outthe words “said pier’’ and insert in lien 
t cert of the words “the United States pier at Chicago, [ll., situated nortl and 
east of the Illinois Central Railroad Company’s wharf No. !, and on south side 
of Chicago River.” : 

Line 5, after the word “ railroad,” strike out the word ‘‘car 
jjace thereof the word ‘‘ company’s.”’ 

“and the House agree to the same. 


and insert 


ttl as ecede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate | : ' 
That the Hoaxes . cm ing from the harbor. 


striking out the preamble of said resolution, and agree to the same. 
Q WM, E. MASON, 
J. H. SWENEY, 
FELIX CAMPBELL, 
Managers on the part of the House 
Ss. M. CULLOM, 
J.N. DOLPH, 
M. W. RANSOM, 
Managers on the part of the Senat 

The statement of the Honse conferees is as follows: 

The Senate recedes from its amendment, and agrees to the bill asit } 
House of Representatives. 

Mr. BURTON. Mr. Speaker, I am opposed to the adoption of that 
report, and my objection is based not upon any peculiar feature of the 
conference report 

The SPEAKER, 


pa ced the 





The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MAson] has 
charge of this. Does he yield to the gentleman from Ohio? 

Mr. MASON. Oh, yes; Iam periectly willing to have it understood, 
and will be glad to explain it or to have the gentlema 
tion. 

Mr. BURTON. I think the gentleman from Illino 
had better explain it first. 

Mr. MASON. The original resolution was introduced authorizing 
the Secretary of War to lease a part of this pier. The Government 
only ewns & strip of it. 


[Mr. Mason ] 
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Mr. GROSVENOR, It isa little late; but I will state the fact that 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors have reported against this whole 
line of policy, and now the Committee on Commerce produces a result 
that overrides that which has been the settled policy of the country. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois has the floor. 

Mr. MASON. Iyield to the nan from Michigan. 


Mr. CUTCHEON. 1am opposed to this whole line of policy to lease 
the Government piers in connection with our harbor works toa private 
individual, or to railroad companies, or anything of the kind. They 


are constructed by the Government a specific pur- 
pose, and that is for the safety of the commerce entering and depart- 
1 be} 


e it to be pernicious and destructive of 


ut great expense for 


| the principal object for which the harbors are built, and I hope we shall 


| not initiate this principle. 


I know it comes rather late to make such 


an objection with reference to this-case, it being here in the form of a 


conference report; but if 1 were the Secretary of War, which I am not, 


| even temporary use of the pier, they were obliged 


ask any ques- | 


The Committee on Commerce sent it to the | 


€-cretary of War, who recommended that instead of a lease a tempo- | 


rary or revocable license be granted for this part of the pier, upon con- | 


dition that the parties dredge the river adjoining the pier and repair 
the pier. This bill went to the Senate and they struc) out the words 
authorizing the Secretary of War to grant the license to the parties 


whom he thought best for the interest of the Government, and inserted | 


the names of Walker, Whitehead & Co. 

The House disagreed to the amendment, and now the Senate has re- 
ceded from its amendment, and this bill simply allows the Secretary of 
War to grant a license, revocable at any time when deemed in the in- 
terest of commerce, for this part of the pier.‘ The original petition was 
signed by most of the vessel-owners of Chicago.. Some of them have 
since that time protested against it and some of those have sent tele- 
grams withdrawing their protests. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Will the gentleman from Illinois explain the lo- 
cation and situation of this pier? 

Mr. MASON. The pier is 1,000 feet long and 300 feet wide. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Projecting into Lake Michigan ? 

Mr. MASON. Yes; at the month of the river, and belongs to the 
Illinois Central Railroad, all except these 25 feet. This has been sub- 
mitted to my colleague from Chicago. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. Will the gentleman allow me a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. MASON. Certainly. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. 
leased ? 

Mr. MASON. 
Secretary of War to issue a revocable license. 

Mr, ANDERSON, of Kansas. What I wanted to getat is this: Does 
this give the Illinois Central Railroad control of the whole of that pier ? 

Mr. MASON. No. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. If it does, I object. 

Mr. MASON. There is nothing at all of that purpose in this legis- 
lation. 
ter came up the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. SWENEY ] reported in favor 
of striking out the Senate amendment, and it is now made so that the 
Secretary of War is to issue a revocable license. 

Mr. BAKER. By the consent of my friend I will state that this is 
merely a revocable license. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Is it left discretionary with the Secretary of War 
to lease the pier or not? 

Mr. MASON. Yes; he is not obliged to issue a license. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. How does this bill emanate from the Commit- 
tee on Commerce? 

Mr, BAKER. Because it was sent to the Committee on Commerce 
and reported by that committee. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. This ought to have gone to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

Thé SPEAKER. The Chair would suggest that this is a conference 
report, and it is now too late to raise the question. 


This firm to whom the pier is to be 


If you will remember, while on the committee, when the mat- , right, and it might just as well provide for an irrevocable license 


| 





| order to get their supply of coal. If 


I would not lease any of these harbor constructions to a firm or to in- 
dividuals. It can not possibly be otherwise than that it 
structive tocommerce. The parties who leased these piers will occupy 
them. They will leave their vessels alongside, and they will be an 
obstruction to the jaws of the entrance to the harbor. It can not be 
otherwise than harmful to the general interests of commerce entering 
the harbor. 

Mr. MASON. Will the gentleman permit me to ask himaquestion? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Yes, sir 

Mr. MASON. Suppose that by 


will be de- 





this resolution, before they could get 


to dredge out 50 feet 
and which the 


intage to the commerce ? 


of the river which is not used at all, 
not dredge, would it not bean adv 


Government will 


Mr. CUTCHEON. If 50 feet next to the piers is not dredged, then 
it ought to be dredged, so that the commerce of that port could have 
the entire entrance 

Mr. MASON. That is one thing that we obtain by the passage of 
this resolution. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. But I do not approve the way that yon get it. 

Mr. MASON. I think you would if you understood it thoroughly 

Mr. ADAMS. Mr. Speaker, Similar propositions have come from 
several cities. The only objection is that made by the gentleman from 


Michigan that it closes the jaws of the harbor. harbor at Chi- 
cago that objection does not obtain for the reason stated by my col 
league, that the harbor next to this pier is not dredged and ha 
been dredged for many years, 


in the 


not 


and the party to whom this revocab!] 


license would go will have to dredge the harbor alongside of it so as to 
be able to have the use of it. The real motive of the vessel men o! 


Chicago wanting this license to be given is that steamers leaving that 
port have now to swing across the river and then run into a slip in 
this license is given they may 
without turning, except a little to starboard, receive their coal and 


immediately go out to sea; so that really in that very place it will be 


| of benefit to the commerce rather than an obstruction to it. 


Mr. CUTCHEON. In view of the fact that it is left discretionary 
with the Secretary of War to revoke this license at any time, and 
having great coufidence in that high official, I simply desire to enter 
my protest and objection to this policy of renting the Government 
piers; but as this is so well guarded in the law I will make no furthe 
objection. 

Mr. BURTON. Mr. Speaker, it seems to me thatit is only necessar 
in deciding this case for the House to regard the simple principle that 
these piers are built by the Government at the public expense as bound 
aries of the channels to be used for the entrance and exit of vessels. If 


: eet | there is a pier here which is not needed for that purpose it ought to be 
That firm is stricken out, and it simply allows the | 


abandoned. But the object of this resolution is to give to a private indi 
vidual or to a private corporation the use of the property of the Gov- 
ernment for an entirely different purpose. 

To my wind it is not an answer to the objection at all to say that it 
is revocable at the will of the Secretary of War, because every one 
knowsasa matter of experiexce that when a private interest gets posses- 
sion ot Government property it is not long before they claim a vested 
There 
are other features applicable to this particular case here. ‘The channel 
will have to be widened in view of the fact that the sizes o! 
entering that harbor are increasing in size from year to 


] l, 
the ships 


year as the 


depth of the channels along the different water way ne 
Recently there has been a decision rendered by the courts which is 
very threatening t4 vessel men in similar cases, to the effect that where 


a boat is moored in the channel for the purpose of unloading and a boat 
entering the harbor is by the wind or the current driven into collision 
with it, the boat moored can recover for the damages by the collision 
The simple tact is that these channels should be reserved as entran: 
to harbors, for the coming in of vessels, and no part of them ld 
appropriated for private interests, to use for the loading and unloadir 
of vessels. If there is more width than is needed it should be aban 
doned. It is true that here there is only 25 feet belonging to the Go 
ernment, and next to that is the land of the Illinois Centra! Railroad 


but if we pass this resolution and disregard the objection to it we shall 
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be establishing the principle that wherever there is a narrow strip of 
land belonging tothe Government bordering upon a water way and there 
is private property next to it, the Government property must be used 
in a manner subordinate to that of private property. In any aspect in 
which you view this resolution it seems to me that it is objectionable, 
and the fact that the license is to be revocable does not remove the ob- 


jection. 
Mr. STOCKBRIDGE. Just one word, Mr. Speaker, in this connec- 
tion. Asamember of the Committee on Commerce I voted for the 


resolution, believing that the commerce of the city of Chicago would 
be promoted thereby. This is one of a series of Government piers 
along the Great Lakes which have fallen into disrepair, so that their 
use is not practicable. ‘The resolution proposes that by private euter- 
prise this pier shall be restored, and the necessarry dredging shall be 
done to make it thoroughly available; at the same time, any such res- 
olution as this will and mast constitute a precedent for the leasing or 
disposal of Government piers along the lakes, 

Those piers have been acquired only because they were felt to be im- 
portant for Government uses upon the Great Lakes, which torm a por- 
tion of our northern boundary. Valuable when acquired, they should 
be maintained and kept in order for Government use, and when not 
actually in use, being Government property, they should be equally 
open to all the public. It is now proposed to devote one of these piers 
to private use. As a precedent it strikes me as extremely pernicious, 
and I would not be content that it should be regarded as a precedent 
for similar use of other piers on the Great Lakes. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Can the gentleman inform us why the Govern- 
ment has allowed this pier to fall into disuse? 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE. That I am unable to say. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Is there any probability that the Government 
will ever repair it? 

Mr. BAKER. Not at all. 

Mr. MILLIKEN, If the Government has no further use for the 
pier, and if it can be made useful in any other way, it seems to me that 
it should be utilized. 

Mr. BAKER. It ought to be remembered that this license is revo- 
cable at the will of the Secretary of War without a minute’s notice, 

Mr. GROSVENOR, There has never been one such order revoked 
in the history of the Government. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Mr. Speaker, right in the same line with this 
pier which is under discussion is a pier in Buffalo Harbor. It was 
built, or attempted to be built, by the United States in 1826, but 

Suifalo Harbor has changed its lines considerably since the Govern- 
ment first drove their spiles and filled up with bruxh. The Delaware 
and Lackawanna Railroad Company acquired property contiguous to 
this Government pier and abutting it, and the pier is of little use to 
the Government because it can not advantageously occupy it. 

The Government has refused to expend one dollar in dredging the 
mouth of the harbor where this pier is, but they did give authority to 
the Delaware and Lackawanna Railroad Company te expend $50,000 
or $60,000 in completing a substantial pier there, and to occupy a strip 
of 5 feet, upon which are the great coal trestles of that railroad. Now, 
the difficulty there is the same as the difficulty with this Chicago pier. 
The Government can not make any use of the Chicago pier, soit seeks 
to give a revocable license to parties to occupy it. The Lackawanna 
Railroad Company has built a substantial pier at Buffalo, but there 
has been some question as to whether it is not a detriment to the nav- 
igation at the mouth of the river. Contesting parties have appeared 
before the River and Harbor Committee, and the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. GROSVENOR) has heard the statements of all the parties in in- 
terest. 

Mr.GROSVENOR. The practical difference between the case under 
consideration and the case at Buffalo arises probably out of the fact 
that in Baffalo it was admitted that the presence of the private pier, 
or its occupancy by private vessels, would narrow the entrance to the 
harbor. In this connection, I may say that this revocable license has 
worked ahout the same as if it had been a perpetual one. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Well, of course, I do not believe in a perpetual 
license in such a case, but this is a question that concerns nearly every 
great city with a waterfront. The old piers that were built to make 
up old water lines stand on a different footing, it seems to me, trom 
any new work which has been commenced since 1855, and I am not 
certain but that when they are detrimental to navigation the license 
ought to be revoked. But when we find a strip of Government land 
under old surveys which is contiguous to property which is valuable 
for commercial or marine purposes the United States may hold that 
property, but they hold it to the detriment of the commercial inter- 
ests of these great ports. That is the proposition; and when you give 
a revocable license it leaves the power to the Secretary of War to take 
back the property at any time into possession of the Government, 

Now, let me mention one matter in connection with this question of 
dredging. The Government pier at Buffalo is in the jurisdiction of 
the city of Buffalo, entirely under the control of the city officers; the 
Government itself has had nothing to do with the pier for twenty-five 
or thirty years, except to grant the license to a railroad company to 
make a pier where the Government never really had one. I think 
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that in the interest of the commerce of these great cities these 

of land suitable for purposes of this kind ought to be made aya 

in some way tor the benefit of private individua s, corporations, or }), 
general public. Just opposite to this Government pier at Buflalo standc 
the pier occupied by the Life-Saving Service of the United States. 

here is the incongruity. At this pier on the opposite side—the 
pier—the Government itself will not expend one dollar for dredging 
but asks the city of Buffalo to do the dredging and keep the pier j, 
order, which it does, 

I ans just as tenacious of the authority of the United States jn po. 
gard to the promotion of the interests of commerce through piers anq 
other instrumentalities as any man on this floor; but I do not b 
in any sentimental way of trying to make something out of not 

Mr. BURTON. Is the gentleman familiar with any insta 
which these revocable licenses have been revoked ? 

Mr. MASON. I can cite one. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Probably I could not tell tho gentleman of y 
case of that kind, because the utility of the license to both parties op. 
erates to prevent revocation. 

Mr. BURTON, Has there been any such instance on the (req: 
Lakes ? 

Mr. MASON, Not within my knowledge. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. In the case of Buffalo Harbor, what was ori, 
inally a revocable license has ripened (according to the claim whic) 
has been made) into an absolute title. 

Mr. FARQUHAK. Oh, no; the title of the Government can not be 
defeated in that way. By the very terms of these revocable licenses 
the rights of the Government are preserved. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Let mesay tothe gentleman that I by no nicans 
indorse the idea that the Government can jose its title in this way; 
but this claim bas been asserted, though the rights of the parties ; 
serting it originated under a mere temporary, revocable license. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. It may be that such aclaim has been asserted 
I do not know anything about that. 

Mr. MASON, I call for a vote on agreeing to the report. 

The question being taken, the report was agreed to; there beix 
a division—ayes 42, noes 14. 

Mr. MASON moved to reconsider the vote by which the report was 
adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on thy 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ISAAC H. WHEAT. 


Mr. HOLMAN. Iask unanimous consent that the Committee of the 
Whole House be discharged from the further consideration of the bil! 
which I send to the desk, and that it be considered now. It does not 
involve a large amount. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

B it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and heishereby, a 
thorize : and directed to pay to Isaac H. Wheat, of Jefferson County, Indiana 
out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $2 
tor ove horse belonging to him and which was taxen from him by the milita: 
forces under General Hobson, in Jefferson County, Indiana, in July, 1563, and 
applied to the use of the United States. 


The SPEAKER, Is there objection to the present consideration 0: 
this bill? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I think we ought to have some explan 
tion of the bill. [Laughter. ] 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has no doubt the gentleman from In- 
diana [Mr. HOLMAN] will explain. 

Mr. HOLMAN, A very interesting report on this bill has been mac 
by the gentleman from [Iowa [Mr. DuLLIver]. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE (exhibiting a photograph). I am requested 
to ask whether this is a picture ot the horse which is the subject : 
this claim ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. That is probably a correct picture of the ho: 
[laughter], as it seems to be brought in here as proot. 

Mr. KERK, of lowa. I ask that the report be read or that some « 
planation be made. 

The report of the Committee on War Claims (by Mr. DoLi\ 
was read, as follows: 

The Committee on War Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 19! 
the reliefof Isaac H. Wheat, reports as fo.lows: 

This is a claim for a horse taken from the claimant in Jefferson Coun‘) 
diana, in July, 1868, by the Army of the United States. Claim stated at $20 

The ee his claim to the Quartermaster-General for pay ™: 
and not allowed. 

The proof is positive that the horse was taken by the Army of the Uni! 
States for the public service; that the horse was worth $200; that he has not re- 
ceived pay or compensation therefor from any source, either in whole or 
part, but that the same is sti!l due and owing to him trom the United state+ 
that theclaimant was throughout the war loyal to the Government of the Uu 
States. 

Your committee therefore report back the bill and recommend its passage. 


Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. It appears that the bill proposes to ps) 
$200 for this horse. That is a little more than we paid for horses dur- 
ing the war. 

Mr. BAKER. 


Do I understand that this horse was ‘‘loyal’ ” 
[ Laughter. } 
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Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio, I wish to move an amendment to cut Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I do not wish to impair the beauty 


down the amount to $150. car 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the bill? The Chair hears none, The question is on ordering the bill | 
to be engrossed and read a third time. 

Mr. PAYSON, I desire to offer an amendment. 
is the amount named in the bill? : ; ; 

The SPEAKER. That is not a parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr. PAYSON. As I understand the reading of the bill it allows 
only $135 for this horse, The report says that the horse was worth | 
$200. The characteristic modesty of the gentleman from Indiana 
[laughter] has impelled him to ask the House to allow too small a 
sam. I propose now to move an amendment so as to give this dis- 
tinguished citizen of Indiana the full value of his property which the 
Government took. The sum ought to be $200. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. ‘That is a bad precedent. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think the bill is for $200, 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will again read the bill, as there seems 
to be some misunderstanding. 

The bill was again read. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ubio. I insist on my amendment cutting down 
the price to $150. This is all we paid during the war. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I wish to say, Mr. Speaker, that Ido not know 
about the value offtiis horse. It my friend does, of course he will in- 
sist on his amend . [Laughter. ] 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. On account of the modesty of my friend | 
| withdraw the amendment. 

A Memper. ‘‘ Modesty’ is good. [Laughter. ] 

Mr, PAYNE. I object toso much talk about an unknown quan- 


Mr. Speaker, what | 


ity. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Mr. Speaker, permit me to say a word in 
connection with this matter. There is no proof in this case that this 
horse was taken by order of any officer of the Government, or not taken | 
simply by a soldier of the United States for his own private purposes. 
| take it for granted, however, that it was necessary and it was taken 
during what was known as ‘‘ the Morgan raid.’’ 

But the rule universally adopted in the House in regard to all claims 
of this character originating south of the Obio River has been to re- 
quire proof that the horse was taken by orcer of an officer of the United 
States legally authorized to issue such an order. 

In the district that I have the honor to represent, close to the city 
of Louisville, in the county of Oldham, a number of horses were taken 
by officers of the United States Army during the invasion of Ken- 
tucky by General Bragg. It was absolutely necessary ior the saiety 
and protection of the city of Louisville thatthisshould be done. They 
were taken from persons of undoubted loyalty to the Government, 
some of whom had sons serving in the Fetleral Army. I have been 
totally unabie, and my predecessors, Mr. Beck and Mr. BLACKBURN, 
have also been unable to secure pay for any of them, although in the 
last Congress I obtained a favorable report in relation to certain of the 
claims, 

Now, I do not intend to object to this bill called up by the gentle- | 
man from [ndiana, for I have no doubt that General Hobson’s troops, 
in following the march of Morgan, had occasion to furnish themse! ves 

| 





with horses all along the line of the march; and having served in the 
cavalry myself I know as a matter of tact how oiten it happens that 


change of horses by either the parsuing or the retreating party. But 
I refer to this matter for the purpose of illustratiug the difference in 
the rule adopted by the House of Representatives in the adjudication 
ot claims made by persons living north of the Ohio Kiver and those 
claims presented by persons living south of the Ohio Kiver. And I 
wish to call attention to the great injustice that is done in this partic- 
ular, 

No man in the State of Indiana could afford to have been openly dis- 
loyal during the war. He was obliged to be openly loyal whatever 
might have been his secret feelings. Where those gentiemen on the 
south of the Ohio River were loyal, it was sometimes at great personal 
risk and trequently great personal danger. So that the rule the House 
adopts gives to the man who by his locality was compelled to be loyal 
an advantage over the man who by his locality was at great peril, and 
who was probably heroically, unselfishly loval. I want to take advan- | 
tage of this opportunity simply to put on record this evidence as to the 
difference between the mode in which persons are treated north and 
south of the Ohio River with regard tothe presentation of such claims. | 

And if the gentleman from Indiana wil] permit me to say, this re- | 
sult, in large part, was broughtabout by the personal influence of that | 
gentleman himself, tor he has largely been the cause of the adopting of 
these harsh rules that have been applied to what are known as ‘‘South- | 
ern claims;’’ and therefore, while I do not oppose the gentleman's | 
claim and shall not object to his request, I figuratively adopt the 
scriptural rule and ‘‘ heap coals of fire on his head’’ [laughter] by 
facilitating the passage of the measure, hoping the Lord will give him 
& measure of compassion, in case some similar claim south of the Ohio 
River is brought up hereafter, and which claim would have been suc- 
cessful in this or some past Congress if it had not been for the persist- 
ent resistance of the gentleman trom Indiana. [ Laughter. } 


the safety of a movement or its success may depend on the immediate 
| 
| 
| 


| of my friend’s eloquent speech by adding any remarks—only to say 
| that I believe this to be a just claim. 


The Committee on Claims say 


| so. The honorable gentleman trom Iowa [| Mr. DoLLIVER] who reports 
it believes it to be a proper claim, 


But if any gentleman thinks it is 
not a proper claim [ shall certainly ask to withdraw it. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Let me ask the gentleman, is there proof that 
this horse was taken by order of an officer of the United States Army 


| competent to issue such an order ? 


Mr. OWENS, of Ohio. If the gentleman will permit me, I can an- 


| swer the question by saying that I was with the forces of General 


Hobson, aud it did not need an order in any special case. Our men 
were ordered generally to get horses to pursue, and were directed to 
take them wherever they could be found. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. ‘The question is whether this horse was stolen for 
the private benetit of somebody, or was taken for the use of the Gov- 


| ernment. 


Mr. HOLMAN, I lived near the line of the march pursued by Gen- 
eral Morgan, and I know that the forces of General Hobson in pursuit 
took horses on all sides. They passed through the country in a rapid 
march and took horses wherever and whenever they were needed. It 
would be impossible in each particular case to obtain evidence of an 
order from the officer in command; sometimes the horses were taken on 
one side of the line of march and sometimes on the other. 

But this bill is exactly in the form in which hundreds and hundreds 
of such bills have been passed in the last twenty years. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Butthe difference between this bill and the 
other bills to which I referred a few moments ago is not in its form. 
The bill is exactly in the same form as the other bills, but the proof is 
different. Thatis where thedistinctioncomesip. [Lauxhter.] There 
is no proof that the horse was taken by order of an officer of the United 
States. Everybody who served in the cavalry knows the importance of 
fresh horses at times, and generally they are needed at a time and un- 
der circumstances when itis not possible to secure an order. 

Mr. HOLMAN. If I was not satisfied, Mr. Speaker, that this wasa 
just claim I would insist upon withdrawing it. I would not consent 
to its being presented even tor the unanimous consent of the House, 

As a matter of fact it is well known that Indiana appointed a com- 
mission to investigate the question of property taken by both armies, 
the Confederate and Federal, shortly after this raid took place. They 
went along the line of march and ascertained what was done, what 


property was taken by each army, and made their report tothe State au- 
| *.¢ . 
| thorities of Indiana 
| derstand, 


This claim was reported amongst them, as I uu- 
Of course none of the horses taken by the Confederate army 
have been paid for. The others have been, in the main, already paid 
for. This instance, however, is one where the payment has not been 
made. The claims for property taken by the Union forces amounted 
to about $350,000, I will state again that this bill is founded upon 
the report made by the commission, as I understand. 

Mr. CUfCHEON. Idesire to puton record a word in regard to this 
class of claims. If this horse was taken by competent authority for 
the benefit of the United States it ought to be paid for. The horse is 
not a large horse and the claim is not a large claim, but sometimes 
small precedents like this grow into monstrous ones; and if the horse 


| was simply taken without right or authority by some private individ- 


ual even in the Union Army, it may set an example to draw out from 
the Treasury millions upon millions and tens of millions in payment 
of similar war claims. 

The rale of law is clear and well established. The ravages of war 
are not to be compensated, but when the Government takes and con- 
verts to its own use the private property of a citizen it should compen- 
sate bim. I take the gentleman’s statement that this has been exam- 
ined by a commission of his State and that they have found that this 
horse was taken and converted to the use of the Government. 

Mr. HOLMAN. That is my recollection of the proofs. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. For that reason.and for that reason alone,I shal) 
not object. 

Mr. HOLMAN. 
**Vote!’’] 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and be- 


That is my understanding. [Cries of ‘‘ Vote!”’ 


| ing engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


Mr. HOLMAN moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved to lay the motion to reconsider on the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


UNIFORM STANDARD FOR GRAIN 


Mr. FUNSTON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill (H. R,. 11895) to provide for establishing 
a uniform standard for wheat, corn, oats, barley, and other grain, and 
for other porposes. 

The bill was read at length for information. 

The SPEAKER. ‘Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the bill? 

Mr. ADAMS. It seems to me, Mr. Speaker, that this is too impo 
tant a bill to be considered in the limited time which we havé at our 
disposal for the purposes of debate. It may be a good bill, but it is 
too important to be considered under such an order. 
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Mr FUNSTON. I will say that this is a bill which is of interest to 
all the wheat-growers of the country, With the permission of the gen- 
tleman I would Jike to make a statement. 

Mr. ADAMS. Certainly. 

Mr. FUNSTON. Under the provisions of this bill the Government 
can not arbitrarily fix any standard for any State or city. It simply 








establishes the national standard without interfering with any other 
tandard. The object is to have a national standard that shall be uni- 
form, so that when our wheat is sold abroad it may be sold by a cer- 
tain fixed standard, providing that those who purchase agree to buy 
wcording to that standard. So that when they buy our grain in 
Europe they may be sure of getting a certain grade; also, that when 
we buy in any city we may know exactly what weare getting. Atthe 


present time there i 
try. 


When we buya certain grade of wheat in North Dakota and itis re- 


no regular standard throughout the whole coun- 


ceived in Chicago it may have been adulterated with other grain, so 
that it is not the same standard as that which was sold in North Da- 
kota. So it is in every State of the Union. Now, the only purpose of 


this bill is to establish a national standard so that when any one pur- 
chases grain he will know precisely what he is getting, provided he 
purchases by the national standard. 

Mr. ADAMS.: But it is impossible, in the few minutes which can 
be given to the consideration of any one bill at the present time, to de- 
bate this measure thoroughly. 

Mr. FUNSTON, I will ask the gentleman to allow the report to be 
read. 

Mr. MOREY. 
objection. 

Mr. CANNON. 
consideration. 

Mr. ADAMS. I have no objection to that, but gentlemen around 
me wish to call up bills that do not need any extended discussion. 

Mr. CANNON, Letus take a little time and consider this; for I am 
under the impression, and have been, that no more important bill to 
the people, especially the farmers, has been presented in the House, 
and it does no harm to the grain dealers, 

Mr. ADAMS. My colleague is aware that we have a State system, 
regulated by State law, in Illinois, 

Mr. CANNON, This does not interfere with that. 

Mr. ADAMS. I will notobject to the consideration of the bill, but 
will reserve the right to object afterward. 

Mr. HOOKER. While we are talking about it we may as well let 
it be considered. 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Illinois. I shall object. I do not enter an ob- 
jection to the consideration of the bill, but I want to have the privilege 
of entering an objection against the bill, 

Mr. CANNON. That is all right. 

Mr. FUNSTON. Now I desire to have the report read. 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Illinois. It is evident that this bill will take 
considerable time. I think I must insist on my objection. I object 
now. 

Mr. CANNON. Itis evident that there is not a quorum here. It 
might take a half an hour te get one, and possibly one could not be 
got atall. But I think if this bill is discussed the objections of my 
colleague [Mr. TAYLOR] will be removed. 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Iiinois. It will be too late to object then. 

Mr. FUNSTON,. This bill does not interfere with your system in 
Chicago or Llinois, 

Mr. TAYLOR, of linois. MTlinois has a standard now. If this 
bili pas-es, are we not liable to have two systems in eonflict ? 

Mr. FUNSTON, No, sir. 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Illinois, Why not? 

Mr. FUNSTON. It does not interfere with your system. 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Illinois. Why not ? 

Mr. PFUNSTON. Beeause it does not. Under this bill the Govern- 
ment simply establishes a standard—— 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Illinois. But we have a system in Lllinois now. 
Suppose the Governmentestablishes one. Then will we not have two? 

Mr. FUNSTON,. There will be a Government standard, but you do 
not have to sell by the Government standard. 

Mr, TAYLOR, of Illinois. ' Mr. Speaker, I object. 

Mr. FUNSTON. The gentleman is too late. He did not file his ob- 
jection at the proper time. 

Mr. PAYSON. Mr, Speaker-—— 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mlinois has a public bill. 

Mr. MOREY. I think it would do no harm at least to allow the 
bill presented by the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Funston ] to be con- 
sidered. 

Mr. CANNON. It is evident that there is no quorum present; there 
has not been a quorum here all day, and will be none during the bal- 
ance of this session. I think my friend ean safely withdraw his ob- 
jection and let this bill be considered. I believe if it was considered 
the objection in his mind would be removed, 

Mr. ADAMS. But it will take three hours to consider it. 

Mr. WADE. If you do not allow this bill to be considered, I will 
object to every other hill that is called up. 


Let the bill be considered, and considered subject to 


Let it be considered. Let it at least come up for 
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Mr. HOOKER. But we have not time at this stage of the se 
go into any long discussion. 

Mr. MOREY. Gentlemen ought to at least allow the farmers : 
a hearing on the bill, affecting, as it does, the great interest j 
they are engaged. 

The fears of the gentlemen are not well founded. The provi 
this bill are not restrictive of the utmost freedom in commercis 
course, and in my opinion they are of incalculable benefit to the 
ers of our country. No more important measure, in my jud 
has engaged the attention of this Congress. 

I trust that gentlemen will not insist on their objection and t 
send the bill over to the next December session. I have tak: 
interest in this question and have sought in every way tosecu: 
agricultural industry the benefits of this measure. Why sho 
the products of the tarm, the wheat, corn, and oats grown by ou 
ers, have a standard made by the authority of the United &: 
standard which would give our products a better character an:! 
tation in all the markets of the world? While this subject was 
the Committee on Agriculture I had the honor to appear belore t); 
committee on August 18, 1890, and to makean argumentin favor o/ s 
legislation and urging the committee to bringin a bill embodying 
legislation. 


The Committee on Agriculture did me the honor to order my 
ment printed, and I here incorporate it in my remarks: 


ARGUMENT OF HON, HENRY LL. MOREY, OF OHIO, BE HE comMitT: 
AGRICULTURE AUGUST 18, 1890, IN FAVOR OF A NATI STANDARD « 
FICATION AND GRADING AMERICAN GRAINS. 

Mr. Chairman, I am indebted to the courtesy of this committee for an « 
tunity of directing attention to what I conceive to be one of the most impor. 
questions that can engage the attention of the American Congress. 

The resources of our country may be grouped in three great divisions 
culture, manufactures, and commerce. Through these agencies are prod 
and distributed the food and clothing which are indispensable necessar 
human life. 

The prosperity and welfare of the whole people depend on the preserve: ion 
ee development of these industries, commensurate with the ne of the ;« 
ple. 

And so far as legislation can affect their condition in any respect it is the ps 

of wisdom and patriotism to enlarge the opportunities of the people, ani |) 

make them more secure in the legitimate fruits of their labor. 

This is true of all the great industries by which the world’s supply of the 1 
essaries and comforts of life is produced and distributed. 

And this is especially true of eneedinee, on account of the vast importan « 
as ow as on aceount of the conditions under which this industry is neces-.1)! 
carried on, ; 

The prosperity of the whole people is affected by and devendent upon t!:> 
prosperity of each class; hence, no industry should be permitted to langui«)) 
for want of any legislative aid which ean fairly be extended without encroa: \.- 
ing upon the rights of any other industry, with a view of each industry atta 
ing the best development which it might attain under conditions which fair!y 

long to it, 

It is the great office of the farmer to furnish the food supply of the wor!|:!. 
How can we best enable the American farmer to supply our people? Upon 
what conditions can the consumer get the best bread and the farmer the m.<t 
eertain and adequate reward for his labor and his toil? Many panaceas are 
offered; all kinds of chimerical schemes are invented and presented to | 
farmer as a cure forall the ills he has fallen heir to. 

But, Mr.Chairman, in my opinion, one of the most beneficent things that ( 
gress can do for the farmer will be to enact legislation such as will tend to « 
vate the standard of the products of the soil; such as will encourage the raisi 
of better wheat, corn, and oats, and will protect the same from being adulterat: 
and degraded before it reaches those who buy it for bread. [f Congress by 
law help to bring abut this beneficent result, it will secure purer food to t! 

opie, which is their right, and to the farmer a surer and better reward for |:\+ 

abor, which is his due. 

From the nature of his occupation, the farmer is isolated and somewhat r:- 
moved from his fellows. each operating independently. 


The product of his farm is in each case limited in quantity and forms |) 


smallest part of the aggregate production, and it only becomes commercia! |: 
= aggregate after it passes from his possession into the hands of |!:- 
m jemen. 

Here the good and the bad, the clean and the filthy, the sound and the 
sound grain are assembled together, and the result is that local and speculat 
interests deteriorate and degrade the products of our American farms, wit! 
jury to both consumer and producer, 

Thoughtful and experienced men have given this subject long. patient, ani 
patriotic consideration, and the result of the best thought is that a nations 
standard of classification and grading wheat and other grain is the best mean: 
of further improving the quality of our food product, and the best protecti:) 
of those who raise pure grain of good quality and market the same in goo ! 
condition against deterioration by mingling therewith grain of inferior «10 
ity under inspections and classifications which are controlled by local and s) 
ulative interests rather than by the interests of those who produce food, »)\| 
should be permitted to market the same in its purest and best condition, a1! 
thereby secure the best rewards of their labor or the interests of those wlio « 
sume the same and are entitied to the purest and best food the earth can | 
a 


uce. 

This idea has been formulated in a number of bills now pending before (): ~ 
committee, and, without appearing as the advocate of any particular bill, | 
here to contend for the principle involving the interest of a great industry « 
whose best nt the prosperity of all others depends. 

I most ly submit that, in my judgment, the provisions of any 5" 
law should apply to interstate commerce, and so be within the constitutio 

wer of Congress “to commerce among the several States.” 

It should make it the duty of the Secretary of Agriculture to provide (1 
standard, and todetermineand fix the classification and grading of wheat, «.. 
rye, oats,and barley. The same should be made a matter of permanent recy: 
in the Agricultural Department, and public notice thereof should be given. 1» | 
the same should be known as the “national standard,” or “American stan’ 


This record should be open to everybody, so that any person could havc 
copy thereof for a nominal fee. 


merely 
very farmer in the land should be able to know from public notice tlic 


standard in the land, the of the United States, 
Tf he desires, he should for a sum have an official exemplification 0! 
the same in his own house. 


The tendency of such a law will be te give a higher standard to the cereals 
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: ve permanency and stability to grades and classifications 
of our country: He entail to give better credit and reputation to American 
of _ at home and abroad. 2 : 
grains «ndard of commercial honesty in the handling of food products will be 

: aie the commercial value of farm products will be more uniform and cer- 
ee an agriculture will become more secure in its proper place among the 
tain. industries, and in the just rewards which should recompense all honest 
grea’ 


= Hartley B. Mitchell, one of the publishers of The American Elevator and 
= Prade, and The American Miller, aman of full information, says: 
om millers, grain men, and farmers will indorse such a measure. 


For 

“Tt ve mil . r 

v Lt pelleve it the most important piece of legislation undertaken this 
nyse > 
ee L L. Polk, president of the National Farmers’ Alliance and Industrial 
Tniot 8: ; : . 
t Selon to me thata standard for grain is as important as a standard for 
money. Thegrain producers of the country should and must have protection 


- this vitally important matter, and any legislation by Congress for securing 
goa | be gratefully accepted by our grain-growers as an act of simple justice. 
. desire here to read a letter from Mr.S. K. Marston, secretary and arbitrator 
of the Illinois Grain Merchants’ Association, an authority on this question, 
whose name will inspire confidence wherever spoken. The letteris addressed 
to Mr. Mitchell, from whom I have just quoted, and sets forth in a striking man- 
ner the way the farmer’s interest is made to suffer under tue present system, 
and the benefits to the farmer which may reasonably be expected t » follow the 
establishment of a national standard, classification, and grade for grains. 


[Office of Illinois Grain Merchants’ Association, 8. K. Marston, secretary and 
arbitrator. | 
OnarGa, Iit., June 2, 1890. 


Dear Sir: I have been engaged for over twenty years in purchasing and 
shipping grain. Six years ago I gave up the business and put my means into 
farms. My permanent interests lie in the line of farming and the value of farm 

ucts, 
ee experience in business, an extensive acquaintance among grain men, 
having the leisure to attend to it, and the confidence of the trade are the prob- 
able reasons why the grain men have kept meas their representative during 
the last five years, but the office is incidental—may terminate at any time 
while, as a producer, nay interests are permanently in the line of just, equitabie, 
and regular inspection of grain. 

The true basis of grades, in my judgment, is aboutas follows: 

Good husbandry, care in selecting seed, harvesting, cleaning, and caring for 
crops should produce No. 1 grain, 

The No.2 grade should include the bulk of the crop when reasonably sound, 
plump, and clean, and will make sound breadstuffs. 


8. 
ONO. 3 should include good, sound grain that will make sound flour or meal, 
but not up to a fair standard of weight. because lighter grain wil! yjeld smalier 
per cent. of flour or meal and not worth quite as much to manufacture or for 
feeding purposes. 

All damaged or unsound or very dirty grain should not be graded, but sold 
by sample. 

1 think that good milling wheat should be divided into four grades: No. |. 
pure, unmixed, extra quality, suitable for seed, and Nos. 2, 3, and 4, according 
to its value for flour. There may be a difference of 20 per cent. in the quantity 
of good merchantable flour that 60 pounds of two different samples of wheat 
will make, and weight per measured bushel should be the standard of values 
hence of grades, Sixty-pound wheat will yield more flour per 60 pounds than 
58, 56, or 54 pound grain. 

The grain grown in the Western States reaches all the markets of the world 
and there should be some general standard of grading. 


The local markes of tne West have widely different standards, as also have | 


Boston, New York, Philadelphia, and Haltimore. 

Chicago, the greatest receiving market of the world, is governed by influ- 
ences that must, in the very nature of things, result injuriously to the producer. 

While the volume of actual grain which passes through that city is beyond 
conception of ordinary minds, yet the receivers and shippers of actual grain 
form buta verysmall per cent. of the membership of the Chicago Board of Trade. 
Probably 90 per cent. of the members never receive a car of grain, and even the 
receiving houses derive but a small portion of their revenue from commissions 
on actual grain received. It is estimated that less than | per cent. of the trans- 
actions on the board are for actual grain, and that portion of the business is 
simply incidental. The great interest centers in the speculating and gambling 
trading, and the legislation of the board is controlled entirely by that element. 

Years ago the State of Illinois took the matter of inspection under its control, 
but the influence of the board overshadows the entire business and must inev- 
itably exert an overpowering influence over the inspectors. 

P There are several classes 
ion. 

The gamblers in options desire that the standard of the speculative grade 
should be high; that the quantity of that grade should be limited, that they 
may the more easily control it. 

The manufacturing element (millers) desire that said standard be high, that 
they may buy good merchantable wheat as of a lower grade and consequently 
at lower prices, 

The exporter desires to buy lower grades that will grade higher in the con- 
sumption markets. 

These ali work in harmony to influence inspection, establishing a standard 
80 high that it would appear that American grain is of a very inferior quality as 
a rule, 

Chicago No, 2 wheat is purchased and mixed with the inferior grades and ex- 
pouee as No, 2 No, 3 wheat is exported as Ne. 2, and the bulk of the wheat 

ought by millers on the Chicago market for their home trade and for export is 
the No. 3 grade, being good, sound milling wheat, and such as ought to grade 
No. 2and would in the markets of the world, 

It must be evident that there should be uome fixed standard for American 
grades. Qu: grain goes to every market of the world. The intelligent farmer 
outs beable to understand what that standard is, so that he may not suffer 

om mM 
beable todevide what grade the grain is that he buysorselis. A universal stand- 
ard could net y injure any one, and would surely eliminate many dishon- 
est now infest the entire trade, and of which the farmer is gen- 

ly the victim. 


I do not believe in too much patennal eoddling by the Government. Every 

lad should learn tostand on his own feet and paddle his own canoe, but the 

farmers are scattered, isolated,and utterly helpless in this matter; and it seems 

to me that itis clearly the duty of the Government to take charge of it. The 

Thry ae — a just, ase, universal standard of grading. 
of grain should be the same in every market in the 

United ee we. alone has the power to make it so. 

Yours truly, 

H. B, Mrromer, Esq, 

I will also rend here a letter from O. B. Potter, of New York, formerly a mem- 


ber of the House, a man of wide information, of long experience, and a mar of 


Ss. K. MARSTON, 





of deaiers who are interested in influencing inspec- | 
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affairs, whose judgment 5 3 l 
and patrioti 
Po B Yo ‘ 
Dear Str: I am informed that you have i 
viding a national standard for wra poses ta and 
commerce. I have given conside: : ‘ ‘ 
| embraced in thi« bill, and [I have no hesita s tit sag 
a first and most important step in br x t grain j ints 
within the reach of commerce, both dou ( e bin- 
drances and obstruction which now arise tr \ vas tot ‘ and 
condition of the grains produced in d st and | a < he country, 
so that purchasers,not only throughout yuuntry, butin allthe markets 
of the world where American grain preducts : salt can assured upon 
the highest authority of the quality and conditon of the rins dea Lin any 
| of these markets. The establishment of su national standard as is proposed 
by this bill will enable buyers throughout the country i hrougho the 
world to deal in American grains with certaint assurance @ ) ‘ jua v 
an assurance which can be provided in no other way than by a nationa d 
ard 
rheestablishmentof such a standard will therefore ten werfully to prom 
and inerease commeree throughout the world in American grain produc s 
a standard wil! also tend to promote the best culture and thel re grainin 
the several States and localities throughout the country ! rivalry 
will spring up between different sections of the country, each endeavoring to 
make its grain products as valuable and ofas high a standard as possible and 
thus the ultimate effect of such a standard wil! be greatly to increase the value 
| of the grain products of the country. Such a standard will tend to secure 
another most important object of national importance affecting the health and 
welfare of the masses of our people, namely, the prevention of the adulteration 
and degrading of grain products to the injury and loss of consumers throu 


and of having it so administered as to secure that the grains of the 


out the country who embrace our whole population 

This bill seems to me to embrace all that should be done by the first step, nar 
ly, the providing of a national standard. W hat legislation will be required after- 
wards in providing for national inspection may we!l be leftto be considered a 
everybody shall become familiar with the vast importance of such 





a standard 


ntry 


co 


|} mey bedealt inin all the markets of the world with the assurance that the stand- 


ard expresses the true condition and character of these products. 1 


‘ i} 
his bill, 


| while it does not in the slightest degree impinge upon the rights ofthe States 


I refer to wheat, corn. and | 


orthe freedom of the people of the States, provides to every agriculturist in 
the country, in whatever State, an opportunity to have his products presented 
and sold or dealt in in the markets of the world with the assurance as to their 
quality and character which a national standard will afford him, It provides 
also to every citizen of the country the means of knowing the character of the 
grain which he shall purchase throughout the whole boundaries of the nation. 

In my judgmentany provisions added in this bill upon the subject of enforced 
national inspection would be premature. Theseshould be considered after the 
standard is provided, and there can be no doubt that good men of both parties 
and all parties will unite in providing for such an inspection as the interests of the 


| country shall require in order that these great products may be known and 


| cording to the truth, and not be longer 


dealt in, at least through our interstate commer e and foreign commerce, ac- 


subjects of misrepresentation, adulter- 


| ation, deterioration, and fraud 


Very truly yours 


O. B. POTTER. 
Hon. H. L. Morey, 
House of Representatives, Wash dD, ¢ 
Mr. Chairman, I thank you and your committee forthe courtesy of this hear- 


ing 

1 solicit your most earnest and careful consideration of this most important 
question, and I trust you will see your way clear to favorably report a bill em- 
bracing this idea and providing for a national standard of American grains, and 
thereby give to the products of the American farm a new standsrd and dignity 
in the markets of the world at home and abroad 











, that thereby the people y 

have better bread and the tillers of the soil a better recompense for their toil. 
Afterwards, on August 29, 1890, the chairman, the Hon. Mr. Fun- 
STON, reported the bill which has been presented this morning. I will 


insert the bill here, as follows 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of Agriculture be 


BL and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and required, as soon as may be after the enactment hereof, to estab- 
lish a standard for classifying and grading grains, and according tosuch stand- 
ard to determine and fix such classification and grading of wheat, corn, rye, 


oats, and other grains as the usages of trade warrant and permit 
ard classification and grades shall be such as in hi 
the interest of the public in the 
merce in grain. 

Sec. 2, That such standard and classification and grad 


and the stand 


s judgme will best subser 


conduct of interstate and fore 


gn trade and com- 


1 be made mat- 


4 sia 


ter of permanent record in the Agricultural Departmer and pub notice 
thereof shall be given in such manner as the Secretary sha lirect, and there 
after the same shall be known asthe United States standard All persons ir 


terested shall have access to said record; and on payment of such prope 


charge 





as the Secretary may fix, a certified copy thereof shall be supp ito those who 
| may apply for the same. 
|} Sec. 3. That from and after thirty days after such standard has been estab 
} lished and such classificatior s and grades have been determined upon and d 
and duly placed on record as herein provided, such clas on and ding 
| shall be taken and held to be the standard in all interstate and f 1 ide 
and commerce in grain, in all cases where no oth wndard ot greed 
| upon. 
| 
| Mr, Speaker, the objection of one member is sutiicient to prevent con 


i t | here it will remain until enacted into law. 
ns of dishonest dealers, and the intelligent dealershbould | 


sideration of this bill at this time, but it can not be per 


manentiy post- 
It will be here 


House 


poned and defeated. on the Calendar of this 
The 
growers and food-raisers are greater than the interests of those w! 
them the subject of traffic and speculation. I hope gentlemen w 
withdraw objection and let the bill be now considered and : 
nity be given to extend to our people one of the most 
that has ever been proposed in the interest of the 
Mr. TAYLOR, of Llinois. 
The SPEAKER. 


and 


nterests of the toc 


j opportu 
penehcent measures 
people. 

[ insist on my objection. 


Objection is made. 
YOSKMITE NATIONAL PARK. 

Mr. PAYSON. I ask unanimous consent for the present consider 
ation of the substitute which I send to the desk for the bill (H.R 


8350) to establish the Yosemite National Park in the State of Califor 
nia. 








10752 


The substitute was read, as follows: 








A bill to set apart a certain tract of land in the State of California as a forest 
reservation. 


Be it enacted, etc., That the tracts of land in the State of California known and 
described as follows: Commencing at the northwest corner of township 2 
north, range 19 east, Mount Diablo meridian, thence eastwardly on the line be- 
tween townships 2 and 3 north, ranges 24 and 25 east; thence southwardly on 
the line between ranges 24 and 25 east to the Mount Diablo base line; thence 
eastwardly on said base line to the corner to township | south, ranges 25 and 26 
east; thence southwardly on the line between ranges 25 and 26 east Lo the south- 
east corner of township 2 south, range 25 east; thence eastwardly on the line 
between townships 2 and 3 south, range 26 east to the corner to townships 2 and 
3 south, ranges 26 and 27 east: thence southwardly on the line between ranges 
26 and 27 east to the firststandard parallel south ; thence westwardly on the first 
standard parallel south to the southwest corner of township 4 south, range LY 
east; thence northwardly on the line between ranges I8 and 19 east tothe north- 
west corner of township 2 south, range 19 east; thence westerly on the line be- 
tween townships Land 2 south to the southwest corner of township | south, 
range l9enst; thence north westerly on the line between ranges is and 19 east to 
the northwest corner of township 2 north, range 19 east, the place of beginning, 
are herehy reserved and withdrawn from settlement, occupancy, or sale, under 
the laws of the United States, and set apart as reserved forest lands; aud all per- 
sons who shall locate or settle upon or oceupy the same or any part thereof, ex- 
cept as hereinafter provided, shall be con«idered trexpassersand removed there- 
from: Provided, however, That nothing in this act shall be construed as in auy 
wise affecting the grant of lands made to the state of California by virtue of 
the act entitied * An act authorizing a grant to the State of California of the 
Yosemite Vailey, and of the land embracing the Mariposa big-tree grove, ap- 
proved June 3), 1564;"" or as affecting any bona fide entry of land made within 
the limits above described under any law of the United States prior to the ap- 
proval of this act. 

Sec. 2 That said reservation shall be under the exclusive control of the Sec- 
retary of the Interior, whose duty it shall be, as soun as practicable, to make 
and publishsuch rules and regulations as he may deem necessary or proper for 
the care and management of the same. Such rezulations shall provide tor the 
preservation from injury of all timber, mineral depo-its, natural curiosities, or 
wonders within said reservation, and their retention in their natural condition. 
The Secretary may, in his discretion, grant leases for building purposes for 
terms not exceeding ten years of amall parcels of ground not exceeding 5 acres, 
at such places in said reservation as shall require the erection of buildings for 
the accommodation of visitors; all of the proceeds of said leaseg and o: her rev- 
enues that may be derived from any source connected with said reservation to 
be expended under his direction in the management of the same and the con- 
struction of roads and paths therein. He shall provide again-t the wanton de- 
struction of the fish and game found within said reservation, and against their 
capture or destruction for the purposes of merchandise or profit. He shal! also 
cause all persons trespassing upon the same after the passage of this act to be 
removed therefrom, and, generally, shall be authorized to take all such meas- 
ures as shall be necessary or proper to fully carry out the objects and pur- 
poses of this act, 

Sec. 3. There shall also be, and is hereby, reserved and withdrawn from 
settlement, occupancy, or sale, under the laws of the United States, and shall 
be «et apart as reserved forest lands, as hereinbefore provided, and subject to 
all the limitations and provisions herein contained, the following additional 
lands, to wit: Township 17 south, range 30 east of the Mount Diablo meridian, 
excepting sections 31, 32,33, and 34 of said township included in a previous bill. 
And there is also reserved and withdrawn from settlement, occupancy, or sale 
under the laws of the United States, and set ap «rt as forest lands subject to like 
limitations, conditions, and provisions, all of townships 15 and 16 south of 
ranges 2vand 30 east of the Mount Diablo meridian. And there is also hereby 
reserved and withdrawn from settlement, occupancy, or sale under the laws of 
the United States, and set apart as reserved forest lands under like limitations, 
restriction-, and provisions, sections 5 and 6 in township I4 south, ranze 28 
east of Mount Diablo meridian, and also sections 31 and 32 of township13 south, 
range 28 east of the seame meridian, 

Nothing in this act shall authorize rules or contracts touching the protection 
and improvement of said reservations beyond the sums that may be received 
by the Secretary of the Interior under the foregoing provisions, or authorize 
any charge aguinst the Treasury of the United States. 


During the reading of the bill, 

Mr. HOOKER, I hope that the gentleman who introduced this sub- 
stitute will see at once that it is going to excite controversy, debate, 
and «discussion that can not fail to take time. 

Mr. PAYSON. It will not provoke a minute’s discussion after a 
statement is made, 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. 
to it, 

Mr. PAYSON. I have not heard any as yet, and I hope the Clerk 
will proceed with the reading. 

The reading of the substitute was resumed and concluded. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the substitute? The Chair hears none. 

The substitute was adopted. 

The bill as amen:ed was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed, 

Mr. PAYSON, I ask unanimous consent to print in the Kecorp 
with this bill the report of the committee, which is rather interesting 
reading, as we think, with reierence to the matter. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The report (by Mr. Payson) is as follows: 

The Committee on Public Lands, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 8350) to 
establish a national park in the State of California in that region of country in 
and around Yosemite Valley, having had the same under consideration, respect- 
fully report a substitute for the same and recommend that the bill pass. 

The bill under consideration established as a national park the portion of 
public lands lying within the deseribed boundaries, containing therein “ prime- 
val forests, great valleys, and inaccessible heights, the walls of which vary from 


2,000 to 5.000 feet, and from the highest points of which the plummet will swing 
clear of the base.” 

There is within these boundaries a river, the Merced, ‘‘sometimes a gentle 
stream, and sometimes a wild and uncontrollable mountain torrent, in one place 
leaping a perpendicular height of 2,500 feet."" Itcontains within its boundaries 
the Mariposa big-tree grove, ‘a primeval forest,dense undergrowth of shrubs, 
oak, pine, willow, alder, dog-wood, cotton wood, azalias, and ferns, while flower- 
ing shrubs grow in a tangled wilderne«s, in many places an impenetrable 
jungle; in many places hiding the natural beauty of rocks and waterfalls of 


There is evidently a purpose to object 
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Mirror Lake and sparkling streams.” The valley is described by the thousana 
who have seen itastruly “ magnificent,” “Grass-clad valleys, ornamentea'.. 
ferns and bright flowers, cascades with rainbow colors adorning the mst w 
floats about it; rocks, some rising as high as 3,000 feet.” 

indeed, says a tourist, “ No description can convey a clear idea of +} 


Lich 


variety of er in the valley.”” The wondersand beauties to be found whee 
the region described in the boundaries are so well known and so bhiyh), on 


preciated by the multitudes of tourists who have visited it that further (e., rir 
tion is unnecessary. The preservation by the Government in al! its o,\~;.° 
beauty of aregion like this seems to the committee to be a duty to the Present 
and to future generations. The rapid increase of population and the res,),,,_ 
destruction of natural objects make it incumbent on the Government j, «,. .* 
as may be to preserve the wonders and beauties of our country trom inj. -, om 
destruction, in order that they may afford pleasure as well as instruction (0 (ig 
people. : 

The area of lands included within the described boundaries is about 2 (9¢ ¢, 
acres, Of this amount there are claims derived from patents, entries... 
amounting to 134,400 acres, leaving as public property of the United S:,).. 
1,962,240 acres, 

This extimate is not intended to be exact, but only an approximate o:). 
make an exact statement would require more time and labor than is «; emed 
necessary. Itis not proposed in any manner to interfere with the rights ./ 
settiers or claimants or with any part of the tract heretofore in any manner 
disposed of. a 


The committee therefore recommend the passage of the bill. 


p 
> inal 


as to 


D. M. WINN. 


Mr. LANHAM. I ask unanimous consent for the present consider. 
ation of the bill (H. R, 3537) tor the relief of D. M. Winn. 

The bill was read at length for information. 
no — Is there objection to the present consideration 9; 
the bill? 

Mr. CANNON. I would be glad to understand the bill before unapi. 
mous consent is given—upon what ground that bill shuuld be passed, 

Mr. LANHAM. Well, sir, I can state the grounds hink to the 
satisiaction of the gentleman from Illinois. The assistant postmaste; 
or deputy of the claimant for whom the bill bas been introduced torged 
his name—that is, the name of the principal—upon a requisition on the 
Auditor of the Treasury for the Post-Office Department requesting a 
credit with some first-class post-otlice to meet the payments of money- 
orders at Haskell, Tex., and obtained in consequence a remittance of 
certain draits upon the postmaster of New York. This party, the as. 
sistant, forged the name of the postmaster and obtained $..00 o! the 
money. There were in all some $2,000 remitted, and this assistant 
got $00 thereof and then fled the country. 

Mr.CANNON, From whom did he obtain it? 

Mr. LANHAM. He obtained it, as I have just said, from the Auv- 
ditor of the Treasury for the Post-Office Department. 

Mr.CANNON. Very well; the Post-Office isnot bound at all. 

Mr. LANHAM. ‘The point I am making is that the postmaster, or 
claimant, ought not to be bound in consequence of this forgery. 

Mr. CANNON. If this man forged the postmaster’s signature the 
postmaster ought not to be held responsible; for no man ought to be 
held responsible for the forgery of his name. He does not need any 
relief. 

Mr. LANHAM. Oh, yes, he is entited to it. Suppose a man forged 
your nameon acheck on yourbank, and collected the money. Are you 
to be held responsible for the forgery ? 

Mr. CANNON. Well, I can not see how this postmaster is bound 
at all. 

Mr. LANHAM. He is required to pay this amount, and has paid 
it to the Post-Office Department. 

Mr. CANNON. If he voluntarily pays it to the Post-Office Depart- 
ment—— 

Mr. LANHAM. He does not pay it voluntarily, as the gentlemav 
will see if he will hear the report read. 

Mr. CANNON. I will hear the reading of the report. 

Mr. LANHAM. Then I ask for the reading ot the report. 

The report was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred House bill 7537, for the relief 
of D. M. Winn, have considered the same and report it to the House with the 


recommendation that it do pass. 

The claimant, D. M. Winn, was postmaster at Haskell, Tex., in 1888, and had 
an assistant, one A. M. Winn, who, on November 14, 1888, without the know edge 
or consent of the claimant,and wrongfully signing and forging claimant's name, 
applied tothe Auditorof the Treasury for the Office Department, requesting 
to be allowed a credit of $2,500 with some first-class to meet the pay- 
“i b uh > rtof the inspector, it that this t th 

sshown by the repo ‘or, it appears on request the 
Superintendent of the Money-Order System sent three drafts on the postmaster 
at New York, res ively,for the sums of $800, $700, and $6500, to be filled oul, 
dated, signed, and negotiated by the postmaster at Haskell, Tex., the funds re- 
ceived therefrom to be used in paying money-orders at Haskell,Tex. These 
draits were ineiosed in a letter addressed to the postmasier at Haske!!, and 
red at Washington, L.C., November 22, 1888. When this letter reached 
Haskell, Tex., it fell into the handsot M. A. Winn. assistant postmaster, an: }ic 
w.thout the knowledge of the master, opened this letter and dated, filled 
out, and forged the name of D. M. Winn to the three drafts and mailed them to 
the First National Bank at Abilene, Tex., with request to cash the drafts a: 
send money by registered letter tothe postmaster at Haskell, Tex. The dra/ts, 
being improperly indorsed, were returne | by the bank to ve properly indorsed. 
This letter fell into the hands of the assistant postmaster without the know! 
of the postmaster. 
assistant postmaster then indorsed the drafts as indicated by the ban, 
forzed the name of D. M. Winn thereto, and »ent same back to said bank to be 
cashed. The said bank then cashed the drafts and sent by registered Jet ter, as % 
first inetalimeut of the payment<, $500, addressed to the rat Haskell, 
Tex. This letter reached Haskell on Saturday night and fell into the hands o! 
A. M. Winn, assistant postmaster, who appropriated the contents to his ow" 
use and on Monday morning left for parts unknown. The remainder of the 


mo! 

flig! 

hiw 
m 


aik 


wi 


oft 
it is 
mii 
the 
wn 
tha 


ret 
bi 


bi 








tho 
ned 
bof 
ber 


er- 


rT 


“4 @ 


d 
a 


d 





1890. 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOU SE. 


ey, less $3for exchange, reached the postmaster, D. M. Winn, after the 


fight “of bis assistant, and has, with the $v0 stolen by his assistant, been by 
him accounted for to the Government. 
The inepector further says that from all the correspondence in the case and 


all | the circumstances connected with it, it appears evident to him that D. M. 


Winn, postmaster, was not in any way implicated in the forgery and had no | 


knowledge of the dishonesty of his assistant prior to the forgery. 
rhe re is an extensive correspondence on the subject furnished by the Post- 

Office Department, which the committee have had before them, but the above, 
it is believed, is a sufficient statement for the purpose of this report. The com- 
mittee are of the opinion that in view of all the facts it would be harsh upon 
the claimant to force him to sustain this loss, the result of fraud and forgery in 
which he was not connected in any culpable way,and therefore recommend 
that he be relieved by the passage or the accompanying bill. 


Mr. CANNON. Now, 
reason-——— 

Mr. LANHAM. 
pill? 

Mr. CANNON, I object to the consideration and the passage of the 
pill, for I am satisfied that no quorum would pass a bill of this kind. 
Mr. LANHAM. If you propose to object, let it be done at once. 

Mr. CANXON, Certainly, I propose to object. Nothing less than 
a quorum can pass a bill of this kind. 
The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 


STEAM FOG-SIGNAL AT LUDINGTON LIGHT STATION, MICHIGAN, 


Mr. CUTCHEON. 
of the bill (H. R. 3871) for the establishment of a steam fog-signa! at 
Ludington light station, Michigan. 

The bill was read at length for information. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the consideration of this 
bill ? 

Mr. WADE. 


Are you going to object to the consideration of the 


I object. 
ORDER OF BUSLNESS. 


Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. I move that the House do now adjourn. 
It is very evident that no bill is going to be passed here to-day. 

The question was taken ; and the Speaker announced that the noes 
seemed to have it. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. Division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 20, noes 57 

So the House refused to adjourn. 

Mr. WADE. Mr. Speaker, may I be recognized fora moment? I 
objected to the consideration of that bill. I did it for the purpose of 
getting consideration of the bill called up by the chairman of the 
Committee on Agriculture. One of the reasons given for objecting to 
that bill was that it would provoke discussion and take the time of 
the twenty-five other gentiemen who want to pass bills. 

Now, this is a bill which is general in character, one that affects the 
farming interests all over this Union; and it seems to me that these 
private bills should give way half an hou for the consideration of a 
measure that involves so much. 

Now, I do not think I would oppose this bill, but if we could take 
up that bill we could get through with it with thirty minates’ con- 
sideration. 

Mr. STRUBLE. What bill is that? 

Mr. WADE. The bill called up by the gentleman from Kansas, the | 
uniform standard for grain bill. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. 
utes, 

TheSPEAKER. Thegentleman from Missouriasks unanimous con- 
sent for the present consideration of the bill presented by the gentle- | 
man from Kansas. Is there objection? 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Illinois. I have no objection to the consideration, 
but I want it understood that I shall not atlow it to pass. { Laughter. | 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Irise toaparliamentary inquiry. 1s what 
the gentleman from Iliinois [Mr. TAYLOR] has just said technically an 
objection? [Laughter. ] 

The SPEAKER, The Chair understands, under all the circum- 
stances, that it is not, and the matter is now before the House. The 
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. WADE] is recognized. 

UNIFORM STANDARD FOR GRAIN, 

Mr. WADE, Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill (H. R. 11895) to pro- 
vide for establishing @ uniform standard for wheat, corn, oats, barley, 
and other grains, and for other purposes. 

TheSPEAKER. The bill has been read to the House. 
gentleman desire to have it read again ? 

Mr, WADE. No, sir. 

Mr. HERMANN. Mr. Speaker, | understand that the gentleman 
does not propose that there shall he more than thirty minutes’ debate 
on this bill. 

Mr. WADE. That is all. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to debate on this bill being lim- 
ited to thirty minutes? 

was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


It ought to be disposed of in ten min- 


Does the 


-_ WADE. I yield now to the gentleman from Kansas [ Mr. F'un- 
STON }. 
Mr. FUNSTON. Mr. Speaker, there has been no intention on the 


part of the Committee on Agriculture or on the part of its chairman 
XXI——673 


Mr. Speaker, I ask for the present consideration | 
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to spring any measure upon this House that is not right and prope: 
in every feature, nor is it my desire to spring any measure upon this 
body at this time which would lead to any great discussion. It wa 
my belief that this bill would e n itself, but if not, the short re 
| port that has been made certainly will. It is a well known fact, ac- 


Mr. Speaker, I must object to this for this | 


| are two boards ot trade 


knowledged by all and regretted by all who deal in grain 
grain of a fine quality is : 


, that when 
old it is almost universally sold below its 


proper grade; so that when No. 1 grain is offered in the market the 
buyer has every inducement to grade it and purchase it at a grade 
lower than it actually ought to have, for the reason that when it 
reaches the first warehouse and goes into store with the balance of the 
grain there, the first thing that is done, if the grain is found to be 
higher in quality than it was purchased for, is to inject into it an in- 


ferior article. in this way grain bought as No. 2 will stand adulter 

ation with a still lower grac de. Thus, in the first sale the farmer does 
not receive for his grain the price to which he is entitled. Secondly, 
we desire to build up a national demand for American grain, wheat, 
oats, rye. When a European desires to invest in American grain, 01 
directs such a purchase to be made, he has no assurance under the pres- 
ent system that he will receive the kind or quality of grain that he pur- 
chases. There are no two States in the Union, nor do I believe there 
, that grade grain just the same. Each has a 
standard of its own, and when the foreigner purchases American grain 
he has no certainty that he will receive what is called No. 1, No. 2, o1 
No. 3graded asordered. He has to take his chances. For that reason 


| Europeans do not want to buy American wheat. . 


| 
i 
| 


| as a standard. 


| 
| 
} 
| Mr. FUNSTON. 


Now, there is little more that can be s 
every board of trade in this country. It does not interfere with the 
bdard of trade at Chicago; it does not interfere with the grading at 
Chicago, nor with the grading at St. Louis, nor with the grading at 
New York. But in any case where a purchase is made without any 
special place of grading being mentioned, then the grade fixed by the 
United States is to govern. 

It has been suggested that this bill would involve the appointment 
of a number of inspectors. Notone. All the inspection that is to be 
made is to be made right here at the headquarters of the Secretary of 
Agriculture. Heestablishes a certain grade for wheat and other grains. 
The grain is required to weigh so much. It must also have a certain 
color, It must be perfectly clean, or must come up to whatever other 
requirements may be established, and when a purchase of grain is 
made, say in Dakota, and there is a dispute between the buyer and the 
seller, the matter may be referred to the Department of Agriculture, 
the Secretary will submit the grain to his inspectors, and the matter 
will be settled without further controversy. 

This will not cost the Government acent. It will not cost any one 
a cent except those who invoke the decision of the Secretary of Agri 
culture. Mr, Speaker, this is in close analogy with existing legisla- 
tion. We have certain grades of wool fixed in the Treasury Dey spart- 
ment. I do not know but the actual article itself is kept on file there 
In all the revenue departments there are regulations 
establishing grades for all kinds of farm products whether produced 
| here or imported. ‘There are grades established for sugar. ‘There are 
| here o established for wool. Now, all the Committee on Agriculture 
ask to-day is that you shall establish a grade for grain so that we ms ay 
have a aniversal standard acknowledged all over this country in order 
that when a merchant or miller buys a grade of wheat he may be cer- 
tain of getting it. 


4 MEMBER. 


aid for this bill. It respects 


If this bill were enacted into law, then in order fora 
iatie to protect himself under the special standard of some particulai 
State or locality, it would be necessary that that standard should be 
specified in the contract. 

Mr. FUNSTON. Yes, sir, If a man desires to purchase grain by a 
certain grading, that of C hic ‘ago, for instance, he would have to men- 
tion it in the “contract. [If none were mentioned, the United States 
grading would apply. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Would not this bill 
Agriculture a judicial officer? 

Mr. PUNSTON. No, sir. 
that he establishes the grades. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Do you propose to make his judgment con 
clusive in matters of dispute, or simply evidence? 

Mr. FUNSTON. Well, I suppose that under this bill it would be 


make the Secretary of 


It makes him an inspector to the extent 


| evidence, 


Mr. re RR, of Iowa. 
courts, I suppose ? 


There would be still the right of appeal to the 


No doubt about that. 
I wish the gentleman would state how general the 


5 


Mr. PICKLER. 
desire is among grain-producers for the passage of this bill. 

Mr. FUNSTON. The representations in favor of it have been made 
principally by the heads of the various agricultural colleges, particu- 
larly throughout the West, and some farmers, not many farmers, ar 
aware of the bill. The complaint has come from them more than from 
any other source. 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Illisois. The gentleman has stated that the boards 
of trade of various cities are in favor of this bill. Has he any evidence 
of that? 
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Mr. FUNSTON. Only this, that I have consulted with persons who 


r the principal boards of trade. 
Mr, 1 LOR, of Iinois. There are no petitions from any such 
boa ‘ 
Ir, Fl LON. No, sir; there have been no petitions either from 


boards of tradt or from farmers. 


bill has come principally in the form of personal representations of in- 


dividuals, 

Mr. ADAM I would like to ask a question, but in the first place 
I trust the gentleman will permit me to make a statement 

Mr. FUNSTON Very weil. 

Mr. ADAMS. The grades of grain as recognized by the different 
boards of trade vary somewhat, as the gentleman has stated ? 

Mr. FUNSTON. Yes, sir 

Mr. ADAMS. And the gentleman says it is desirable there should 
be a national standard ¢ 

Mr. FUNSTON, Yes, sir. 


Mr. ADAMS. Now, admittingthat to be true, why isit not prefer- 
able that the Committee on Agriculture should report a bill defining 
the different grades of grain, rather than leave it to the discretion of the 
Secretary of Agricalture to establish as many grades as he chooses? Let 
me illustrate. I am nota dealer in grain; but I presame the St. Louis 
board and the Chicago board have a small number of grades of grain. 
Now, suppose the presidents of the agricultural colleges desire the 
Secretary of Agriculture to establish eight or nine different graces. 
Would my friend from Kansas agree to that? Why should not th: 


Committee on Agricalture examine the matter and determine how | ; ee 
" | no knowledge of the bi!l until it was brought up to-day. 


many grades of grain the commerce of the United States needs and de- 
fine each one? My impression is that in Chicago, for instance, grade 
**No. 1’’ or grade ‘‘ No. 2”’ is not fixed by any official of the Chicago 
Board of Trade, but is fixed by the statutes of Illinois or hy authority 
of the statutes; and the case may be similar in St. Louis. If that is 
true, and if it is desirable that the statute law should not only limit 
the number of grades which may exist, but describe the grades, it 
seems to me the Committee on Agriculture ought to have reported a 
different bill from this. 

Mr. FUNSTON. The gentleman does not understand the bill. It 
does not make any grade arbitrary. 

Mr. ADAMS. That is what I object to. 

Mr. FUNSTON. It only establishes a national grade, which does 
not interfere with the other gradings. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. Does the statute of Illinois provide any 
other grade than that wheat shall weigh 60 pounds to the bushel? 

Mr. ADAMS. Oh, I think so, 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. I do not think there is any other grade 
established. 

Mr. ADAMS. Who establishes the grade? 

Mr. WLLLIAMS, of Ohio. The buyers establish the grade, and 
the buyers in every county where wheat is sold make a grade to suit 
themselves. Now,thatis what we want to avoid. 

Mr. ADAMS. Certainly, we want to avoid that. 

Mr. FUNSTON, The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. ADAMS] has 
asked me why the Committee on Agriculture do not introduce a bill 
establishing these different grades. 

Mr. ADAMS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. FUNSTON. I reply, simply because the Committee on Agri- 
culture has not facilities or opportunities for becoming familiar with 
this matter. That committee is not as conversant with it as the Sec- 
retary of Agriculture is and ought to be. We think it wiser to refer 
these matters to him and allow him to regulate them rather than at- 
tempt to make a regulation ourselves. 

Mr. PICKLER. ‘There is nothing compulsory in this bill? 

Mr. FUNSTON, Nothing at all. 

Mr. PICKLER. Different parties may adopt or reject these grades, 
as they please? 

Mr. FUNSTON. The gentleman is thoroughly correct; they may 
adopt or reject them, as they please. 

Mr. ADAMS. Who may do so? 

Mr. PICKLER. Anybody or everybody, as I understand. If we 
adopt these grades parties in Chicago may buy and sell by them or 
not, as they please, 

Mr. FUNSTON. Let me explain the utility of a measure of this 
kind. Suppose a dealer in France buys so many bushels of American 
wheat, described as ‘‘No, 2.’’ If we have established a standard by 
national legislation, that man knows previsely what he is to get, 
because he knows what the national standard is. If there is no na- 
tional standard, the grade of wheat which he will get as ‘* No. 2”’ will 
depend upon the locality from which it comes. 

Mr. ADAMS. The gentleman says, as I understand, that the move- 
ment in favor of this measure comes largely from the presidents of ag- 
ricultural colleges. 

Mr, FUNSTON. And also from the farmers. 

Mr. ADAMS. ‘The farmers naturally want a uniform grade; and to 
that I do not object. But the movement in favor of allowing the Sec- 
retary of Agriculture toestablish five or ten or fifteen grades of wheat— 
where does that movement come from ? 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


| 





Ihe demand for the passage of the | 


j 


i 


| 
} 


i 
| 
| 
| 
} 
i 
' 
| 


| need that much time. 





SEPTEMBER 3\), 





Mr. FUNSTON. The gentleman will observe by exgmining t! 
that the Secretary of Agriculture is to regulate these grades uy, 
sultation with the various boards of trade. 

Mr. ADAMS. Is he not to take the judgment of the pre 
the agricultural colleges ? 

Mr. FUNSTON. No; he is to consult with the boards otf 1 
establish the usages. Here is the language of the bill: 

The Secretary of Agriculture be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
as soon as may be after the enactment hereof, to establish a standard 
fying and grading grains, and aceording to such standard to detern: 
such classification and grading of wheat, corn, rye, oats, and other g 
usages of trade warrant and permit. 

The only way to ascertain the ‘‘ usages of trade ’’ is to « 
various boards of trade which have been grading wheat 
As a matter of course, the Secretary of Agriculture will b 
to consult these persons who have been making these gra 
largely be guided by their judgments or wishes, so that we may 
standard which will not be objected to and that will be uniform 

Mr. COBB. But the matter is left to his judgment, aiter a 


Mr. FUNSTON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. WADE. I now yield five minutes to the gentleman f: 
nois [Mr. TAYLOR]. 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I do not know that 


I simply desire to make a brief state: 
my views in regard to this matter. 

I see that this bill came into the House on August 29, and w 
ferred on that date to the Calendar. So it is just a month old. 


The grain market of the world is located in my district. This 
too important a measure to be railroaded through the House in 
manner. It should be duly considered by a full House with a: 
time for consideration, and I am satisiied that these great interests 
the grain men that we hear so much talk about will not suffer ma 
rially within the next sixty days. We meet here again in about sixt 
days. During that time I will look into this question, investigate t): 
matter fully, and will probably be for the bill then or some mod 
tion of it. But now I shall have to object, 

Mr. FUNSTON. Do you see any objection to the bill in its presen: 
form ? 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Illinois. Why, of course I do, serious objection. 

Mr. FUNSTON. ‘Then why do you not mention them and let us 
if wecan not put the bill in such shape as will meet your views ” 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Dlinois. Ido not desire to undertake to perfe 
a bill of this importance in so short a time. There may be some o! 
jections to it that I can not now see. Weare liable certainly to ha 
a double standard in Illinois for our grain if this passes. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Isit not provided in the Constitution i 
standards of this character shall be fixed by Congress? 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Illinois. Well, I do not want to go into the « 
stitutional argument at this time. 

Mr. PICKLER. Dolunderstand the gentleman to hold that beca 
Illinois has already adopted a standard for grain that the United Sta! 
shall not also fix one? 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Illinois. No, sir; not by any means; but sim 
that I am not prepared to support the bill now. [I think it needs v: 
mature consideration. I have had no noticeofits coming up. It v 
brought in, as I have shown, thirty days ago. If it was so importa 
as gentlemen seem to think now it should have been brought up ! 
fore, when the committee had plent# of time. 

Mr. FUNSTON. Allow me to say that we had other impor 
measures to bring in, and we brought this in as soon as we could. 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Illinois. I do not doubt the good faith of the « 
mittee, and have not questioned it. But the gentleman’s own stat 
ment is that-there were more important measures before the commit: 

Mr. FUNSTON. No, sir; I said other important measures b< 
the committee. 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Illinois. Well, if they preceded this, the co: 
mittee must have regarded them as more important. But I believe 
good faith that the gentleman and his committee were looking out 
the agricultural interests of the country. 

Mr. FUNSTON. I wish the gentleman would state his objection: 
the bill. 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Illinois. I have already stated my objections. 

Mr. FUNSTON. Name one of them. 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Illinois. Well, in the first place, it is liable 
cause a conflict in our business in Illinois by establishing a dou! 
standard of ing grain. 

Mr. FUNSTON. Does not the gentleman know that this does : 
force any standard? You can continue trade under your Chic: 
standard, if you prefer it. 

Mr. PICKLER. Ifyou havea good trade in Chicago, we will p: 
ably adopt that. 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Illinois. And this bill provides in the third s: 
tion— 

Sec.3. That from and after thirty days after such standard has been esta» 
i and such i 


lished ions and grades have been determined upon 20'! 
fixed and duly placed on record, as herein provided, such classification an‘ 
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grading hell pateionsesoue to be the standard in all interstate and foreig 
trade am commerce 


That does not say anything about the standard in Illinois. Now, 
we have a standard there already. 

Mr. FUNSTON. Why do you not finish the section ? 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Illinois. Very well; I will finish it 
n all cases where no other standard of grade is agreed upon 

That is, you must make a standard with every man you bay grain 
or must go by this standard set by the Secretary of Agricul 

Mr. PICKLER. You do that now. 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Illinois. Well, the Secretary of Agriculture i 
good farmer, I have nodoubt, but I have equal confide: 
men of the West who have spent their lifetime in the i 
think they are as competent as the Secretary of Agriculture to 
standard. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 


from 


Mr. WADE. I now yield three minutes to the gentleman from 
inet [Mr. CANNON]. 
r. CANNON. Mr.S speaker, itseems to me this bill ought to pas 


It authorises the Secretary of Agriculture to fix the standard for clas 
fying and grading grain—a uniform standard-—not only for Illinois, but 
for Missouri and Kansas and Minnesota and the whole country. 
seems to me that this is most important, for we all unde rstand th: 
complaints are constantly made in different States and different 
tions that grain of the same quality is graded differently. 

I have heard great complaint by farmers and great anmpie aint b; 
grain men and elevator men that there is no common standard 
classification of grain. It seems to me that this is as important asit is 
that the Government should fix weights and measures, 

The last section of the bill does not interfere with the grain per ople 
in my own State orin the city of Chicago, Ifthey have a ainal fication 
under State law they can still have it by contract, 
that is ample. If our people, notwithstanding that 412 grains of si! 
yer are @ legal-tender dollar, wish to make any other contract, they can 
do it, and it seems to me just as sensible to object to a standard as to 
money or as to weights and measures as it is to object to a standard 
for the classification of grain. I think my colleague is mistaken. | 


have great respect for his opinion; and I am glad to hear him say, if 


we can not get his consent so faras he is concerned to let this bill pass 
now, that he will investigate the matter between this and the coming 
together of Congress again. But I would much rather see the bill pass 
now; and if we had a quorum hereI would favor taking the steps that 
would secure the passage of the bill. 

Mr. ADAMS. Mr. Speaker, who objects to a national classification 
of grain, as my colleague intimates that some one objects? Not I, nor 
my colleague. The only objection that [ have to this bill is that it 
gives the Secretary of Agriculture a discretion which I do not know 
that I am willing to repose in him. 

Mr. CANNON, If my friend will allow me. -If you are to have a 
national classification of grain ought not the discretion te be vésted in 
some Federal official ? 

Mr. ADAMS. Well, if my colleague will allow me, I understand 
the standard of grain in different States is fixed by public authority in 
those States. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. 

Mr. ADAMS. 
form standard. 


By local law. 
I agree that the farmers of this country want a uni- 
I desire a uniform standard; 


It seems to me that | 
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| form standard, and if that varies trom the Chicago standard, then I 
| should be in favor ot abandoning the Chicago standard altogether; f 
i can see the advantage of one uniform national stand All] 
1owever, is that before x for t 1 I should like t e 
information and for the i: ation t pt 
grain which constitutes l ! of t é r 1 in 
yther board of trade, i 
ficult 
Mr. LI : ~ 
te Init nd a ) i 
proper shape than » A 
Mr. ADAMS No, si ¥ a g ) 
\criculture, having these 4 
or regulations, if they are 1 ut al ’ ves 
tatives Oi the farmers ol the coun < 
1 as the Secretary of Agriculture cou 
FARQUHAR, Will the gen i 
uct that the rain ( le yr 
erence in seaso! 
Mr. ADAMS. I an not familia 
‘ir. FARQUHAR. Isnotthe it a that ey 
| diffi st thing for one of trade to get 1 tw stoa 
And those who are experts in inspection are often f ond 1 
| bilities of any man in the Agricultural Department 
Mr PIC KLI That is just what we complain of, that the 
1 rs change th e grade every year to suit themselves 
Mr. FARQUHAR, The grain-buyers in the country districts ta 
the grain just exactly as they find it, but wet seasons o Loe seasons 
make all the differenceinthe world. In inspecti yn annually i in thed 
ferent boards of ined the inspectors who are experts are expect ed to 
gauge or make the grades that come into the different markets, 
Mr. FUNSTON. Will the gentleman allow me a question ? 
Mr. FARQUHAR. Another difficulty. You can, if you wish, es- 
tablish a national grade. You can keep the samples here or in dif- 


but before I vest this dis- | 


cretion in one officer of the Government I would be glad to see the | 


statutes of the States or the regulations of those States by which th« 

difterent grades of grain are created. Now, my colleague says it is a 

question of weights and measures. It is nothing of the kind, with all 

respect to him. It is a question of color and cleanness and plumpn 

of the kernel, 
Mr. CANNON. 

resent me. 


1@ | 


My colleague, I know, does not intend to misrep- | 
I said that the same authority that fixes weights and | 


measures might well be authorized to fix a standard for the classi- | 


fication of grain. 

Mr. ADAMS. 
merce among the several States and between the United States and for- 
eign countries, and it has not any connection whatever with the p 
to fix weights and measures. 

Mr. CANNON. ‘There is as much reason, though 
other. 

Mr. ADAMS. Lagree that there should bea uniform standard; but 
I can see no reason for vesting this authority in the Secretary of Agri 
culture, I should like to see the description of Chicago No. 1 wheat 
and St. Louis No. 1 wheat and adopt, if possible, a compromise, or 
adopt the best standard; and I should think the same course ought to 
be taken with reterence to the other grades of grain. 

I do not know what these gentlemen who have urged this bill in the 
beginning think about the proper number of grades of wheat, and | 
think that this House and the farmers of the country, as well as the 
grain buyers and sellers of the country, might have some judgment o on 
that point. Now, I want to say to my friend from Kansas { Mr. F' 
STON ], the chairman of this committee, that I do not for one moment 


tor one as 10! 


Simply as an incident to the power to regulate com- | 


ferent parts of the country, but when you come to buy from first hands 
who inspects? The man who buys and the man who sells; and it is 
a matter of negotiation between the two. One will claim it is No, 1 
red; another says it is off No. 1. He says: ‘“‘I will give you a dollar 
and ten.’’ The other says: ‘‘Give me a dollar and twelve;’’ and so 
the deal is made. 


Mr. PICKLER. Suppose they had samples of the national l 
ard ? 

Mr. FARQUHAR. But they would not have 

Mr. ADAMS. That would be impossible. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. You might have a grade of No. 1 red established 


this year, but when you came to put the thing into practice, if there was 


wet season in Minnesota, the wheat would not turn out No. 1 red 
by the standard of this year. 
Mr. PICKLER. 3ut it would come in some one of the grades. 


Mr. FUNSTON. Dees the gentleman mean to s 
changes every year according to the season ? 

Mr. FARQUHAR. I say the standard of quality varies 
seasons, and unless you can regulate the seasons you can not 
the grades arbitrarily. 


ay that the grade 


with the 
regulate 


Mr. FUNSTON. When the No. 2 grade is estab! <l why is not 
that No. 2 grade regardless of the season ? 
Mr. FARQUHAR. I agree with the gentleman from Chicago [M 








ADAMS] that there would probably be something gained if this c 1 
be done, but I am talking about the practical difficulties that I kn 
ot as a commercial editor. I have seen all these diftic es, 

Mr. WADE Mr. Speaker, I called up this bill for the purpose « 
having it discussed. Inasmuch as the gentleman from | is M 
TAYLOR] says if the bill is put on its passage he will call for a que 1 
and as there is no quorum present in the House, I wit vy the b 

Mr. PICKLER, I object to the withdrawal of the l 

Mr. WADE. I withdraw my objection to the considerat of the 
bill called up by the gentleman from Michigan [{ Mr. ¢ 

ir. PICKLER. A parliamentary inquiry, Mr. Speaker. 
rhe SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will é 
. PICKLER. Mr. Speaker, this bill is before t lo and I 
want to knowif it can be withdrawn against the objection of m¢ 
bers. I object to its being withd 1, be e this b entitled t 
| consideration as much ny other llo 16 Cal 

Mr. HOOK] 1 } that it will be withdrawn. | 
dently going to provoke ul I l co t 

Mr.CUTCHEON. Mr. Speaker, the gent ta 
that he withdraws his obi yn to the bill I \ 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGI Ir. eal not tl for una 
mous consent to consider this bill i} rin the nature of a 
rule, just the same a l the | uesti 
ordered, and does not that, t oI te pow 
the mover of the bill to withdraw 

Mr. HOOKER. I make the point that the objection came t a 


object toa uniform standard of grain, and if we can establish a uni- | 


The SPEAKER pro t 
the point made by the vent 


Mr. PICKLER. Mr. 


The Chair will 
leman from Kentuck 
Speaker, against |! 


npore, examine the rule on 


ly own conviction, unde? 
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pressure from members, I will withdraw my objection to the with- 
drawal of the bill. oo 
Mr. CUTCHEON. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Missouri with- 
draws his objection to the bill which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 
TIMOTHY HENNESSY. 
Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. lIask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill (S. 3521) for the reliet of Timothy Hennessy. 
Che bill was read, as follows: 





Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to pay unto the said Timothy Hennessy the three 
mouths’ pay, proper, as major of Fifth Pennsylvania Cavalry Vulunteers, under 
the provisions of the said act of March 3, 1465. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER .pro tempore. Is it in relation to the pending bill ? 

Mr. CUTCHEON. When the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. WADE] 
interposed an objection to the bill which I sent to the Clerk’s desk and 
stated that his purpose was to gain consideration of the agricultural 
bill, did not my motion remain on the table? When he withdrew his 
objection, as he did some time ago when he recalled the agricultural 
bill, did not that restore the bil! that I sent to the Clerk’s desk? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It does not when the proceeding is by 
unanimous consent. Unless a request for unanimous consent for the 
consideration ot a bill sent to the Clerk’s desk is entertained the mat- 
ter has no place before the House, and when objection was made it lett 
the bill of the gentleman just the same as if it had not been called up. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I think it is now before the Honse. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
man from Michigan will perceive that he could not present a bill, ask 
for unanimous consent for its consideration, then some gentleman ob- 
ject for the sake of getting up another bill, and then after it had been 
considered te withdraw his objection and let the bill which had first 
been ubjected to come up again. That would be giving to one gentle- 
man the control of recognitions, which rests exclusively in the Chair. 

Is there objection to the present consideration of the bill sent up by 
the gentleman from Kentucky, which has just been read? The Chair 
hears none. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 
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The Chair will state that the gentle- | 


| passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider he laid on t 








enter the name of Marcellus Pettitt upon the muster-rolls of Com) 
Twenty-first Missouri Infantry Volunteers, from the 23d day of Janus 
to the L0th day of February, 1462, the latter date being the date of his de; 
his muster having been prevented by his fatal illness. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consider; 
the bill? The Chair hears none. 

‘Theamendment recommended by the committee was read, a 

In line 6 strike out “ 23d day of January’’ and insert * Ist day of F; 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bili as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third ; 
and being engrossed, it wasaccordingly read the third time, and 

Mr. LACEY moved to reconsider the vote by which the | 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be lai 
table. , 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

BRIDGES ACROSS ENGLISH BAYOU AND CALCASIEU RI) 


Mr. PRICE. 


Company, of Lake Charles, La., to construct and maintain 
across English Bayou and Calcasieu River. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the bill. 

Mr. PRICE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unavimous consent to < 
with the reading of the bill, as it is an ordinary bridge bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Louisiana says that 1) 
bridge bill in ordinary form, and asks unanimous censent to (i 
with the reading of the bill, Is there objection? The Chair hear: 
Is there objection to the consideration of the bill? The Chai: 
none. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read 
lows: 

In section 1, line 15, strike out the words “ for compensation” and 


following: “And such corporation may charge and receive such reas: 


tolis therefor as may be provided from time to time by the Secretary of 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third rea 


I ask unanimous consent for the present conside:. 
of the bill (H. R. 9852) to authorize the Lake Charles Road ani | 
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and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and p.ixse: 


Mr. PRICE moved to reconsider the vote by which the bi 


Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, moved to reconsider the vote by which the | table. 


bill was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


SOPHIA WENZEL. 


Mr. CALDWELL. I call up for present consideration the bill (1H. 
R. 12123) granting a pension to Sophia Wenzel. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be,and he hereby is, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-rolls, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Sophia Wenzel, widow of John 
Wenzel, of Company F, Seventh United States Infantry, in the Florida war, at 
the rate of $12 per month 


The SPEAKER, Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the bill? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Is there a report from the committee? 

Mr. CALDWELL. Yes, sir; there is a unanimous report. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. CALDWELL moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
was passed: and also moved that the motion to reconsider be Iaid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


WOMAN SUFFRAGE, 


Mr, CLANCY obtained unanimous consent to have read and printed 
in the Recorp the following memorial; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed: 


To the Senate and House of Representatives in Congress assembled : 

We, workingmen of Brooklyn, respeotfully request your honorable bodies to 
pass the joint resolution proposing an amendment to the National Constitu- 
tion securing to women of the United States the exercise of the rights of suf- 
frage on equal terms with men. 

As citizens of the United States we believe that it is mockery to call this na- 
tion a Republic while one-half of the citizens are excluded from all voice in 
the Government; as thinkers we hold that the elevation and enfranchisement 
of women is essential to the development of the race; as workingmen we 
assert that only by equal political rights can women secure equal pay with 
men for equal work, 

The Local Assembly 1562, Knights of Labor Union, of the city of Brooklyn 
and State of New York, a union numbering 61 members, at a regular meeting 
thereof, approved of the above potition and directed the secretary of said union 
to certify to this fact under seal, 

In witness whereof, I, Robert C. Utess, secretary of said union, do this 26th 
coy < September, in the year 1890, append my official signature and the seal 
of said union, 

femal ROBERT C. UTESS, 

Secretary, 277 Smith Street, Brooklyn, N.Y. 


MARCELLUS PETTITT, 


Mr. LACEY. lask unanimous consent for the consideration of the 
bill (H. R. 11766) to correct the military record of Marcellus Pettitt. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War is empowered and directed to 


The latter motion was agreed to. 
HENRY CLAY AND OTHERS. 
Mr. RANDALL. 


schooner Franklin, of New Bedford, Mass. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby. : 


Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill (H. R. 2617) fo: 
relief of Henry Clay and others, owners and crew of the wh 


a 


f 


thorized to pay, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriate: 


to Henry Clay,of New Bedford, Mass.,agentand managing owner ofthc \ 


ing schooner Franklin, New Bedford, the sum of $3,500, thatsum being tlic es: 


mated loss to the owners, captain, and crew of the schooner Franklin in re-: 


ing the passengers and crew, — rsons, after they had aband 


sea the burning steamer Lorenzo 


Baker, of Boston, and conveying | 


safely to New Bedford, thereby causing the schooner to leave her criis 


grounds and break up her voyage. 


Src.2. That one-third of the sum appropriated by this act shall be paid to | 
captain and crew of the Franklin, according to the estimated amount of 


would have been their respective shares of the catch. 


Mr. HOLMAN. I ask that the report be read. 
The report (by Mr. LAIDLAW) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 2617) fo 
relief of Henry Clay and others, owners and crew of the whaling schoo 
Franklin, of New Bedford, Mass., have considered the same and respect!): 


submit the following re 


rt: 
The schooner Franklio left New Bedford on a whaling voyage in the At!a:- 


tic Ocean. She was prosecuting that voy 


in the morning a glare o 
I 


" when, on the 15th of July, |» 
being then on her —— und and meeting with success, at about 2 0'«!» 
fight was discovered in the sky a long distance 0! 


t was then blowing quitea gale. The captain, realizing at once that it was 


ship on fire, made sail and stood for the burning vessel. 


At da light great volumes of smoke appeared, and about 10 o'clock the Frar 
the spot, where thev found that a vessel had been burned, and «i: 


lin reac 
covered six or seven men floating on aspar alon 


de the burning ship « 


quite exhausted. They were taken on board of the Franklin, and in twent) 


minutes from that time the vessel sank, havi 


discovered one, and 


been burned to the water's 
edge. Men were put at the masthead to look for any life-boates, and fina 

roceeded to her, and finding that she had been 01+: 
turned by the waves they took sixteen men from off her bottom. Later on | 


ev 


found a smaller boat with the balance of the passengers and crew, making ‘!\¢ 


whole number rescued twenty-five. 


The Franklin then had about 175 barrels of empty casks; and, with her )) 
t for this unforeseen even! 
able to cruise with so many extra people on board, she starte:! «! 
once for the a. mores to find some vessel that she could put them on |oar! 

m any she had to proceed cx her voyage, and la: 


pects of taking whales, would have filled them 
Not bei 


of; but not meeting wit 
them safely on our shores. 


Cones near the Franklin at the same time was another vessel, ownc: 
ord, which did not see this burning ship, but proceeded in catc!: 


New Bed 


4 


whales and came home with a full cargo. The smallest value that the ower 


could place on the 175 barrels of sperm-oil that they had 


good reason to tl 
would have been taken could they have remained on tne ground is $3,590, » 


that is the amount that they claim in remuneration for having saved this !ar: 


number of lives. 


Your committee, after a careful review of the facts, are of the opinion t).' 


the claim made by the owners and crew of the Franklin is a just, fair, and 


‘e, and if 


sonable one. These men had every right to expect a su I vo. 


it were not for the humane act which led to their return from their cruise, 01! « 


the valueclaimed in the bill would in all probability have been secured. 


There are many precedents warranting a much larger return for an act 


6 


7 





1890. 











this, and your committee believe that the passage of the bill will not only be a 


just and proper recognition of the act, but will be an encouragement to others | 


to leave their pursuit to rescue life with the certainty thatthe same will be ap- 
preciated and a proper return made. : : 

The bill is reported back with the recommendation that it do pass 

Mr. HOLMAN. What is the amount involved in this bill? 

Mr. RANDALL. Thirty-five hundred dollars. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Mr. Speaker, I wish the gentleman from 
Massachusetts would state upon what principle it is claimed that the 
(United States ought to pay the officers, owners, and crew of this vessel. 

Mr. RANDALL. There are a great many precedents, cases where a 
larger amount has been paid under like conditions. It is the under- 
standing of captains that when they leave their crews and abandon all 
prospect of success in their calling for the time being in order to save 
life their services will be recognized, and such action ought to be rec- 
ognized and awarded by the Government. Besides, there are peculiar 
features connected with the whaling business. 
man is paid by the year or by the month. 
on shares. Their reward depends upon their success, and to catch 
whales they have to go upon the feeding grounds of the whale. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. The gentleman does not think, I suppose, 
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In that business no | 
The captain and the men go | 


that this captain and his crew would have allowed these men to be | 


drowned or burned if he had not believed that we would make good 
their loss? 


Mr. RANDALL. Certainly not. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Thenit is not for saving the lives that we 
are to pay them. 
Mr. RANDALL. No; but I think such conduct ought to be recog- 


nized by the Government, and, as I have said, there are many prece- 
dents wheresuch appropriations have been made to quite large amounts. 
Only the other day a bill was passed appropriating $138, 0U0 for a like 
purpose. I hope this bill will pass. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and it 
was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. RANDALL moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


DANIEL C. TREWHITT. 


Mr. EVANS. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill 
relief of Daniel C. Trewhitt. 
The bill was read, as tollows: 


Beit enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, au 
thorized and directed to pav to Daniel C. Trewhitt, late captain and assistant 
adjutant-general, Twenty-iifth Brigade, Seventh Division, Army of the Ohio, out 
of any money in the Tre ot otherwise appropriated, the pay and allow- 
ances of a captain of cavalry from the 15th day of March, 1862, to the Ist day of 
August, 1862. 

Sec.2. Thatthe Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed 
to amend the record of the said captain and assistant adjutant-general, Daniel 
©. Trewhitt, aad to muster him asa captain of cavalry, to date from March 15, 
1862, the date upon which he entered upon duty. 


Mr. COBB. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the reading of the report. 
The report (by Mr, OSBORNE) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom wasreferred the bill (IH. R. 764! 
for the relief of Daniel C. Trewhitt, of Chattanooga, Tenn., having consider: 
the same, respectfully report: 

The claimant DVa..iel C. Trewhitt, did the duty and performed the services of 
assistant adjutant-general of volunteers with the rank of captain from March 
14, 1862, to July 5, 1562, before he was in a position wherein he could quality as 
such officer. The facts are fully set forth in the report from the War Depart- 
ment hereto annexed. 

Your committee recommend that the bill be amended by strik 
ond section, as no muster of such officer is or could be required 

Your committee believe that the bill isa meritorious one, as Captain Trewhitt 
performed the duty on the staff of General Spears and has not been paid. They 
recommend the passage of the bill. F 


H. R. 7641) for the 


isury 


1g out the se 


WaR DEPARTMENT, ADJUTANT-GENERAL'S OFfFice, 
Washington, May 20, 1890. 


Sim: I have the honor to return herewith House bill 7641, for the relief of 


Daniel C. Trewhitt, etc., which has been referred to the Department by the 
House Committee on Military Affairs. The bill provides forthe payment tothe 
said Trewhitt the pay and allowances of a captain and assistant adjutant-gen- 
eral (that is,the pay of a captain of cavalry) from March 15 to August |}, 1562, 
and directs the Secretary of War to amend his record ‘and to mu-t« 
captain of cavairy,’’ to date from March 15, L382, ete. 

te appears from the records that Danie! C. Trewhitt was mustered in as lieu- 


him as a 


1 | 
a 


tenant-colonel Second East Tennessee Infantry in September, 156i, and that he | 


resigned as such March 14,1862. Hewas nominated to the Senate June 13, 1882, 
for appointment as assistant adjutant-ceneral of volunteers with the rank of 
captain, was confirmed June 30, i862, and was commissioned accordingly by the 
President July 3, 1862, to rank from June 30, 1862, and received and accepted the 
commission August 2, 1862. 

No papers or recommendations upon which the nomination was made are 
found on file or ot record, but it was ordered, presumably, at the request of 
Brig. Gen. James G. Spears, who at that time was commanding a brigade in the 
Army of the Ohio, and for whose command the appointment was made. In 
his letter of August 2, 1862. accepting his appointment, Captain Trewhitt stated 
that he “had been in the United States service from %h August, 1561,”"" and 
added: “I have reported as ordered to Brig. Gen. James G. Spears. command- 


ing Twenty-fifth Brigade, Army of the Ohio, for whom I have been acting since | 


14th March, 1s62.” 

There are no returns of this brigade on file, covering the period March to 
August, | 
all during this period. An examination, however, of the order books of the 
Twenty-filth Brigade, Army of the Ohio, found among the records of that army 
sent to this office after the war, shows that Captain Trewhitt signed a number 


2, nor does it appear that Captain Trewhitt repurted to this office at | 
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August, 1862. It also appears of record that in March, 1863, the Hon. Horace 
Maynard presented to the War Department a petition and papers from Captain 
Trewhitt, askingan appropriation t »pay the members of the staif of Genera 
Spears, and that these pa \ * returned to Mr. Maynard with the sugwes 
tion that they be presented to Co 4s 

Upon inquiry of th > ait freasury Depa ent, that officer reports 
that Captain Trewhitt as last ; i as itenant second Tennessee 
Volunteers to include March 14,18 u st paid as ind as t ad- 
jutant-general of volunteers from and in« ling July 5, 862. Betw 1 thes 
dates Captain Trewhitt ha ylegal appoin i rcommission in the United 
States military serv auc hie e could not be legally _ Chere wa » law 
or regulation authorizing him to enter duty as captain and assistant itant 
general, nor any hority fo a n j , I 
in advance of his appointment by the I’: le 

The evidence of record, however to show y 
Captain Trewhitt did actually do duty in the capacity of assistan i gen- 
eral in General Speas’s command during the } od in question e has 

| therefore an equitable claim for pay It is accordingly suggested t i 
| in this case be so amended as to allow him pay i allowances of a ca; und 
assistant adjutant-general from March 15 to July 4, 1882, inclusive $a 
ready received pay ‘rom July 5, 1862), and toomitthe la etior ect r the 
Secretary of Warto ‘‘ muster him as a captain Va e from M hl 

62,” for the reason that the office of captain refe ito tor " . was 

led by the process of mustering it could have lin no ot way 
than by appointment of the Pr« ind tha t 1ot illed as early 
as March 15, 1892, there is no I f i 
person as of that date 

Very respectfully, y ‘ l t servant 
C. McK EE\ 
‘ dctjut ( 

The SECRETA War 
To ti and House fR 

Your petitioner, Daniel C. Trewhitt, a citiz f llam a ( inty ‘ 
respectfully shows that on the Lith day of March, I at Barbouraville, K h 
was appointed assistant adjutani-g ralon t staf Brig. Gen. James G 

( Spears, then comman e Twe 5 th Brigade venth D ) Ar t} 
Ohio 

He immediately entered upon the d harge « s of 
continued therein until in the yea Sf 

His appointment was duly forwa to the Pres t t ne ca 
or informality he did not receive his commission t \ at Cun 

| berland Gap, Kentucky. His recollection is that his sl appointment 
simply approved by the President in April, 1862, and returned to him and su 
sequently returned to be acted on the Senate, by wh body being co 
| firmed a commission was duly issued, dated, as he now r embers,on or abou 
| the 2d day of August, [8652 
Subsequently, at or near Carthage, in ness ig our march to Cartl 
age, ‘Tenn., in 1863, his commiss snd many other v ‘ papers were lost 
i as he believes. He states that he ee i his first pay as such captain and 
assistant adjutant-zeneral at Cumber id Gap, Kentucky, as now recollected, in 
)} August or September, 1562, and was on! paid from dat 11s Commission 
which he now remembers was 2d of August, 1862 

Ife respectfully requests the passage of an act authorizing him to receive pay 
for the services actually performed from 15th March, i362, tothe d of hiscom 
mission, which will be shown by reference tothe War Dep rent 

He respectfully asks this, not as a charity, but as sim; justice and pro; 
compensation for services actually performed by him and many othe sin 

| larly situated, who had not advantages of remaining at their homes to make 
necessary preparation for a sudden change from the ord ry avocations of life 
but were forced suddenly from the civic duties of ind required at eto 
perform duties and assume responsibilities to which ey were ulter strangers 
i and consequently he insists should not be held ‘ rict requirements ay 
plicable to parties more happily situated, 
( rREWHITI 
STATE OF TENNESSEE, Hamil ( 

Personally appeared Hon. D.C. Trewhitt, the regoiog petitioner, and made 
oath that the facts stated in the foregoing petition true to the best of his 
knowledge, information and belie ir yl 

D.C. TREWHITT 

Sworn to and subscribed before me Octol LSS9 

EAI FI D> i ERNIEI 
} T A 
STare or Tennessee, Hai af ' 

I, L. M. Clark, clerk of th rid lo 
Fr. de Tavernier, esq., whoseg ture app rst { re y 
cate, is now, and was atthet wth Ame, a ut ry justi ‘ 
peace in and for said county and State aforesuid, duly elected, comm ) ! 
and qualified according to law, and that full faith and credit sh i 
his official acts as such 

Witness my hand and al of said court at of utiano« 
of February, 1890 

SEAT M 4 
STAT! Tennessee, Ha 

Pers ly appeared James R. Edw l 1d 
that he is a citizen of Chattanooga, Tenon.. which iis po I ul rat 

y-two years of age; that he has heard re ith tion of Ti I), « 
for remuster and pay for services a t adjutant of 
Twenty-fifth Brigade. Seventh Division, Army of t buio, fron Ma 
1862, to August 1862, or date of his muster in, a ‘ fica 
states that he joined said command in early part i ip. ¢ 
Trewhitt was then the adjutant-gener of said | i 
duties of said pos.tio t continued 50 f 
axa my ' 

Sworn to and sub di f 1,1 

SEAL. I ) TAY I 
STATE or Texnessec, I 

I,L M. Clark, clerk of th ity f >h th 
Fr. de Tavernier, esq., se genu signatu to t f 
tifleate, is now, and sat thet 12 of Z ig t ‘ \ 
peace in and for said « t rnd State af said ily « ted 
and qualified according aw, and that full faita and credit ) 
his official a AS 

Witness my | i l lof s ‘ rt at office 
of February, | 

SEAL.) L. M. CLAI 


of orders issued by Genera! Spears from April 15, 1962 (earliest on file), to ' 


The committee recommended an amend the second 
section of the bill. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


ment striking ou 
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The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

Mr. EVANS moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill as 
amended was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

J. 8, 0.4. GREER AND OTHERS. 

Mr. HOOKER. Mr. Speaker, I call up House resolution, Mis. Doc, 
No. 242. . 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the following bills (H. RB. 9636, 9639, 10627, 10367, 11038, 11220, 
11219, 11229, 8066, and 10917) for the relief of J.8.O0. G. Greer, estate of Michie 
Blackman, Norah Walsh, William MeGec, Adeline N. Larch, Suzanne B, Meul- 
lion, Antoine PD. Meullion, Anna Hunt, administratrix estate George F. Hunt, 
deceased ; John Cleary, and Joseph Gradengo, together with all accompanying 
papers, be, and the same are hereby, referred to the Court of Claims under the 
provisions of the acts of Congress commonly known as the “ Bowman act” 
and “An act to provide for the bringing of suits against the Government of the 
United States,” approved March 3, 1887. 

The SPEAKER. Thereis an amendment which the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Afierthename “ Gradengo”™ insert the following: “and the case of John A, 
Heard, of Hinds County, Mississippi, being House Report 937,” 


Mr. HOOKER. Mr. Speaker, those cases were all referred to the 
Committee on War Claims, and that committee recommend that they 
Le referred to the Court of Claims for examination, consideration, and 
report to this House. I ask the adoption of the resolution. 

The SPEAKER, Is there objection? 

Mr. KILGORE. Before I determine whether I shall object or not, 
I want to inquire whether the committee has not the authority under 
the Bowman act to refer theseclaims to the Court of Claims, and there- 
fore whether it is not unnecessary to pass this resolution. 

Mr. HOOKER. I think not. The committee thought it necessary 
to pass the resolution, and therefore they reported it. 

Mr. KILGORE. Does not the resolution undertake to remove the 
bar of limitation and give a cause of action where none now exists? 

Mr. HOOKER. Notatall. All the cases have been considered by 
that committee, and they think them proper cases to go to the Court 
of Claims for examination and report. 

Mr. CANNON. I think the gentleman trom Texas [Mr. K1rGore] 
is right. My recollection of the Bowman act is that under it any com- 
mittee of the House or Senate can refer a case to the Court of Claims. 

Mr. HOOKER. That may be so, but whether the committee could 
refer it or not, there is no harm in the adoption of the resolution by the 
House. If the committee can do it they are simply the agents of the 
Honse, and it gives the matter no greater dignity for the House to do 
it than for the committee to do it. 

Mr. KILGORE. But in doing such things we frequently remove 
the bar of limitation. 

Mr. HOOKER. I do not think so. Ido not think there isanything 
ot that kind in this case. The resolution says nothing about that, and 
the court will have to consider the cases under the law as they find the 
law to be. ee 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, I notice that the name of John A. 
Heard is included there. Is there a man named I. N. Baker connected 
with that claim? 

Mr. HOOKER. Ido not think so. This is a claim for the relief of 
John A. Heard, of Hinds County, Mississippi. 

Mr. KILGORE. What amount is involved in these claims ? 

Mr. HOOKER. Ido not know the amount. That depends upon 
what the court finds. I ask for the adoption of the resolution. It 
simply refers these cases to the court for examination, inquiry, and re- 
port, 

Mr. KILGORE. 
not object. 

Mr. HOOKER. I ask for a vote. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was then adopted. 


RELIEF OF SETTLERS ON PUBLIC LANDS, 


Mr. HERMANN. I ask unanimous consent for the present consid- 
eration of the public bill which I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (8. 2014) for the relief of certain settlers on the public lands ot the United 
States and to authorize the taking and filing of final proofs in certain cases. 


Be it enacted, efc., That in cases now before any of the land offices of the United 
States in which there has been oris now a vacancy in either of the offices of 
register or receiver, where the day set for hearing flual proofs came during the 
vacancy in said office, and there is no contest or protest against said claims, and 


Well, Mr. Speaker, I am opposed to it, but Ishall 


where the remaining officer has taken said proofs and reduced the same to 
writing, the same may now be passed upon by the register and receiver as if 
the same had been taken when there was no vacancy. 

Sre. 2, That hcreafter, when a vacancy shall occur in eny of the land offices 
of the United States by reason of the death, resignation, or removal of either 
the register or receiver, and the time set for taking final proofs falls within the 
vacancy thus caused, the remaining officer may proceed to take said final 


proofs, in the absence of any contest or protest, reduce the same to writing, and 
pave it on file in the office, to be considered and passed upen when the vacancy 
s filled, 


There being no objection, the House proceeded to the consideration 


a 


of the bill; which was ordered to a third reading, read the third ti; 
and passed. 


ADDITIONAL JUSTICE, SUPREME COURT OF ARIZONA. 


Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. I ask unanimous consent for the pre 
consideration of the bill (H. R. 6975) to provide for am additiona 
sociate justice for the supreme court of Arizona. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That hereafter the supreme court of the Territory o 
zona shall consist of a chief-justice and three associate justices, any th 
whom shall constitute a quorum. 

Sec. 2. That it shall be the duty of the President toappoint one additio., 
sociate justice of said supreme court in the manner now provided by law 
shall hold his office for the term of four years,and until his successo: 
pointed and qualified. 

Sec. 3. That the said Territory shall be divided into four judicial distr 
and a district court shall be held in each district by one of the justices 0! 
supreme court, at such time and place as may be prescribed by law. |. 
judge, after assignment, shail reside in the district to which he is assigne: 

Sec. 4. That the present chief-justice and his associates are hereby ves: 
with the power and authority, and they are hereby directed, tedivide said |; 
ritory into four judicial districtsand makesuch assignments of the judges pro 
vided for in the first section of this act as shall in their judgment be meet 
proper. 

Sec.5. That the said district court shall have jurisdiction, and the saw. i, 
hereby vested, to hear, try, and determine all matters and causes that the co 
of the other districts of the Territory now possess; and for such purposes (., 
terms of said court shall be held anuually, at such places within said distri 
may be designated by the ea his associates, or a majority of t): 
and grand and petit jurors shall be summoned thereon in the manner now 
quired by law. 

Sec. 6. That all offenses committed before the passage of this act sha! 
gepccemten, tried, and determined in the same manner and with the sam 
ect lepeege as to the number of judges) as if this act had not passed. 

Sec. 7. That any justice who has heard a cause from which an appeal is ta) 
is hereby prohibited from sitting in or participating in thedetermination of | 
same on appeal. 


Mr. HOLMAN. I ask for the reading of the report in this case. 
The report of the Committee on the Territories (by Mr. STRUBLE) was 
read, as follows: 


The Committee on the Territories, having had under consideration the | 
(H. R. 6975) to provide for an additional justice of the supreme court of Arizons 
and forother purposes, beg leave to report as follows : 

The bill precludes any judge from acting as a member of the supreme cou 
in any action or proceeding brought to such court by writ of error, bill of ex 
ception, or appeal from a decision, judgment, or decree rendered by him a« 
judge of the district court. The evil in this respect which this bill cures in the 
Territory, there being but three judges, has caused very great dissatisfaction 

The three judges must act in each case in the supreme court in order tha 
there may always be a majority for the decision of cases and the promulgation 
of opinions. This requires the judge of the district court to act in thesupreme 
eourtand sit in judgment on and review his own decision. This is unfair to 
the judge,and it is not unnatural that it should, in the minds of lawyers and 
interested parties, create suspicion of collusion among the judges to sustain the 
opinions of each other in the courts below. 

In the Territory of Arizona each district is as large as the State of Indiana 
and three judges were necessary in past years, when the population was sma 
and litigation light. 

These judges, in addition to their duties as supreme court judges, are calle: 
upen to try all manner of causes arising under the laws of the United States ani 
the Territory. They exercise in their respective courts the powers of common 
law judges and chancellors and exercise the jurisdiction of United States dis 
trict and circuit judges. In them (except the limited jurisdiction vested in jus 
tices of the peace and probate courts) are vested all the judicial powers of the 
Territory. 

Attorneys, witnesses, and litigants have to travel in many instances hu: 
dreds of miles to reach the judge or court, and since the judges are not allowe:! 
traveling expenses, and railroads are few and the cost of travel very high, the 
expenses of this character become a great burden to all concerned, which ca: 
in a measure be remedied by giving the Territory am additional sadge. Th 
courts in all the districts are burdened with accumulated business, it is no! 
possible to clear the dockets. The Territory is increasing rapidly in populatio 
and wealth, and the best interests of the people demand increased court faci! '- 
ties, 

In view of the f ing facts the committee recommend the passage of the 
bill, with the following amendment: At the end of section 4 add the words 
‘said districts so made to be subject, however, to future act of the Territoria| 
Assembly of said Territory.” 


Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. 
committee this bill has been reported. 

Mr. SMITH, of Arizona, From the Committee on Territories. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Bills of this class have usually 
gone to the Judiciary Committee. 

Mr. SMITH, ot Arizona. ‘This bill has also been favorably reported 
in the Senate. Every Territory except Arizona has been allowed this 
fourth judge. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from New Jersey object ? 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. No, sir; I simply wanted to know 
the channel by which the bill reached the House. 

Mr.OATES. I trust the gentleman from New Jersey will not object. 
This bill is similar to one which the Committee on the Judiciary con- 
sidered and favorably reported. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, ot New Jersey. To relieve the gentleman’s ap 
prehension, I will say that I do not object. 

There being no objection, the House proceeded to the consideration 
of the bill. 

The amendment reported by the committee, to insert at the end 0! 


I would like to know from what 


section 4 the words “said districts so made to be subject, however, to 


future act of the Territorial Assembly of said Territory,’’ was read an‘! 
to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a thir: 


18! 


time 
pass 


wis 
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time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, ard 
ssed. 

Mr. REED, of Iowa, moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


NUMBERING OF PARAGRAPHS, ETC., OF TARIFF BILL. 
Mr. McKINLEY, by unanimons consent, submitted the following 
resolution; which was read, considered, and agreed to: 


Resolved bythe House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That the Clerk 
of the House be, and he is hereby, directed to number consecutively the para- 
graphs and sections of the bill (H. R. 9416) to reduce the revenue and equalize 
duties on imports, and for other purposes, in the enrollment of said bill. 


NEW YORK, LAKE ERIE AND WESTERN RAILROAD COMPANY. 


Mr. STIVERS. lLask unanimous consent for the present considera- 
tion of the bill (S. 260) for the relief of the New York, Lake Erie and 
Western Railread Company. 

The bill was read. 

The SPEAKER, 
this bill? 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I object. 

COMPENSATION OF CENSUS ENUMERATORS. 

Mr. DUNNELL. [ask unanimous consent for the present consid- 
eration and passage of the bill which I send to the desk. The gentle- 
men who objected to this bill the other day have withdrawn their ob- 
jections, 

' The bill (H. R. 11716) to amend an act to provide for taking the 
eleventh and subsequent censuses, approved March 1, 1889, was read. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
this bill? 

Mr. McMILLIN, I ask that the report be read, subject to the right 
to object. I wish to know what the effect of the bill is. 

Mr. DUNNELL. There is no report. The consent of a majority of 
the Committee on the Eleventh Census was secured to the passage of 
this bill. The cireumstances calling for its passage are explained in a 
letter which I hold in my hand from the Census Office. I hope the 
gentleman will not make any objection. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I have great confidence in the judgment of my 
friend from Minnesota, but I would like to know the object and effect 
of the bill and what amount of additional expense will result from its 
passage. It seems that an additional expenditure is provided for. 

Mr. VAUX. The bill provides for an increase of salaries, as I un- 
derstand. 

Mr. DUNNELL. The object of the bill is to make provision for 
those enumerators of the census who, in rural portions of the country, 
were found to be receiving a very inadequate compensation. By the 
letter from the Census, Office it appears that in many of the States the 
average compensation did not exceed $1.75 a day, out of which these 
enumerators had to pay their expenses. I hope the gentleman from 
Tennessee will not object. There is no appropriation asked for. 

Mr. McMILLIN. But it necessarily creates an appropriation, and, 
for all we can see, a very considerable one. I think the effect will be 

the expenditure of a very large sum. But considering the inefficiency 
in which a part of the work at least was done, without any fault of 
the office here, I do not hesitate to say that this ought to be looked 
into a little more carefully. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. McMILLIN. For the present I object. 


BOUNTY—ORDNANCE CORPS. 

Mr. TRACEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill (H. R. 6584) for the relief of certain en- 
listed men of the Ordnance Corps, United States Army, in the matter 
of claims for bounties. 


The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the proper accounting officers of the Treasury Depart- 
ment be, and they are hereby, directed in the consideration of the claims for 
bounty heretofore filed,or which may be hereafter filed, of enlisted men of the 
Ordnance Corps, United States Army, to allow to such enlisted menof the Ord- 
nance Corps, their widows or heirs, the same bounties as have been allowed to 
other enlisted men who served in the war of the rebellion. 


The SPEAKER. 
the bill? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. 
reading of the report. 

The report (by Mr. MAIsH) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on War Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 6584) en- 
titled “A bill for relief ot certain enlisted men in the Ordnance Corps, United 
States Army, in the matter of claims for bounties,’’ submit the following report: 

The records of the War Department show the tota! number of men enlisted in 
the Ordnance Corps from 1861 to 1865 to have been73l. Of these 89 deserted and 
176 were discharged or died prior to the close of the war. The Paymaster-Gen- 
eral’s office estimates the amount that would be required to pay to all, except 
the deserters, sums equa! to those paid other enlisted men of the same dates of 
enlistment at $163,535. 

From this there would be a reduction on account of such discharges as were 
made under circumstances preventing payment of bounty; also the usual per- 
centage of cases in which claims would not be presented owing to disappearance 
of claimants and absence of heirs or legal representatives. It is believed that 


Is there objection to the present consideration of 


Reserving the right to object, I call for the 
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Is there objection to the present consideration of | hereby, established, embracing the States of North Dakota and Sout! 
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the total cost of placing these men on a footing 
volunteers would not exceed $150,000 
Your committee report back the bill and re 


There being no objection, the bil] w 


n this ar with ot 


particu 
ommend its passage. 


i3 considered and ordered to be 


engrossed and read a third time; and being engrossed, it was according] y 
read the third time, and passed 
RECONSIDERAT 
Mr. HOLMAN. I rise to submit a privileged motion. 
TheSPEAKER. The gentleman will state it 
Mr. HOLMAN. I wish to enter a motion to reconsider the vot 
yhich the bill H. R. 11391 was-passed. I refer to the bill in reg 
to Indian schools, which was before the House last nivht 
The SPEAKER. The motion will be entered. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Mr Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I call for the regular orde 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is the bill relating to the j: 
diction of the courts, the title of which the Clerk wil! read 

The Clerk read as follows 

A bill (H. R. 9014) to define and regu 
United States. 

Mr. KILGORE. My understanding about that bill 
to go to a committee. 

The SPEAKER. No, a point of order was made by the gentlem 
from Kentucky [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE]. The Chair sustains the poi: 
of order and the bill is referred to the Committee on the Judiciary 


ate the juris e courts o 


was that it wv 


FRANCIS GILMAN 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (H. R. 4258 
creasing the pension of Francis Gilman, with Senate amendment. 

The Senate amendment was read. 

Mr. PERKINS. 1 move to concurin the amendment of the 


mena 
Mr. KERR, of Iowa. What is the effect of the amendment ? 
Mr. PERKINS. The effect is to strike out two months’ pension 


which would be received under the House bill. 
The motion of Mr. PERKINS was 
ment was concurred in. 


agreed to, and the Senate amend 


ADMINISTRATION OF JUSTICE, UNITED STATES ARMY. 

‘The SPEAKER also laid before the House the Senate amend me 
to the bill (H. R. 7989) to promote the administration of justice in t 
Army, and for other purposes 

The Senate amendment was read, as 


In line 7, strike out the word “ in’ 


Mr. CUTCHEON. This is simply the correction of a clerical error 
by which either the engrossing clerk or the printer inserted the wor! 
‘*in’’? asecond time. It is not necessary to the sense of the text, bu 
on the contrary obscures it. I move to concur in the Senate amend 
ment. 

The motion was agreed to. 

ALLOTMENT LANDS IN SEVERALTY. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 3043) toamen« 
and further extend the benefits of the act approved February 8, 1829, 
entitled ‘‘An act to provide for the allotment of lands in severalty to 
Indians on the various reservations, and to extend the protection of th: 
laws of the United States over the Indians, and for other purposes 
with House amendments disagreed to by the Senate and request for a 
conference on the disagreeing votes. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The question is on insisting on the amendments of 
the House and agreeing to the conference asked by the Senate. 

The motion was agreed to. 


follows 


where it occurs the second time. 


or 


The SPEAKER. This concludes the business on the Speake 
table. 
CUSTOMS COLLECTION DISTRICT, NORTH AND SOUTH DAKOTA. 


Mr. HANSBROUGH. Me«. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent fo: 
the present consideration of the bill (S. 1568) establishing a customs 
collection district to consist of the States of North Dakota and Sont! 
Dakota, and for other purposes. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be é# enacted, ele., That a collection of customs district be, and the.sam< 


1d 


‘ 
~ 


yuth Dak 


with Pembina, in the State of North Dakota 
in the State of South Dakota. as a port of 
Sec. 2, That the collector for t 
pointed by the President, by and wit! 
and shall be paid a salary of $1,2 
The SPEAKER. 
the bill? 
Mr. McMILLIN. Let the report be 
ported by a committee of the House? 
Mr. HANSBROUGH. It bas been. 
Mr. McMILLIN. Let the 
The report (by Mr. Linb 
The Committee on Commerce, to whom was referred Senate bill 1653 
viding for the establishment of the customs collect 


South Dakota, report that said bill should pass by 
two States aforesaid are not now in a customs 


, as a portof entry, and Sioux Fa 
lelivery 
of North and South Dakota shall 


ithe advice and ' t ft 
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ine of the said proposed district—350 miles in length—is the boundary line be- 
tween the United States and the Dominion of Canada; that the interests of the 
customs service and of the people demand a more systematic and perfect in- 
spection along the line than is possible under the present arrangement in order 
that the law may be enforced and smuggling prevented and unlawful immigra- 


tion prevented, 

Mr. McMILLIN. In what collection district are these States now ? 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. They are now under the jurisdiction of the 
district of Minnesota, but properly they are not in any collection dis- 
trict. 

Mr. McMILLIN. They are under that jurisdiction? 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Sisuply ander the jurisdiction. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. And the laws enforced from tuat office? 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Yes; trom St. Paul, 400 miles away. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. You provide tor two districts here? 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. No, sir; only one district, including the two 
States. 

Mr. McMILLIN. And establish a port of delivery? 

Mr. HANSBROUGH, Yes; at Pembina. 

Mr. McMILLIN. What officials- 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. ‘There is a port of entry at Pembina, on the 
north line, and a port of delivery at Sioux Falls, in South Dakota, 
500 mites south. 

Mr. McMILLIN. What offices are provided for in the bill? 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Simply a collector, and I would say that the 
passage of this bill will make no extra expense to the Government. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. How will the second office, the port of delivery, 
be run? 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Itisoptional with the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury whether he shall appoint 

Mr. MCMILLIN, Strike out that part of it and I will have no ob- 
jection to the passage of the bill. I do not see the necessity for that, 
and it contemplates officers the nved for whom I am not able to see 
from the report. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. This is a Senate bill, and if it is amended 
now it probably will not pass during this session. 

Mr. McMILLIN. You can send it back to the Senate and have it 
disposed of 

Mr. GIF FORD. 
of delivery. 

Mr, HANSBROUGH. Sioux Falls is a city of 20,000 inhabitants. 
I hope the gentleman will not object to the establishment of a port of 
delivery. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. As there seems to be no other in either of the 
States, I shall make noobjection. I shall not object to each State hav- 
ing one. 

Mr. HHANSBROUGH. There is great necessity in Sioux Falls for 
the establishing of a port of delivery. The gentleman from Tennes- 
see withdraws his objection. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
hears none. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed, 

Mr. HANSBROUGH moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
was passed; and also moved to lay the motion to reconsider on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

FORT RANDALL MILITARY RESERVATION, SOUTH DAKOTA. 


Mr. PAYSON. Mr. Speaker, I present a report of the committee of 
conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the bill (H. 
R. 789) opening to settlement a portion of the Fort Randall military 
reservation, in South Dakota. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The committee of conterence on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 789) opening to settlement a por- 
tion of the Fort Randal! military reservation, in South Dakota, having met, after 
full and free conference have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their 
respective Houses as follows: 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate, and agree tothe same with an amendment as follows: 

Ainend the title so as to read: “An act opening to settloment a portion of the 
Fort Randa!! military reservation, in South Dakota, and to dispose of the Sisse- 
ton military reservation; *’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

Ll. E. PAYSON, 

E. J. TURNER, 

W. 8S. HOLMAN, 
Wanagers on the part of the House. 

P. B. PLUMB, 

A. 8. PADDOCK, 

8. PASCO, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 





[hope the gentleman will not object to the port 


f After a pause.] The Chair 


The statement of the House conferees was read, as follows: 


The managers on the part of the House submit the following explanation of 
the report of the committee of conference on House bill 789, opening to settle- 
ment a portion of the Fort Randall miiitary reservation, in South Dakota: 

The Senate amended the bill by adding thereto sections 2,3, and 4. 

Section 2 provides for the survey of the abandoned Fort Sisseton military 
reservation, in South Dakota, 

Section 3 grants to the State of South Dakota one section of land of the said 
Fort Sisseton military reservation,upon which the buildings used in connection 
with said fort are situated, to be used by said State as a permanent camp and 
parade ground for the militia of said State, the title to said grounds to revert to 
the United States whenever they cease to be used by said State for such pur- 
pose. 


Mr. PAYSON. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Your committee have had under consideration House bill No. 7254, t« 
the timber-culture jaw, and for other purposes, and recommend that the 
non-concur in aj Senate amendments and agree to a conference. 

Task that the House non-concur iz the Senate a 
ments and agree to the conference asked for by the Senate. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kausas. 


Mr. PAYSON. 


Mr. PAYSON. 
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Section 4 grants to said State of South Dakota the remaining porti: 
reservation as a partof the lands granted to said State under the pro, 
the act admitting said State into the Union. 


The report was adopted. 
Mr. PAYSON. 
present. 
Vth Clerk read as follows: 
A bill (H. R. 7254) to repeal the timber-culture laws, and for other ; 


Read the report. 


Mr. STOCKBRIDGE. 


Mr. CUTCHEON. 


after it is amended. 


Mr. GROSVENOR. 


The SPEAKER, 
Mr. GROSVENOR. 


man’s attention to it. 


Mr. FARQUHAR. 


order. 
Mr. STOCKBRIDGE. 


superior to the existing lock. 


Mr, HOLMAN. 


Mr. STOCKBRIDGE 
partment, 
Mr. BINGHAM. Itsimply makes available an appropriation alread) 
made by Congress. 


The SPEAKER. 
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L.. E. PAYSO” 


W.S. HOLMA: 
Managers on the part of the | 


I have another privileged report that I ; 


I would like to inquire of the x: 
man whether it is intended to come to an agreement at this session 
[ will say to the gentleman, if I may properly ¢ 
so in advance, that unless the Senate recede from their entire amend. 
ment and pass the repeal of the timber culture law as the House passe) 
it, Ho agreement will be reached at this session. 
,/The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER subsequeatly announced as conferees on the | 
the House Mr. PAysoN, Mr. PICKLER, and Mr. HOLMAN. 


AMENDMENT TO POSTAL LAWS, 


Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
the present consideration of the bill (H, R. 11527) to amend chap 
1065 of the acts ot the first session ot the Fiftieth Congress. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That chapter 1055 of the acts passed at the first session « 
the Fiftieth Congress be, and the same is hereby, amended as follows, nai 
By inserting in line 19 of said act, between the words “new’’ and ‘rewis! 
ing,”’ the words “ or improved 

Sec. 2. That this act take cffect from the date of ite passage. 


Mr. GROSVENOR. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE. 
words, 

Mr. GROSVENOR. 


Mr. Speaker, a point of order on that bill 
I will explain the effect of the act ina fi 


I want to make a point of order. 
call the gentleman’s attention to the form of the bill. 
this is a good amendment of an act passed by a former Congress, to at 
tempt here to simply insert two or three words into a former act. 
not see how a court would be able to recognize the existence of a statu 
sought to be amended in that way. 
Mr. STOCKBRIDGE. 
utes by its passage. 
Mr. GROSVENOR. 


I doubt whethe: 


The act has become one of the Revised 


That is very true, but you only insert thes 
words without stating how the act will read afterit isamended. T 
would be proper as an amendment to a pending bill, but I do not bi 
lieve you can amend an act passed by a former Cougress in that wa) 
You ought to recite the section as it will 1 


I think you ought to redraught the section. 
Mr. STOCKBRIDGE. Does the gentleman make that point of ord: 
The Chair does not think that is a point of order 
I do not know that it is, but I call the geutle- 


That is a point of law rather than a point « 


The effect of this act, I will say for the 
formation of the House, is this: The act referred to was passed in | 
Fiitieth Congress, looking to the providing of new locks for registered 
mail pouches, in order to secure the greatest safety for them. 
terms of the act the Department construed that they are only author- 
ized to accept locks which are not new merely in fact, but pew in m 
chanical design. 
As a matter of fact the Department has advertised, but has accepted 
no new lock, because none was presented which was believed to 
The effect of this amendment would 
be, in case any improvements are made on the existing lock, that a 
advertisement should be made, which would leave the matter 0; 
for any new lock manufactured. 

Is it recommended by the Postmaster-Genera! 
That is recommended by the Post-Office 1D) 


Is there objection to the consideration of the bi! ° 
The Chair hears rone. The question is on ordering the bill to be «! 
grossed for a third reading. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Betore it goes to that, Mr. Speaker, I did p:' 
understand the gentleman to say whether it was recommended by the 
Postmaster-General or not. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE. It is; and it is also reported favorably )) 





1890. 





The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE moved to reconsider the vote by which the 
pill was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


LEAVE TO SIT DURING VACATION, 


The SPEAKER laid before the House (on behalf of Mr. CANNON) the 
following resolution; which was read, considered, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Appropriations, or such subcommittee as 
they may designate, are hereby authorized to sit during the vacation for the 
purpose of considering and facilitating the business of the committee in ad- 
vance of the next regular session, to be convened at such time as the chairman 
of said committee may order. 

LEAVE TO PRINT. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House (on behalf of Mr. Mor- 
RILL) the following resolution; which was read, considered, and agreed 
to: P 

Resolved, That 25 copies of the testimony taken by the special committee to 


investigate charges against the Commissioner of Pensions be ordered to be 
printed for the use of the committee. 


JAMES M. LOWRY. 


Mr. CLEMENTS. I ask unanimous consent for the present consid- 
eration of the bill (H. R. 3449) for the relief of James M. Lowry. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, e'c., That the sum of $217.73 be, and the same is hereby, appro- 
priated, to be paid outof any money inthe Treasury not otherwise appropri- 
ated, to James M. Lowry, of Whitfield : ounty, Georgia, the same being balance 
due him for services rendered as assistant marshal in the éleventh enumerat- 
ors’ district of East Tennessee in taking the Eighth Census of the United 
States. 


The SPEAKER. 
ing amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


The gentleman from Georgia presents the follow- 


Amend by striking out the words ‘‘of Whitfield County, Georgia. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration ot 
the bill ? 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. 
bill. 


Mr. CLEMENTS. Mr. Speaker, this bill has been reported by 
the Committee on Claims in previous Congresses, and passed in the 
Forty-eighth Congress. It is simply a little balance. There was an 
appropriation made to pay all these claimants at one time in a lump 
sum; but the gentleman having this claim did not know of it until it 
was lapsed, and this is the only oneof that class, I havea letter from 
the Department which explains it fully and shows that it was due and 
is unpaid. ’ 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the bill? ‘The Chair hears none. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. CANNON, I think we may as well have the regular order. 

Several Members. Oh, no. 


Mr. CANNON, I may as well withdraw it. 
GRANT TO THE RIO GRANDE JUNCTION RAILWAY COMPANY. 


Mr. TOWNSEND, of Colorado. I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill (S. 3938) to authorize the Secretary of 
the Interior to convey to the Rio Grande Junction Railway Company 
certain lands in the State of Colorado in lieu of certain other lands in 
said State conveyed by the said company to the United States. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc,, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is,au 
thorized to convey in fee to the Rio Grande Junction Railway Company, for 
right of way and other necessary railroad purposes, a strip of land in Mesa 
County, State of Colorado, now held by the United States for school purposes 
in connection with Grand Junction Indian school, said land being described as 
follows: Beginning at a point on the Ute meridian 1,769.7 feet north of the 
southwest corner of section 18, township L south, of range 1 east of the Ute 
meridian; thence running northward along the said Ute meridian tothe north- 
west corner of the southwest quarter of said section 18; thence easterly along 
the north line of the said southwest quarter df section IStothe northeast corner 
of the said southwest quarter of section 18; thence in asoutherly direction along 
the east line of the said southwest quarter of section 15 49 feet; thence in a 
straight line and in a southwesterly direction to the place of bezinning, not to 
exceed in the aggregate 26% acres: Provided, That the said railway company 
shall first convey or cause to be conveyed to the United States in fee, which 
conveyance shall be satisfactory to the Attorney-General of the United States, 
the following-described land, in lieu of the land to be conveyed to the said 
company as herein provided: Commencing at the southeast corner of the south- 
Feat quarter of section 18, township | south, of range 1 east of the Ute meridian; 
thence running eastalong the south line of said section 13 70 rods; thence north 
80 rods, more or less, to the north line of the southwest quarter of the southeast 
quarter of said section 18; thence west 70 rods to the east line of the southwest 
quarter of said section 18; thence south 80 rods, moreor less, to the place of be- 
ginning; being the west 35 acres of the south half of the southeast quarter of 
section 18, township | south, of range | east of the Ute meridian, together with 
water rights ne thereto, inclading 22 statute inches of water from the 
Mesa County ditch, for the irr ion of said land: Provided further, That the 
said railway Surry shall build and maintain a fence along the line of railway 
next to the school lands: And provided also, That the United States reserves the 


I would like to hear a statement about the 
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unrestricted right of way for irrigat 
to said company as herein provided 


i vik 


ion purposes over said land to be conveyed 
j 

| Mr. HOLMAN. IL hope the report will be read. 

| The report (by Mr. TOWNSEND, of Colorado 


was read, as follows 
The Committee on the Public Lands, to whom w 3 


is referred Senate ! 
having had the same under consideration, make the following report 
The bill was referred by the Committee on Public Lands of the Senate to the 
honorable Secretary of the Interior; and the letters of the Hon. T. J. Morgar 
Commissioner of Indian Affairs, the Hon. Lewis A. Groff, Commissi of the 


General Land Office, and the Hon. George Chandler, Acting Secretar 
Interior, are herewith attached as a part of this report, aud it appears { 
letters that they favor said bill’with certain amendments. The an 
indicated were made by the Senate and your committee can see no objecti: 
the bill, and therefore recommend that the same do pass as it comes from t 
Senate withoutamendment. The objects of said bill are set forth in the repor 
of the Committee on Public Lands of the Senate, and the same is herewith mad 
a part of this report. 

‘The Senate report (by Mr. TELLER) is as follow 

The Committee on Public Lands, to whom was referred Senate | 
ing bad the same under consideration, make the f :llowing report 

It appears to be necessary in the construction of the Rio Grande Junction 
Railway to cross the northwest corner of the quarter-section of land on which 
the Grand Junction Indian school, in the State of Colorado, is located. It is 
proposed by this bill to exchange the land that will be cut off by the line of 
such railway from the main part of said school farm for other lands adjoining 
the school farm, and that can be reached without crossing the proposed rail- 
way track. 

For the 26.3 acres to be conveyed to the railway company the said railway 
company is to convey to the Government, for the use of said school, 35 acres 
of land which is doubtless of equal value per acre with the land to be con 
veyed to the said railway company. This exchange is approved by the De 
partment, as will be seen by the following: 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, Orrice OF INDIAN AFFAIRS 
Washington, June 3), 1890. 

Sir: I have received by Department reference for report Senate bill No. 3938, 
to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to convey to the Rio Grande June: 
tion Railway Company certain lands in tae State of Colorado, in lieu of certain 
other lands in said State conveyed by the said company tothe United States. 

The bill authorizes the ~ecretary of the Interior to convey in fee to the said 
company a strip of land not to exceed 26.3 acres to be taken from the northern 
portion of the tract of ground belonging to the Grand Junction Indian school, 
upon the condition thatthe company shall first convey to the United States in 
fee a portion of land aggregating 35 acres adjoining the southeastern portion of 
the reservation, with the water rights thereto belonging. 

It is further provided that the United States shall maintain the unre- 
stricted right of way for irrigation purposes in the land proposed to be con- 
veyed tothe company, and that the line of railway next to the school lands 
shall be securely fenced by the company. 

This bill was first referred to the General Land Office for report, but as the 
lands proposed to be conveyed by the Government are held for Indian school 
purposes, it was returned to the Department with the suggestion that a report 
should be made upon the matter by this office. 

The Commissioner of the General Land Office in his letter herewith returned 
adds, however, the following information with regard to the land proposed to 
be conveyed to the Government by the company: *Pre-emption cash entry 
No. 126, by George D. P. Whitson, made October 29, 1883, for the south half south- 
east quarter, section 14, and north half northeast quarter, section 19, township I 
south, range least, Patent has not as yet issued upon said entry.’ 

The matter of the proposed exchange of lands provided in the bill has been 
the subject of some correspondence between this office and the officials of the 
railway company, and also the superintendent of the Grand Junction Indian 
school, and after careful consideration I see no objection to the proposed ex- 
change, provided the rights of the Government are fully protected. 

I have the honor to submit for the consideration of the Department certain 
additions and amendments to the bill under consideration. 

The description of the land proposed to be conveyed to the company by the 
Government is defective, and in line 12, after the word ‘“‘one,”’ the following 
words should be inserted: “south of range 1;'’ and after the word “ east 
the words “‘of the Ute meridian,” 

In view of the statement of the Commissioner of the General Land Office, 
that no patent has ever issued for the land propose: to be conveyed to the 
United States by the company, andin order that the Government may receive 
a perfect title in case the exchange is made, the following words should be in- 
serted in line 23, after the word “‘deed:"’ ‘‘ which conveyance shall be satis 
factory to the United States Attorney-tieneral.”’ 

In my opinion the Government should not be required to fence the lands pro 
posed to be conveyed to it by the compuny, and it is therefore suggested that 
after the word “ Jands,’’ in line 40, the following words be inserted: * 
the tract of land which shall be conveyed tothe Gov« 
vided.” 

The bill is herewith returned, and I have the honor to state that if it 
amended as herein indicated I see no objection to its approval. 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant 


aud also 
rnment as herein pro 


shall be 


J. MORGAN, Commissioner. 
The SEcRETARY OF THE INTERIOR 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, GENERAL LAND OFFICER, 
Washington, D. C., June 16, 1890, 
Sir: Lam in receipt, through reference for report, of Senate bill 3938, to au- 
thorize the Secretary of the Interior to convey to the Rio Grande Junction 
Railway Company certain lands in the State of ¢ prado, in lieu of certain 
other lands in said State conveyed by the said company to the United Stat 








The lands sought to be conveyed to said company by this bill appear to be 
now held by the United States for school purposes in conne 1 with the Grand 
Junction Indian &chool. 
From inquiry, it is learned that the deeds and o apers looking to the 
pronosed transfer are all on file in the Indian O'tice lit would seem thatany 
report as to the advisability o! the transfer should be made by said office 


I might add, however, that the records of ) 
tion to the tract offered by the mpany,. described as ‘“‘being the west 55 acres 
of the south half of the southwest quarter of section 15, township 1 south, of 
range 1 east of the Ute meridian 

Pre-emption cash entry No, 126, *‘Gunnison series,"’ by George D. P. Whitson, 
made October 2), 1883. for the south one-half, southeast quurter, section 18, and 
north one-half northeast quarter, section 19, township | south, range ! east, 

Patent has not as-vet issued upon said entry. 

The bill is herewith returned. 

Very respectfully, 


this office show as follows. in rela 


LEWIS A. GROFF, Commissioner. 
The SEcrReTaARry OF THE INTERIOR. 
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DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
Washington, July 2, 1890. 
Sim: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt, by your reference, of 8. 
8938, ‘A bill to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to convey to the Rio 
Grande Junction Railway Company certain lands in the State of Colorado, in 
lieu of certain other lands in said State conveyed by the said company to the 
United States,”’ 

In response thereto I transmit herewith copies of communications from the 
©om missioner of the General Land Office and Commissioner of Indian Affairs, 
dated June l6and June 30, respectively. 

The report of the Commissioner of the General Land Office shows that a por- 
tion of the land sought to be conveyed by the railroad company is covered by 
cash entry 126, ‘* Gunnison series,” by George D. P. Whitson—not yet patented — 
but on informal inquiry at the Land Office | am advised that this case is before 
the " board of equitable adjudication "’ for confirmation. 

The Commissioner of Indian Affairs sees no objection to the proposed ex- 
change, provided the rights of the Government are fully protected. He has 
amended the bill so as to correct the description of the land, providing that the 
deed of conveyance to the United States shall be satisfactory to the Attorney- 
General, and for fencing the lands conveyed to the United States, 

The bill as amended is herewith returned. 
Very respectfully, 
GEO. CHANDLER, Acting Secretary. 


The Cmaatnman Commirres on Pusiic LANDS, 
United States Senaie. 


The committee recommend the following amendments, and that, as amended, 
it pass: 

) al Senate bill 3938 as follows: 

In line 4, section 1, strike out the words “ by patent. 

In line 12, after the word “ one,” insert “south of range 1."’ 

In said line 12, after the word “east,”’ insert “ of the Ute meridian."’ 

In line 22, after the word “ convey,” insert “ or cause to be conveyed.” 

In line 23, strike out the words “by deed” and insert “‘which conveyance 
shall be satisfactory to the Attorney-General of the United States."’ 

In line 39, strike out the word “ securely " and insert ** build and maintain." 

In line 41, strike out the word “ maintain’ and insert “ reserve.” 

Tn line 42, strike out the word ‘‘in”’ and insert the word “ over.”’ 


The SPEAKER, Is there objection to the consideration of the bill? 
The Chair hears none. 

The bill was ordered toa third reading; and it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Colorado, moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed; and also moved that the motion to recon- 
sider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

BRIDGE OVER THE TENNESSEE RIVER. 

Mr, ALLEN, of Mississippi. I ask unanimous consent for the pres 
ent consideration of the bill (H. R. 10301) to extend the time for con- 
struction of bridge over the Tennessee River. 

The bill was read at length for information. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the bill? 

Mr. KILGORE. I object. 

Mr. CANDLER, of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, I introduced that 
bill. It is simply an extension of the time. The charter has run out, 
and now they are ready to build the road. The bill is in regular form. 

Mr. KILGORE. I object, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I think the bill is a proper one and should go 
through, and I hope that the gentleman will withdraw his objection. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 


DANIEL W. PERKINS. 


Mr. BLISS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the consid- 
eration of the bill (H. R. 8846) for the relief of Daniel W. Perkins. 

The bill was read at length for information. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the consideration ? 

Mr. KILGORE. I object. 

Mr.CANNON. Regular order. 


STATISTICS OF INTERNAL COMMERCE. 


Mr. STIVERS, from the Committee on Printing, reported back the 
joint resolution (S. R. 53) authorizing the printing of the annual re- 
port of the Chief of the Bureau of Statistics on internal commerce for 
1889, 

The joint resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives, eic., That there be printed 
15,000 copies of the annual report of the Chief of the Bureau of Statistics for 
the year 1889; 5,000 copies for the use of the members of the Senate and 10,000 
copies for the use of the members of the House of Representatives; and that 
the sum of $8,284.50, or su much of the same as may be necessary to defray the 
expenses of printing such report, be aperepeaies and paid out of the money 
in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 

The joint resolution was ordered to a third reading. 

The question was taken on the passage of the joint resolution. 

Mr. KILGORE. [ask for a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 44, noes 4. 

Mr. KILGORE. There is no quorum present to do business. 

Mr. VAUX. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now adjourn. 
We can not do business without a quorum. 

The SPEAKER. The motion to adjourn is not debatable, [Laugh- 
ter. ] 

Mr. VAUX. I know it is not. 

The motion to adjourn was rejected—ayes 44, noes 48. 

Mr, BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Mr. Speaker, has it been deter- 
mined that there is no quorum present? If it has, I move a call of 
the House. 
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The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the gentleman from Texas [ \1;. 
KILGORE) made the point of no quorum. 

The SPEAKER counted the House and ascertained the presence 
97 members, 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. I move a call of the House. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Pending that I move that the House adjo 

The motion was agreed to. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Pending the announcement of the vote, 

Mr. KENNEDY, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
they had examined and found truly enrolled a joint resolution and 
of the following titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

Joint resolution (8S. R. 125) to extend the time of payment to sci 
on the public lands in certain cases; 

A bill (S. 125) for the relief of Reaney, Son & Archbold; 

A bill (8, 270) for the relief of the assignees of John Roach, dece: 

A bill (S, 728) in recognition of the merits and services of Chic! 
gineer George Wallace Melville, United States Navy, and of the « 
officers and men of the Jeannette Arctic expedition; 

A bill (8. 968) for the relief of Amos L. Allen, survivor of the firm o 
Larrabee & Allen; 

A bill (8. 1857) for the relief of Charles P. Chouteau, survivor o 
Chouteau, Harrison and Valle; 

A bill (8. 2212) relative to the Rancho Punta de la Laguna; 

A bill (S. 2916) to remit the penalties on gunboat No. 2, know 
the Petrel; 

A bill (S. 3269) for the relief of the administratrix of the estat: 
George W. Lawrence; 

A bill (S. 3532) granting a pension to Georgiana W. Vogdes; 

A bill (S. 3716) to provide for the examination of certain officers o 
the Army and to regulate promotions therein; 

A bill (S. 3952) to authorize the construction of a bridge across tlic 
Alabama River, ator near Selma, Ala., by the Selma and Cahawba Va 
ley Railroad Company; 

A bill (S. 4021) to authorize the commissioners of the Districi 
Columbia to annul and cancel the subdivision of part of square 11 
known as Cooke Park; 

A bill (S. 4081) to provide for the incorporation of trust, loan, mor! 
gage, and certain other corporations within the District of Columbia 

A bill (S. 4221) to confirm certain sales of the Kansas trust and « 
minished reserve lands in the State of Kansas; 

A bill (S. 4309) granting the right of way to the Sherman and Nort! 
western Railway Company through the Indian Territory, and for othe: 
purposes ; 

A bill (8. 4354) to refer to the Court of Claims certain claims of the 
Shawnee and Delaware Indians and the freedmen of the Cherokee Na 
tion, and for other purposes; 

A bill (8. 4395) to authorize the construction of a bridge across th 
Missouri River at some accessible point in Boone County, in the Stat: 
of Missouri; 

A bilL(S. 4396) authorizing the construction of a bridge across th: 
Osage River at some accessible point in the county of Benton, in the 
State of Missouri; 

A bill (S. 4398) giving, upon conditions and limitations therein con 
tained, the assent of the United States to certain leases of rights to mince 
coal in the Choctaw Nation; 

A bill (S. 4403) to provide an American register for the steamer Jo 
seph Oteri, Jr., of New Orleans, La. ; 

A bill (S. 4405) to authorize the construction of a bridge across the 
Missouri River at the most accessible point within 1 mile above or be- 
low the town of Quindaro, in the county of Wyandotte and State o! 
Kansas; and 

A bill (H. R. 11469) making appropriations to supply deficiencies in 
appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1890, and for prio: 
years, and for other purposes. 

The House then (at 3 o’clock and 48 minutes p. m.) adjourned. 





RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, the following resolution was intro 
duced and referred as follows: 
By Mr. OWENS, of Ohio (by request): 


Resolved, That the commissioners of the District of Columbia be requested (:: 
inform the House of resentatives as speedily as possible whether the law 
requiring the capital stock of the street railroads in said District to beassesse | 
at its fair cash value has been observed or not; tosend forthwith certified copic: 
of the annual return made under oath by the officers of said corporations as |» 
the value of their stock and the assessment for the past five years; to infor 
the House of Representatives whether the president of the Washington a: 
Georgetown Railroad Company has (or any other railroad company) been a 
lowed to change the printed oath to his return, and, if so, why; to inform t 
Haqee < Eee —- ee en enna anaes ae of © for aoee street 
ear has been collect or past m years, and, if not, why; whether any 
taxes, and, if so, what, have been assessed and collected on the cars, horses, an‘ 
other personal property of said corporations for the 
not, why not; and to send a tabulated statement 
account with said roads for the past ten years; 


to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 


twelve years, and, if 
the assessment and tax 


eh cee 


Bea eR 
















1890. 





SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 


Under cause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate bills of the following titles 
were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 

, pill (8. 1677) granting a pension to John Speech, private Company 
B, Ove hundred and twenty-first United States Colored Infantry—to | 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

A bill (S. 2047) granting a pension to Mrs. Esther J. Boone—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 2761) granting a pension to Mrs. Sarah A. Aspold—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

A bill (S. 2808) for the relief of Amos Gilbert—to the Committee on | 
Jensions. 
“a pill (S. 3258) granting a pension to Adaline L. Miller—to the Com- | 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 3438) for the relief of John K. Hummer—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 3586) for the relief of Johanna Willoth—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. | 

A bill (S. 4416) granting a pension to Thomas Richardson—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 4341) granting aright of way across Fort Assinniboine mil- 
itary reservation to the Great Northern Railway—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 











REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, reports of committees were delivered 
to the Clerk and disposed of as follows: 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
with amendment the bill of the House (H. R. 12120) to increase the 
pension of Mary Condy Ringgold, mother ot George H. Ringgold, late 
lieutenant-colonel and deputy paymaster-general, United States Army, 
accompanied by a report (No, 3228)—to the Committee of the Whole 
House. 

Mr. YODER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported with 
amendment the bill of the House (H. R. 11311) granting an increase 
of pension to Eugene A. Osborn, accompanied by a report (No, 3229)— 
to the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. VAN SCHAICK, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, reported with amendment the bill of the Senate (S. 1265) to 
provide for the purchase of a site for and the erection of a public build- 
ing at Oakland, in the State of California, accompanied by a report 
(No. 3230)—to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union. 

Mr. THOMAS, from the Committee on War Claims, reported favor- 
ably the bill ot the Senate (S. 3829) for the relief of Charles W. Cronk, 
accompanied by a report (No. 3231)—to the Committee of the Whole 
House. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, from the Committee on War Claims, re- 
ported favorably the bill of the House (H. R. 2357) for the relief of 
Mrs. Louisa Jackman and the legal representatives of Mrs. Martha 
Vaughn, accompanied by a report (No. 3232)—to the Committee of the 
Whole House. 

ADVERSE REPORT. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, an adverse report was delivered to the 
Clerk and laid on the table, as follows: 

By Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey, from the Committee on the 
Judiciary, on the bill (H. R. 10861) to amend section 3066 of the Re- 
vised Statutes of the United States, in relation to issue of warrants in 
certain cases. (Report No. 3233.) 





BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 30f Rule X XLI, a bill and a joint resolution of the fol- 
lowing titles were introduced, severally read twice, and referred as fol- 
lows: 

By Mr. WALLACE, of New York: A bill (H. R. 12188) authorizing 
refund of duties on certain goods—-to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. . 

By Mr. CUMMINGS: Joint resolution (H. Res. 234) to increase 
from 50 to 100 the number of copies of the eulogies on the late Samuel 
Sullivan Cox to be delivered to his widew—to the Committee on 
Printing. 





PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles | 


were presented and referred as indicated below: 


By Mr. GREENHALGE (by request): A bill (H. R. 12189) for the | 


relief and payment of certain moneys to the heirs and legal represent- 
atives of the late Jeremiah French—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MUDD: A bill (H. R. 12190) for the relief of the attendants 
on the insane at Hospital for the Insane in the District of Coluambia— 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 


By Mr. PEEL: A bill (H. R. 12191) for the relief of the legal repre- | 


sentatives of Calvin B. Cunningham—to the Committee on War Claims. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 12192) for the relief of William D. McBride—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. PERKINS: A bill (H. R. 12193) granting a pension to Ben 
jamin F. Brown, of Kansas—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12194) for the relief of Epbraim A. Brown, of Kan 
sas—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. TRACEY: A bill (H. R. 12195) to pension Hannah C. Reid 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WADDILL: A bill (H. R. 12196) for the 
Caldwell—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12197) tor’the relief of George Munn, of the city 
of Manchester, in the State of Virginia—to the Committee on Wat 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12198) for the relief of the estate of Alexander 
Myers, late of Henrico County, Virginia—to the Committee on Wa 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12199) to relieve Peter Tresnon from the charge 
of desertion—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 





relief of James T. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BLISS: Petition of Charles Sumner Post Woman’s Reliet 
Corps, of Sumner, Mich., praying passage of a bill granting a pension 
to Anna Ella Carrol), an army nurse—to the Committee on Invalid Pen 
sions. 

By Mr. BUCKALEW: Petition of 128 citizens of Pennsylvania for 
the passage of a national Sunday-rest law—tothe Committee on Labor 

sy Mr. CARUTH: Petition of Business Men’s Association and Ex- 
change, of Syracuse, N. Y., in favor of placing mailing boxes at rai! 
road stations—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-hoads 

By Mr. CONGER: Resolution of citizens meeting in Cooper Insti 
tute, New York, favoring the eight-hour law for postal clerks—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. McCOMAS: Petition and papers in claim of J. A. 
burg—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. PEEL: Petition of Mary Qualls, for property taken by Fed 
eral troops during the late war—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of William D. McBride, praying that his claim fo 
property taken by the Army during the late war be referred to the 
Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 


Roms 


SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, October 1, 1890. 


The Senate met at 12 o’clock m. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. @ BuTLer, D. D. 

On motion of Mr. EDMUNDS, and by unanimous consent, the read- 
ing of the Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was dispensed with. 

NOTIFICATION TO THE PRESIDENT. 
Mr. SHERMAN. 
lowing resolution 
Resolved, That a commitiee of two Senators be appointed on the part of th 
| Senate to join such committee as may be appointed by the House of Represent 
ativesto wait on the President of the United Statesand inform him that unless 
he may have any further communieation to make, the two 
ready to adjourn. 

I ask for the present consideration of the resolution. 

Mr. BLAIR. I desire before any adjournment to call up the labor 
bill which is now the unfinished business, and to ask action upon it 
I should not like to have any resolution passed which would at all in 
terfere with the disposition of that measure. 

Mr. SHERMAN. This is simply a formal resolution to cal! on th 
President to ascertain whether he has any further communication to 
make. It will not interfere with the bill the Senator has in charge. 

Mr, BLAIR. But it also contains a statement that the Senate 
ready to adjourn if the President has nothing further to communicate. 
I insist that the Senate shall consider the labor bill, and I shall, as soon 
as the proper moment arrives, move to proceed to its consideration. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Chair understand the Senat 

from New Hampshire to object to the present consideration of th 
lution ? 


I ask the consent of the Senate to submit the fol- 


Ifo ses are 1 


| Mr. BLAIR. I object to its considerati i to interfe it all 
with the consideration of the labor bill 
Mr. SHERMAN. [It wil! not interfe vith 
Mr. EDMUND: It will not ints with the ytion th 
| designs to make. 
| Mr. SHERMAN It he ordinary 
| dent. 
Mr, BLAIR. I know it is quite ordinary, but it « 
intimation that the Senate is ready to adjourn. 
| The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from New Hamps! 
| object to the present consideration of the resolution ? 
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Mr. BLAIR. I withdraw the objection on the suggestion that it will 
not interfere with the consideration of the labor bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There being no objection to the present 
consideration of the resolution, the question is on agreeing to the same. 

The resolution was agreed to; and the Vice-President appointed as the 
committee on the part of the Senate Mr. SutrMAN and Mr. HARRIS. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. COCKRELL, By request, I present a memorial of the national 
convention of representatives of the commercial bodies of the United 
States in favor of the pa-xsage of the Torrey bankrupt bill. I move 
that it be printed as a miscellaneous document, and, as the bill has 
been reported, that it lie on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HOAR. I present the petition of E. N. Hill, a citizen of the 
United States, praying for the passage of a national election law. The 
petition contains some figures, and | move that it be printed as a mis- 
cellaneous document, and that it lie on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BLAIR. I present a memorial of the Federation of Labor of the 
District of Columbia, dated October 1, 1890, addressed to the Senate, 
which is as follows: 


Whereas a law was enacted in 1868 which was intended to limit the hours of 
labor on publie work to eight hours per day, and which, if fairly interpreted 
and honestly executed, would,in the judgment of this body,so limit and regu- 
late the hours of labor of employés of the Government; and 

Whereas said law has never been enforced in accordance with its true spirit 
and intent, but, on the contrary, has been shamefully evaded and flagrantly 
violated almost continuously from the date of it« pa: e by contractors and 
executive officers or their agents in compelling or permitting laborers, work- 
men, and mechanics employed by or on behalf of the Government to work more 
than eight hours per calendar day, and is being evaded and violated at the pres- 
ent time; and 

Whereas, in compliance with the requestof the organized workingmen of the 
country, the Houseof Representatives passed a bill (H. R.9791) which, with the 
amendments recommended by this body, will remedy the defects of the origi- 
nal law and compel its enforcement: Therefore, 

Resolved, That the Federation of Labor again respectfully but very earnestly 
requests the Senateand House of Representatives to consider and pass the bill 
“ constituting eight hours a day's work for all laborers. workmen, and mechan- 
ics employed by or on behalf of the Government of the United States,” etc., 
with the amendments recommended by the Federation during the present ses- 
sion of Congress, 

Resolved, That Senator BLarr, chairman of the Committee on Education and 
Labor, be requested to present these resolutions to the Senate at the earliest pos- 
sible moment to-morrow (Wednesday) morning. 


JOSEPH K. POTTER, Secretary. 

I move that the memorial lie on the table, the bill having been re- 
ported, 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. MAN DERSON presented a petition of citizens of Wayne County, 
Nebraska, praying for the passage of Senate bill 3991, known as the 
Paddock pure-food bill; which was referred to the Committee on Agri- 
culture and Forestry. 

Mr. PADDOCK presented a petition of the Board of Trade of St. 
Joseph, Mo , praying that the drtty on beans may be reduced or alto- 
gether removed; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of the jobbers and wholesale dealers 
in groceries and provisions of Chicago, I]., a memorial of wholesale 
merchants of Providence, R. I.; a memorial of the Retail Grocers’ As- 
sociation of Brooklyn, N. Y.; a memorial of the Grocers and Importers’ 
Exchange of Philadelphia, Pa.; a memorial of the Wholesale Grocers’ 
Association of Detroit, Mich,; a memorial of the jobbers and whole- 
sale dealers in groceries and provisions, of the State of Maine, and a 
memorial of the jobbers and wholesale dealers in groceries and pro- 
visions, of Steubenville, Ohio, remonstrating against the passage ot the 
Conger lard bill; which were referred to the Committee on Agriculture 
and Forestry. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 9852) to authorize the Lake Charles Road and 
Bridge Company, of Lake Charles, La., to construct and maintain 
bridges across English Bayou and Calcasieu River, reported it with- 
out amendment, 

He also, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. 9236) granting a pension to Mrs. Margaret O’Connor, now 
Sullivan, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were referred 
the following bills, reported them severally without amendment, and 
submitted reports thereon: 


A bill (H., R, 12013) to pension John D. Bagby; 

A bill (H. R. 6356) for the relief of Martha A. Foster; 

A bill (H. R. 6635) for the relief of George Rh. Wright; 

A bill (H. R. 4728) for the relief of Henry W. Burlingame; 

A bill (H. R. 6359) tor the relief of Mrs. Charity P. Harrison; and 
A bill (IH. R. 6663) for the relief of James S. Smith. 


Mr. MANDERSON, from the Committee on Printing, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 3096) to revise the wages of certain employés in the 
Government Printing Office, submitted an adverse report thereon; which 
was agreed to, and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (H. 
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R. 8046) to revise the wages of certain employés in the Gov, 
Printing Office, reported it with an amendment, and submitted ; 
thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred 
(S. 1893) to publish the Revised Statutes, reported adversely ; 
and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

PRINTING OF ACTS 


Mr. MANDERSON. I am directed by the Committee on | 
to whom was referred the resolution submitted by the Sena: 
Kansas [Mr. INGALLS] for the printing of the silver bill and t 
trust bill, to report it with an amendment, and [ ask for its 
consideration. 

The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider 
lution; which was read, as follows: 


Ordered, That 500 copies of public act 214 and the anti-trust bill be 
for the use of the Senate. 


Mr, COCKRELL. What is public act 214? 

Mr. MANDERSON. The silver bill is the first act referred : 
move to amend the resolution by inserting,after the word ‘‘ repr 
the words ‘* in pamphlet form.’’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Five hundred copiesof each are to be p: 

Mr. MANDERSON. Five hundred of each. After the w: 
ies’’ I move to insert the word ‘ each.’’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was agreed to. 


INTERNATIONAL AMERICAN CONFERENCE, 


Mr. MANDERSON, from the Committee on Printing, to who w 
referred the concurrent resolution submitted by Mr. FRYE on th 
ultimo, reported it without amendment; and it was consid 
unanimous consent, and agreed to, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That | 
printed 10,000 extra copies of the reports of committees and discussions ther 
of the [International American Conference; 2,000 of which shall be for th: 
the Senate, 4,000 for the use of the House, and 4,000 for distribution by the su 
Department. 

PRINTING OF TARIFF LAW. 

Mr. MANDERSON, from the Committee on Printing, reported tl 
following resolution; and it was considered by unanimous consent, an 
agreed to: 

Resolved, That there be printed for the use of the Senate 10,000 copies 
tariff law of the present session and also of the tariff law of 1883, in suc 
as to show comparison between the laws, under the direction of the Con 
on Printing. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I move that the Senate proceed to the conside1 
tion of executive business. 

Mr. STEWART. Before that motion is put I desire to introd 
bill. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I withdraw the motion fora moment. T! 
some little further morning business to be transacted. 


Pe aig 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. STEWART (by request) introduced a bill (S. 4450) prescri! 
the qualifications of jurors in the Territories, and for other pur; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committe: 
Territories. 

Mr. MANDERSON introduced a bill (S. 4451) for the relief « 
Star Arms Company; which was read twice by its title, and, with t! 
accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Claims. 


ADJUSTMENT OF ACCOUNTS UNDER EIGHT-HOUR LAW. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there further morning business ” 
Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from New Ham, 

rise to morning business? 

Mr. BLAIR, I should like to ask unanimous consent to say, be! 
the motion of the Senator from Vermont is put, that the bill to which 
I ask attention is one that has been already partially, and I should 
think probably nearly wholly, considered by the Senate. The S 
adjourned last Saturday for the want of a quorum, otherwise it wou!! 
no doubt have disposed of the bill at that time. If it is to be acted 
upon it is almost absolutely essential that it shall be acted upc: 
this time, in order that there may be the opportunity of getting it 
the President. Although the motion of the Senator from Vermont 
a privileged motion, I ask him to withhold it that I may request tv 
Senate to complete the consideration of the unfinished business. 
not think it will take ten minutes, 

Mr. HARRIS. What is the pending motion? 

Mr. BLAIR. There is no motion pending, but one is about t 
submitted by the Senator from Vermont. 3 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I had made a motion for an executive session, !0 i 
withdrew it for morning business for the time being. As Senators 4! 
understand, it is extremely important to the public interests thatan 
executive session should be held. 

Mr. HARRIS. It is important, and we ought to bave an executi'¢ 
session at the earliest moment possible. 
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Mr. EDMUNDS. With great respect tomy friend from New Hamp- 
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shire, I hope he will allow us to have an executive session at this time. | 
Mr. BLAIR. Itisa privileged motion. Of course I can not object | 
to the motion; but I wish to state the circumstances aud appeal to the | 


Senator from Vermont to allow the bill to be considered. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. 
New Hampshire in passing a suitable bill of the title he names, but it 
is absolutely impossible that such a bill can become a law at this ses- 


I shall be most glad to join with my friend from 


sion, for it will have to go back to the House of Representatives, to which | 


| can oply refer in the most general way as being probably somewhat | 
l ca y 8 J t 3 


short in the number of its members. 

Mr. BLAIR. Still the Senator perhaps is laboring under a mistake 
as to the bill I refer to. He probably thinks it isthe general eight- 
hour law. Irefer to one which has been passed by the Senate in a 
former Congress, a House bill coming to us providing for the reim- 
bursement of the arrears of labor performed beyond the eight hours 
per diem. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I understand what the bill is; but it has been 
smended, or ought to be, as I saw it last, in respect of not making 
mere gifts to people who with a perfect understanding agreed to doa 
certain amount of work fora certain priceand got it. 


who under a kind of moral or other coercion had to work longer for | 


The other people, | 


the pay that was allowed for eight hours, are really entitled toconsider- | 


ation, I agree, and ought to be paid. 


Mr. BLAIR. I propose to substitute for the bill as it passed the | 
House the bill which was passed by the Senate formerly with no op- | 


position. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. The result of that of course would be a question | 
between the two Houses, and it is impossible, I am sure I can say with- 


out violating parliamentary law, that such a bill can become a law at 
this session. I must therefore insist on my motion. 
EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Vermont moves that 
the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
eration of executive business. After one hour spent in executive ses- 
sion the doors were reopened. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MCPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had agreed to the report of the 
committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 789) opening to settle- 
menta portion of the Fort Randall military reservation, in South Da- 
kota. 

TARIFF COMPILATION. 


Mr. JONES, of Nevada, from the Comufittee to Audit and Control the 
Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was referred the following 
resolution, submitted by Mr. ALDricn September 30, 1890, reported 
it without amendment: 

Ordered, That the Committee on Finance have authority to collate, index, and 


print such testimony as may be on file with the committee in connection with | 


the bill H. R. 9416, together with any other data relative to tariff matters they 
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An act (8S. 1640) granting a pension to Helen A. Beebe 

An act (S. 1705) granting a pension to Ira Manley; 

An act (S. 1706) granting a pension to John Morgan; 

An act (8. 1712) granting a pension to Cynthia A. Gudgell: 

An act (S. 1812) granting an increase of pension to Emily F. Warren 
An act (S. 1840) grauting a | n to Sallie Douglass Hartranft 
An act (S. 2212) relative to the Rancho Punta de aguna; 

An act (S. 2216) granting a p 1 to Mrs. Ant laylor; 

An act (S. 2238) granting a pension to Elizabeth Rumsey, army nurse 
An act (5S. 2560) to increase the pension of N n Monroe; 

An act (S. 2574) granting a pension to Benjamin F. Brown 

Anact (S. 2575) granting an increase of pension to Margaret Flaherty 


An act (8S. 2205) to provide for the disposal of the Old Fort Lyon and 
Fort Lyon and Pagosa Springs military reservations, in the State o 
Colorado, to actual settlers under the provisions of the homestead laws 

An act (S. 2916) to remit the penalties on gunboat No. 2, know) 
the Petrel; 

An act (8.3 

An act (S. 3 


granting a pension to Albert P. Davis; 
3 granting a pension to Amanda M. Smyth 

An act (8. 3234) granting a pension to Harriet Hamilto 

An act (S. 3269) tor the relief of the administratrix of the estale o 
George W. Lawrence; 

An act (S. 3275) granting a pension to John William Cab! 

An act (S. 3332 ing an increase of pension to Margaret | 
Pierce; 


‘ 


An act (S. 3342) granting a pension to Andrew Hopper 

An act (S, 3448) granting a pension to Clara H. MelIntire 

An act (S, 3538) granting a pension to John W. Bennett; 

An act (S. 3532) granting a pension to Georgiana W. Vogdes 
An act (S. 3543) granting a pension to Salina B. Merrick; 


13 

An act (S. 3649) granting an increase of pension to Katherine W 
Howell; 

An act (3. 3716) to provide for the examination of certain officers o 
the Army and to reguiate promotions therein; 

An act (S. 3756) for the reliet of William Elmendor!; 

An act (S. 3760) granting a pension to J. Seaton Kelso; 

An act (S. 3798) to authorize the Mobile, Jackson and Kansas City 
Railroad Company to cross certain rivers in the State of Mississippi; r 

An act (S. 3801) authorizing the use of the Louisville and Portland 
Canal basin on certain condition 

An act (S. 3816) granting a pension to Margaret D. Marchand; 

An act (S. 3895) to amend an act entitled ‘‘ An act to establish a rail- 
way bridge across the Illinois River, extending from a point within 5 
miles of Columbiana, in Greene County, to a point within 5 miles of 


| Farrowtown, in Calhoun County, in the State of Illinois,”’ approved 


may deem valuable, the expense therefor to be paid from the contingent fund | 


of the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Dvoesthe Senator from Nevada ask for the 
present consideration of the resolution ? 

Mr. JONES, of Nevada. I do. 

Mr. GORMAN. Let it go over for a few moments. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be laid over. 


PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS, 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. Prvu- | 


DEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had, on the 30th 
ultimo, approved and signed the following acts and joint resolution: 


An act (8. 160) to open abandoned military reservations in the State | 


of Nevada to homestead entry; 

An act (S. 181) for the relief of the estate of Thomas Niles, deceased: 

An act (S. 435) granting a pension to Malinda Collins; 

An act (S. 497) to provide for the sale of certain New York Indian 
lands in Kansas; 

An act (S. 573) granting an increase of pension to Mark I’. Carter; 

An act (S. 728) in recognition of the merits and services of Chief En 
gineer George Wallace Melville, United States Navy, and of the other 
officers and men of the Jeannette Arctic expedition; 

An act (8. 754) granting a pension to James Malin; 

An act (8. 768) granting a pension to Frederick H. Macke 

An act (S. 792) granting a pension to Martha J. Dodge: 

An act (S. 987) granting a pension to Mary L. Miller; 

An act (S. 1040) granting a pension to Thomas H. Wilkerson; 

An act (8. 1059) granting an increase of pension to William W. Bliss 

An act (S. 1154) to increase the pension of James Johnston; 

An act (8S, 1195) for the relief of Snowdon & Mason; 

An act (8. 1237) granting a pension to Mary E. Crimmins, widow of 
Patrick Crimmins; 

An act (S. 1468) granting a pension to Betsey Mower; 

An act /S. 1480) granting a pension to Wick Morgan; 


March 3, 1883; 

An act (S. 3948) granting a pension to Morris Leavy 

An act (S. 3952) to authorize the construction of a bridge across the 
Alabama River at or nearSelma, Ala., by the Selma and Cahawba Val- 
ley Railroad Company ; 

An act (8. 3988) granting a pension to Joseph B. Sellers; 

An act (S. 4046) granting a pension to Williaa: Norwood; 

An act (S. 4011) to authorize the Canaveral and South Florida Rail- 
road Company to construct and maintain a bridge across the Indian 
River and one across the Banana River, both in the State of Florida, 


| and to establish the same in each case as a post-road; 


An act (S. 4064) for the relief of William J. Martin; 

An act (S. 4021) to authorize the commissioners of the District of 
Columbia to annul and cancel the subdivision of part of square 112, 
known as Cooke Park; 

An act (S. 4081) to provide for the incorporation of trust, loan, mort- 
gage, and certain other corporations within the District of Columbia; 

An act (S. 4221) to confirm certain sales of the Kansas trust and 


| diminished reserve lands in the State of Kansas; 


An act (S. 4209) granting a pension to Henry W. Haley 

An act (S. 4243) granting an increase of pension to Gurden L. Wight 

An act (S. 4254) granting a pension to Eliza Wallace; 

An act (8S. 4297) to authorize the Seneca Nation of New York Indians 
to lease lands within the Cattaraugus and Allegany reservations, and 
to confirm existing leases; 

An act (S. 4309) granting the right of way to the Sherman and Nort! 
western Railway Company through the Indian Territory, and for oth 
purposes; 7 

An act (5. 4322) to authorize the construction of a bridge across the 


| Kentucky River and its tributaries by the Louisville, Covington and 


I 


Cincinnati Railway Company, the Carrollton and Louisville Railroad 
Company, and the Westport, Carrollton and Covington Railway Com 
pany, and their assigns; " 

An act (S. 4334) to authorize the building of a bridge at Dardanelle 
Ark., across the Arkansas River; 

An act (S. 4354) to refer to the Court of Claims certain claims of the 
Shawnee and Delaware Indians and the freedmen of the Cherokee Na 
tion, and for other purposes; 

An act (S. 4395) to authorize the construction of a bridge across the 
Missouri River at some accessible point in Boone County, in the State 
of Missouri; 
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An act (S. 4396) authorizing the construction of a bridge across the 
Osage River at some accessible point in the county of Benton, in the 
State of 

n act (8, 4398) giving, upon conditions and limitations therein con- 
tained, the assent of the United States to certain leases of rights to 
coal in the Choctaw Nation; 

An act 1403) to provide an American register for the 
ph Oteri, Jr., of New Orleans, La. ; 


Missouri; 


mine 


steamer Jo- 


An act 4405) to authorize the construction of a bridge across the 
Missouri River at the most accessible point within 1 mile above or 
below the town of Q lindaro, in the co inty ol WW \ sndotte, and State 
ol Kansas: a 

J t reso } ] | l ) LO BFE ler 
on t pu ands in certain case 

AND SUR 
Mr. PLUMB. I present the report of the committee of conierence 


on liouse bill 10639 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The re 
The Chief Clerk read as follows 


port will be read 


The cor f< 
thea 


May 30, 1 


on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
Hi. R. 10639) to amend section 2, act of 
after full and free « e have agreed to recom- 
] to their respective Houses as follows 
ite disagreement to the amendment of the Sen- 
© same with an 


amendment as follows; so that the bill as 


mittee of co ence 
of the Senate to the bill 

, having ict 
mend and do recommen 


That the Ho 
ate, and agree to t 


nenciments 


smmiecren 


se recede from 


amended will read 

rhat section 2399 of the Revised Statutes of the United States be amended 
so as to read 

Sec. 2399. The printed manual of surveying instructions for the survey 


of public lands of the United States and private land claims, prepared at the 
General Land Office and bearing date December 2,1889, the instructions of the 
Commissioner of the General Land Office, and the special instructions of the 
surveyor-general, when not in conflict with said printed manual, or the instruc 
tions of said Commissioner, shall be taken and deemed to be a part of every 
contract for surveying the public lands of the United States and private land 
claims,’’’ 

Amend the title so as to read: 
Statutes of the United States.’ 


“An act to amend section 2399 of the Revised 


PrP. B. PLUMB, 

J. N. DOLPH, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 

L. E. PAYSON, 

i. J. TURNER, 

W. 8. HOLMAN, 


Managers on the part of the House of Representatives. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on concurring in the re- 
port of the committee of conference. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I ask that that may be laid aside for a few mo- 
ments. I. want to look at it. 

Mr. PLUMB. I can state to the Senator that the only difference be- 
tween the law as it is proposed to be and as it is now is that that sec- 
tion of the Revised Statutes provides for making a certain manual of 
instruction prepared many years ago a part of the surveying contracts. 
It has now been superseded by another and it is deemed advisable to 
have the law in accordance with the fact. That is the only effect of 
the bill, and I am certain it can not be objected to. It was drawn in 
the Department. The only necessity for a conference grew out of the 
fact that the wrong section of the statutes was mentioned in the Sen- 
ate amendment. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That manual, this bill says, shall be taken to bea 
part of every contract, and the nature of that manual is instructions as 
to the method of survey and everything of that kind. 

Mr. PLUMB, If this bill is not passed they will have to be em- 
bodied at great length, and it is @ volume of probably 300 pages. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Is there anything in it that will give anybody 
any more land than he has now? 

Mr. PLUMB. It has nothing to do with the area of land at all. 
It simply refers to the surveys. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. AIH right. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on coneurring in the re- 
port of the conference committee. 

The report was coneurred in. 


I withdraw my request, 


MISSISSIPPI RIVER IMPROVEMENT. 


Mr. JONES, of Nevada. I ask leave tosubmitat this time the views 
of the minority of the Committee on Commerce on Senate bill 2792, 
and I ask that the usual number of copies be printed. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Is that the Mississippi River bill ? 

Mr. COCKRELL. What billis that? Let us have the title of the 
bill read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The title of the bill will be stated. 

The Curer CLerk. A bill (8. 2792) to make the Lake Borgne outlet 
and to improve the low-water channel of the Lower Mississippi River, 
and for other purposes. 

Mr. JONES, of Nevada. I ask that the usual number of copies of 
the views of the minority may be printed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That order will be made, in the absence 
of objection. 

COMMITTEE ON PRINTING. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I offer a resolution for which I ask present con- 

sideration. 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Printing, as at present const 
is hereby, authorized to sit during the coming recess. 

By unanimous gonsent, the Senate proceeded to consider th 
tion. 

Mr. COCKRELL. 
if that is the usual resolution. 

Mr. MANDERSON. That is the resolution always pass: 
end of a session for the reason that the Committee on Pri: 
charged by law with the supervision of contra 
and for that reason there 1 
occasional sitting or action by the committee as such It in 
i no charge on the contingent fund 

Mr. COCKRELL. I was under the impression that it had 
been the rule, or the practice at least, for I do not believe t) 
been any rule of the Senate on the subject, that the committe 
be continued during the recess. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Since I have been in the Senate the 
has always been to pass a resolution in the exact words of 
lution I have offered. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
lution. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


I should like to ask the Senator from 


is made by ft} 


The question is on agreeing t 


DIGEST OF CLAIMS. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Iam directed by the Committee on |: 
to report back favorably a House concurrent resolution; and I : 
its present consideration. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The resolution will be read, 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That 
printed 500 copies of the digest of claims referred by Congress to the ( 
Claims for a finding of facts under the provisions of the act approved 
1883, known as the Bowman act, now in manuscript, prepared under res 
of the House of Representatives on March 7, 1888, the same when printed 
placed in the hands of the Clerk of the House for the use of Senators and } 
bers of the House. 

3y unanimous consent, the Senate proceeded to consider the 1 
tion. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let it be again read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be again read. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I will explain this to the Senator so tha 
will be understood. Under a resolution of the House one of the 
cials of that body prepared a list of all claims that had been refi 
under the Bowman act. 

Mr. COCKRELL. By the House alone? 

Mr. MANDERSON. By the House alone; and I think there 
some five or six thousand cases that have been thus referred. As th 
matter isin manuscript it is valueless for reference, and the House | 
therefore passed this resolution to print this digest to the extent o! 
copies for the use of both Houses, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The Senate references are not included ? 

Mr. MANDERSON, ‘They are not included there. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. They ought to be. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Under the Bowman act, as itis called, acom 
tee of Congress can refer a case to the Court of Claims, or either Ho 
can refera claim. Now, as I understand it, a large number of c 
have at divers times been referred by House committees-—— 

Mr. MANDERSON. And by the House itself. 

Mr. COCKRELL. To the Court of Claims; and some have been 
ferred also, but not very numerously, by the Senate. This digest o 


| includes the claims which have been referred by the House or its « 


mittees. I think we ought to have the claims referred by the Sen 
included in it, 

Mr. MANDERSON, Thatcan very easily be reached by a resoluti 
at the next session of Congress, which will be in a very short time. 


| presume the number referred by the Senate and its committees will 


into a few hundred. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I do not think there have been a hundred cla 
referred by the Senate. It seems to nie it would be a very small matt 
to inelude those, and then we should have them all before us, 
ought to have them included, because I am getting letters occasions 
about claims, and when I go to hunt them up I find finally they ha 
been referred to the Court of Claims by the House. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Allow me to suggest to the Senator that t 
is a matter which seems to be largely a matter of detail for the Ho 
itself to determine, 

Mr. COCKRELL, 

Mr. MANDERSON, 


It is just as important to us as to the House. 
There is no trouble about our passing a Senat: 


| resolution that will reach the same matter so far as the Senate is c: 


cerned, because the expense of collating them and printing the names 
the cases would be trifling. But this expense is over $500, and the: 
iore it requires the action of both Houses, It looks to me as if it was 
a matter that concerned the conduct of the House of Representative. 
Mr. COCKRELL. It ought to be printed so that it will be of some 
service to the Senate as well as to the House. We have to consider 
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these cases, and none of them can become laws without the Senate The VICE-PRESIDENT 1@ qu nD 
having before it the facts in each case. objections of the President he U f ' 
" Mr, MANDERSON. I do not see why it would not be valuable to | withstanding 
the Senate as well as to the House to have this long list of cases which Mr. EDMU)} 
have been thus referred to the Court of Claims, but if the concurrent | printed 
resolution is to be amended it might as well, under existing circum rl 
stances, be defeated, because probably it can not be acted uj 
in the House. 2 
Mr. EDMUNDS. I suggest to the chairman of the Commit rl ¢ 
Printing what the Senator irom Missouri has so well said, that the va we from 1 
¢ is document will largely consist in its containing the list of all} e Senate 
the claims that have been sent from each House to the Coart of Cla . { n to the . 
and not from one alone. That is agreed to. Nobody disputes that. | « Portland ( 
This resolution does not provide for it, and the House, as a matter of . * —_ , 
delicacy (because we know it is very delicate about the Senate alwa ait ts toe ened te “8 
as a co-ordinate branch), only named its own document, leavi tract rand above + 
Senate to add the Senate document if it wishes to do su. The t g | which have bee made, i req e e 
that ought to be done is to print in one book the references from both | "py, siitdif —— ee ead cts . 
Houses, and print them like the list of private claims that we have had | I have approved, in that es not e the 
printed from time to time, so that if a particular case comes up a‘ eee Sen eS ' 
ator can turn to the document and see what it is. ‘ . wamahees > work 
Mr. MANDERSON. That would imply a complete revision of th 1 effect directs t 0 5 : 
work that has been performed by the House officials. There has been cee oes MOS ac we 
no collation of such cases by any officer of the Senate and no resolu- | si;iii in executine the work. ‘There would seem to bet en 
tion of the Senate upon that question. The House, however, hasacted | ment making a contract for work if the contract is o 1 
as to this large mass of claims. The course thatis referred to can very | P®TUes in the event that the contractor realizes ; : 
easily be taken by another resolution, and this, it seems to me, is the | pere. shou! Fhe caiemcaatens manibletian. Gied on Se ae, 
proper thing to acton at this time. I ask for the question on the reso- | ernment who, during the early days of t , . as 
lution. i re ne in ont of laboe i r . s t » : “ no a 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question ison agreeing to the resolu es ae i care . 
tion. TA 
The resolution was agreed to. aioe is 
THOMAS T. COLLINS. Mr. EDM ‘D the n To 
The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following mes- | “ ‘ i Sain ore 
sage from the President of the United States; which was read, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Foreign ORT BROWN MILITARY A 
Relations, and ordered to be printed: Mr. HAWLEY. In behalf of the Committee on Military Affairs, I 
To the Senate: submit a report upon a resolution wh was referred to that commit- 
In response to the resolution of the Senate of September 17, 1890,I inclose a | tee directing an inquiry into the value of Fort Brown military reset 
report from the Secretary of State, transmitting all the correspondence found er 7 : 1 
among the files of his Department relating to the claim of Thomas T. ¢ ing | Vation. it requires n »acuion. it SHO ild be printed 
against the Government of Spain. Mr. ALLISON. I think I had the resolution to w h that report 
BENJ, HARRISON, refers submitted to the Committee on Military Affa Che Senator 


Execurive MANsiIon, 


Washington, October 1, 1890. from Connectic ut has explained to me that a fullexaminat ion has been 
made into the facts, and I am satisiied with the yrt made by him. 
CHARLES P. CHOUTEAU—VETO MESSAGE. Mr. HAWLEY. he report should be printed. Let the order be 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following mes- | entered. 
sage from the President of the United States: The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The report pi the 
To the Senate : table. 

Ireturn without my approval Senate bill No. 1857, “ for the relief of Charles P .DJ ED 7 ‘1 ' 
Chouteau, survivor of Chouteau, Harrison & Valle.” s 
This claim has been once presented to the Court of Claims and fully heard. Mr. BLAIR sr ent, | callupt l ib which 
This bill authorizes a rehearing. I find upon examination that every fact con- | [ eyppose to be now i rde1 
nected with the case necessary to the determination of the question whether —— ITAPPIS. Tha ae ‘ 
the claim should be appropriated for has already been found and stated by the Ir, HARRIS. TL hoy de Henao il ! 1 considering 
Court of Claims inapublishedopinion. Judgment wasgiven against theciaim- | that bill. It would not be very safe for us to come to a division upon 
ant upon the ground that a settlement had been made and a receipt given in nv question t . ne l ther . . ° i 
. ae : ; : 7 at juestion morning. i ther re | e the lator Will not in 
full. If in the opinion of Congress this receipt, given under the circumstances - ; . ; , ene at z hogy 7 ; 
which accompanied it, should not be held a bar to such further appropriation | S!8¢ Upon Considering to-Gay the bili that ho reiers to, tor practica 
as is equitable, all the facts have been found that can be necessary to determine it wouldamount to nothing if he could get itthrough the Senate. H 
the question what further payment should be made to thecontractors. There | had quite as well let it remain on the Calenda ist as it is, because 
can be no reason, as it seems to me, fora retrial of the case in the Court of | — i 7 hla etki Oe edie 08 rot 9 — 
Claims in the absence of any showing of newly discovered evidence. The re- | We come to a division I think it probable we shall dey p quite a sm 
sult would only differ from the result already obtained, in that under the |! number of Senators here and quite a good many ab tes 
which I return the court would enter a judgment instead of a finding, and th Mr. BLAI Mr. President. I understand the « : ted 
judgment eould only be paid after Congressional action. te recente i ictatennr eo tags . ee : 
The finding which has already been made, as I have said,is a complete basis | by the Senator. Lap; FeCIALe 1S Sel : ( 
or any such action as Congress may think shou 2 taken in the premises | pulsion to comply w 1 the sugvestion. 
f y such act © think should be tak th pul pl 
BENJ. HARRISON lk: costae tn o with be the I : 
EXxncurTive MANsIon, Oclober 1, 1890, i take occasion oe ee we Inne avers 
, ] pending in the Senate that every eifort ha en or t ‘ 1 

‘he VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is, Shall the bill pass, the | eration that could be made, but tl been in the jaws o 
objections of the President of the United States to the contrary not- | great emergency all the time, and } i le to 
withstanding? cure their profitable consideration 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let the message be referred to the Committee on This bill is the unfinished b ible po 
Claims, tion possible for a bill to occupy | nsideration the nex 

Mr, HOAR. It is hardly worth while to make that reference no ession of Congress, and [ should ho at it l, with the ot 
Let it lie on the table. labor bills, receive attention ata very early | he con se 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The message will lie on the table and he These bills reached the Senate v - fou 
rinted, in the absence of objection. of Representatives, and they | pr d ttee 

l think Sonate wit] ' 1 
POOI-SELLING IN THE DISTRICT—VETO ME ’ eng ms por peep SAS 88 AUCS 

ai tina aan ; . he progress of any other legislation ( 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following m I ae say with reference to :; 
sage from the President of the United States; which was read considered for a tir ticulars in 
To the Senate : the Sen: hat I dec] ! { : “he 

; b i be Senate, that I declined, a the m ire, to preasit furthe: 

I return without my approval the bill (S. 3830) “to prohibit book-makin; at the sent t re } : ré] ‘ : i P and made 

any kind and pool-selling in the District of Columbia for the purpose of ¢ at the present tim ause t 1such 4 ConGItIOn (and mad 


so by emphatic votes of the Senate 

less efficient for t! Irpose « aed 
| ther, that there is in the ot! 
| measure in charge of the Jo 
| being matured, which in my judgment 


ing.” 

Sy ebfestion to the bill is that it does not prohibit book-making and po 1e D 
selling, on the contrary expressly saves from the operation of its prohibi i 
tions and penalties the Washington Jockey Club “and any other regular or 
ganizations owning race tracks not less than | mile in length,”’ etc. 

If this form of bling is to be prohibited, as I think it should be, the p 


alties should include all persons and all places, 
BENJ. HARRISON 
EXEcuTIVE Mansion, October 1, 1990. 
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hh ECESs. 
Mr. EDMUNDS (at 1 o’clock and 45 minutes p. m 
the Senate take a recess until a quarter past 2 o’clock. 
The motion was agreed to; and at the expiration of the recess the 
Senate reassembled, 


I move that 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MCPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had agreed to the resolution of 
the Senate concerning the re-enrollment of the bill (8S, 145) for the relief 
of the legal representatives of Henry 8. French. 

‘The message also announced that the House had passed a concur- 
rent resolution directing the Clerk of the House, in the enrollment of 
House bill 9416, to reduce the revenue and equalize duties on imports, 
and for other purposes, to change paragraph 315 of the bill by insert- 
ing a parenthesis after the word ‘‘confectionery,’’ and by striking out 
the parenthesis after the word ‘‘ chocolate,’’ where it last occurs in the 
paragraph, so as toinclude in parenthesis only the words ‘‘ other than 
chocolate confectionery;’’? in which the concurrence of the Senate was 
requested. 

ORDER 

Mr. GRAY. I move to take up for consideration House bill No, 17, 
a little bill to remove the charge of desertion from the record of Michael 
Meskell. It will not take two minutes. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I hope Senators will not insist upon any busi- 
ness. There has been a general understanding that bills ought not to 
be considered to-day. If one Senator calls upa bill another mast, and 
it is the same thing-—— 

Mr. GRAY. What is the point the Senator from Missouri makes ? 

Mr. COCKRELL. I say I hope Senators will not insist on calling 
up bills. There has been a general understanding on both sides that 
bills should not be called up to-day. If one Senator calls up a bill 
another Senator can do the same thing. 

Mr.GRAY. I hopethe Senator will notobject when I state the facts. 

Mr. COCKRELL. 1 hope the Senator will not persist and compel 
anybody to object. The Senator knows that such business ought not 
to be done to-day. 

Mr. GRAY. Ido not know that, because there are special circum- 
stances connected with this bill. It might have been considered sev- 
eral days ago but for the objection of some gentlemen who had other 
matters that intervened. It is a bill of no public importance, but of 
great private importance, the non-passage of which will entail great 
suffering upon a very worthy person, and I hope the Senator will not 
object. 

Mr. HAWLEY. 1 do not believe that the Senator can get the bill 
finally acted upon. It would have to be enrolled and signed by the 
Presiding Officer of each House and then carried to the President. 


THE REVENUE BILL. 


Mr. ALDRICH, IL ask that the concurrent resolution which has 
just been received from the House of Representatives may be laid be- 
fore the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following con- 
current resolution of the House of Representatives; which was read: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That the Clerk 
of the House be, and he is hereby, directed, in the enrollment of House bill 9116 
to reduce the revenue and saan duties on imports,and for other purposes, 
to change paragraph 318 of the bill as follows: Insert a parenthesis after the 
word “confectionery,” and strike out the parenthesis after the word “‘choco- 
late’’ where it last ocours in the paragraph, so as to include in parenthesis only 
the words “ other than chocolate coufectionery."’ 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Reservingall right to object to the present consid- 
eration of that resolution, I am perfectly willing it shall be considered 
and the House notified; but it amounts to an amendment of the tariff 
bill as it passed the two Houses and was reported from the committee 
of conference. That is what it amounts to, and I am unwilling to leg- 
islate on the tariffin this way. Let it stand as it is, butof course the 
House ought to be notified, because it may wait in enrolling the bill to 
see what the Senate does. Now I should like to hear what my friend 
from Rhode Island has to say. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I think that the concurrent resolution sent here 
from the House of Representatives in effect places paragraph 318 of 
the tariff bill as the conference committee intended to leave it. My 
own feeling about it is that in order to carry out fully the iatentions 
of the conference committee the concurrent resolution should be adopted. 
{ understand, of course, that it is utterly impossible for us to legislate 
in this way or to direct the clerks in this way except by unanimous 
consent. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It ought not to be done. 

Mr. ALDRICH. If the Senator from Vermont or any other Senator 
interposes an objection, I certainly shall not press the resolution. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. [insist upon my objection, but I think in some 
method the House ought to be notified that we do not propose to leg- 
islate in this way. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I submit that we have had about enough tariff 


legislation now for awhile. I hope the Senator will not press the res- 
olution. 


OF BUSINESS, 
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| Mr. ALDRICH. 
objection was made. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I hope the Senator will not put it in ; 

| and compel Senators to object to it. think it is not ex 
This is legislation. This is not what was 4 to in confer: 
omitted by mistake. I shonld like to have some changes ma 
tariff bill myself, and if we are to pass this resolution I shou 
offer some amendments to it. There are other Senators pro 
would like to otferamendments, and who think there are cert 
thatif we could have made the conferees see as we sec them t!} 
haveagreed to. You see you open the whole door. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I desire to say in this connection that, as 
stand it, the resolution which comes from the House is in accor 
the agreement which was reached by the conferees of the tw 
on the bill. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I did not catch that remark, Mr. Preside; 

Mr. HISCOCK. What I desired to say was that my underst 
is that the resolution which has come over from the House of 
senatives expresses what was agreed to by the conferees of | 
Houses in respect to that item in that paragraph of the bill. 

Mr. COCKRELL. How does it happen, then,that you did 
what you wanted in the bill ? 

Mr. HISCOCK. You know in the engrossing of this bill | 
putting of a comma or of a separation or something of that kind 
occur. I think very few mistakes have been made in the bil! 
few mistakes have been made in the conference report as it \ 
mitted. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. This thing will not do any harm. 

It is not a good way. 

Mr. BLAIR. If the Senator from Rhode Island will accept a: 
that the five labor bills [ have been struggling for shall be incorporat 
J shall be very happy to support his resolution. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The resolution having been already objected ; 
the Senator from Vermont, and as I have stated that I did not 
to press it, I can hardly see any very profitable purpose that 
served by a continuation of this discussion. 

Mr. BLAIR. Does the Senator object to discussion in the =: 
Are we to have the gag law applied to us? 1 ask the Senator to re; 
a resolution which upon my motion was introduced and sent t 
committee some time since. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. What is the pleasure of the Senat. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. In order that the Honse of Representati, 
know that the Senate is unwilling to do this, I move that the 
tary be directed to inform the House respectfully that the Se 
unable to consider this resolution. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Vermont mov 
the Secretary notify the House of Representatives that the Sen. 
unable toconsider the concurrent resolution of the House. The mot 
will be considered as agreed to, if there be no objection. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The Senator from Rhode Island says tla 
House can be informed informally, and I withdraw my motion. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The motion is withdrawn. The 1 
tion, having been objected to, will lie on the table. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. McPar: 

its Clerk, announced that the House had agreed to the amendm: 


the Senate to the concurrent resolution of the House respecting t! 
rollment of the tariff bill. 


FORFEITURE OF RAILROAD LAND GRANTS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communication 
the Secretary of the Interior; which was read. 

Mr. MORGAN. I move that the communication and accompany i: 
papers be printed and referred to the Committee on Public Lands, 11 
I also ask that they may be printed in the RecorD, because they r 
late to a subject that will be of great interest to the public immediate! 
If the bill we passed the other day should receive the signature o! | 
President, the information contained in this document will be 
important to settlers in the West. I ask that the communication 
printed in the Recorp. 

There being no objection, the communication and accompany it 
papers were referred to the Committee on Public Lands, and ordc: 
to be printed in the Recorp, as follows: 


DsPagrMeNt oF Tue INTERIOR, Washiny 


Sin: I am in receipt of Senate resolution of September 11, 1890, as follow- 

** Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be directed to inform the Sen.’ 
what number of cases are now pending in his Department in which the c:aim< 
of settlers are an nized by Northern fie Railroad Company, 
other companies whose roads were not constructed within the time req: '! 
by the granting acts. And whether said Northern Pacific Railroad Com )1") 
is now seeking a reversal of previous decision of the Department of the Int«' 
favoring sett-ement claims. And whether said Northern Pacific Railroad ‘ 
pany has at different times filed different maps of general route for any po'' 
of its line thro the samo part of the country, and if so, whether public lan‘: 
have been withdrawn from settlement and entry along each of said lines a5 \)° 
game was changed, or along additional routes prior to the definite locati: 
the line of such portion of road, and whether the Department of the Inter.’ 
maintains or has maintained such withdrawals as an exclusion of the rig! : 
settlement and entry, prior to definite location. And 5s; ly what are th: 
decisions of his ment upon the point of the legality of withdrawa's 
second or subsequent maps of general route so filed, and of the validity of « 


I have already said that I shonld not do 
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indemnity withdrawals as against settlement rights under the terms of the 
grant to said company. And whether said company is seeking the reversal of 
previous decisions of the Department upou said points. 

“and he will further inform the Seuate whether said Northern Pacific Rail- 
road Company failed to definitely locate any portion of its road during the 

riod within which, by the conditions of its charter, the road was required to 

» constructed, and what the decisions of his Department are upon the point 
of the legal right of a railroad conene to definitely locate a line of road 
after the period when by law the entire road was required to have been corm- 

leted. And whether the decision of Mr. Secretary Chandler upon tiis point 
bos ever been overruled by subsequent departmental decisions, or by the couris, 
and if not, whether the principle of said decision is applied in the practice of 
the Department to said Northern Pacific Railroad Company.” 

l referred the resolution to the Commissioner of the General Land Office for 
report upon the several inquiries contained therein, which is now betore me, 
and I transmit herewith a copy for the information of the Senate. 

The information called for in the resolution as to whut number of cases are 
now pending in this Department in which the claims of settlers are antagonized 
by the Northern Pacitic Railroad Company, or by other companies wiiuse roads 
were not constructed withiu thetime required by the grautingacts, and whether 
the Northern Pacific Kailroad Company has at different times filed different 
maps of general route for any portion of its line through the same part of the 
country, aud if so, whether public lands have been withdrawn from settlement 
and entry along each of said lines asthe same was changed, or along additional 
routes prior to the definite location of the line of such portion of roud; and 
whether the Northern Pacific Railroad Company failed to definitely locate any 
portion of its road during the period within which by the conditions of its char- 
ter the road was required to be constructed, is furnished in the report of the 
Commissioner from the records of the General Land Office. 

The Northern Pacitic Railroad Company has filed a nutnber of motions for 
review of former decisions of the Department, in accor lance with the rules of 
practice, some of which have been determined and others are now pending be- 
fore the Department undetermined. 

Iam notaware of any decision of the Department in which the question of 
the legality of withdrawals on second and subsequent maps of general route 
was directly raised, except in the case of Guilford Miller, reported in the sev- 
enth volume Land Decisions, page 109, and subsequent cases ruled therevy, 
and in the case of Hayes vs. Parker (2 L. D., 554), 

In the case of Guilford Miller the Depar‘ ment held that the sixth section of 
the act of July 2, 1864 (13 Stat., 365), making the grant to the Northern Pacitic 
Railroad Company provided for a withdrawal of lands within the granted limits 
upon the filing of map of general route, and thatsuch withdrawal became opera- 
tive upon the approval of the map by the Secretary of the Interior without any 
other act on the part of the executive authorities; that the withdrawal once ex- 
ercised was thereby exhausted. and the Legislature having definitely expressed 
the terms upon which a preliminary withdrawal should be mude and the con- 
ditions and extent of such withdrawal, the legislative will must be taken to have 
been exhaustively expressed, and any other withdrawal is without legal force 
and effect. 

It was further held that said section having expressly provided for a with 
drawal of lands within the granted limits upon the filing of an approved map 
of general route, and directing that the pre-emption and homestead laws shall 
be extended over ali other lands, is a mandate effectually prohibiting the exer- 
cise of executive authority to withdraw lands within indemnity limits upon 
the filing of map of defin te location. Several other cases pending before the 
Department upon appeal, filed by the Northern Pacific Railroad Company, 
were ruled by this decision, and motions for review were filed in each o! said 
cases under the rules, in which the company asked thatthe ruling in the case 
of Guilford Miller might be reconsidered and overruled, and now insist that 
the controlling record facts were not considered. 

These reviews are now pending beforethe Department. In the case of Haves 
es Parker it was held that there can be but one legi«lative withdrawal upon a 
map of general ro ite; but in that case it was decided that the map filed by the 
Northern Pacific Kailroad Company in 1870 was not the map of general route, 
but a mere trial line, and the withdrawal made under that map was regarded 
asa mere executive withdrawal. Prior to the decision in the case of Guilford 
Miller. the Lind Office maintained the validity of bo h withdrawals, when the 
lands fell within the limits of both, holding that under the executive withdrawal 
entries or claims initiated prior tothe receipt of said withdrawal! at the local 
office were excepted from the operation of the grant, while the legislative with- 
drawal! took effect upon the filing of the map of general route inthe General 
Land Office, and the company has claimed the benefit of both withdrawals as 
to all landsaffected thereby which subsequently fell within the limits of definite 
location. 

Il arh not aware that any withdrawals were made in indemnity limits upon 
map of general rou‘e, but where lands which were withdrawn within the 
granted limits on general route fell within the indemnity limits on definite loca- 
tion the practice was to order the reservation thereof to be continued for iu- 
demnity purposes. The question as to the right of the Secretary to make any 
withdrawal of land within the limits of this grant, except that expressly pro- 
vided for by the terms of the grant, was denied by the Departmentin the Guil- 
ford Miller decision, and the company is seeking a reversal of this ruling in the 
motions for review heretofore referred to. 

lam not aware ofany ruling of the Department upon the question as tothe 
“legal right of a railroad company to definitely locate a line of road after the 
period when by law the entire road was required to have been completed,” ex- 
cept the decision of Secretary Chandler, rendered April 29, 1X76, upon the ap- 
plication of the Atlantic, Gulf and West India Transit Company, successors to 
the Florida Railroad Company, to file a map of definite location of that part of 
said road from Waldo to Tampa Bay. I presume this is the decision referred 
to in the resolution inquiring as to “ whether the decision of Mr. Secretary 
Chandler upon this point has ever been overruled by subsequent departmental! 
decisions, or by the courts, and if not, whether the principle of «aid decision is 
applied in the practice of the Department to said Northern Pacific Rajlroad 
Company.” 

1 know of no decision of the Department or of the courts in conflict with the 
ruling of Secretary Chandler upon this point. In passing upon the application 
of the road to file a map of definite location of that part of the road from Waldo 
to Tampa Bay, made after the expiration of the time within which the company 
was required to complete the road under the terms of the grant, the Secretary 
said that “no map showing the definite location of the road to fampa Bay has 
ever been filed in this Department,” and, holding that the failure to designate 
the line of road until after the expiration of the time required for its comple- 
tion should be accepted as an abandonment of that portion of the line of road, 
the Secretary declined to allow the filing of the map. 

Subsequently the application was renewed before Secretary Schurz, and it 
was then shown that the company had filed in the Gencral Land Ovtice a map 
of definite location of said portion of the road December 14, 1460, but which had 
been lost or mislaid in returning it to the governor for the procurement of his 
certificate. The map presented with the application was a true copy of the 
original which had been filed in time, and the Secretary directed that the dupli- 
cate or copy map be filed, and that the necessary withdrawals be made. This 
ruling ot y Schurz was afterward affirmed by Secretary Teller (2 Land 
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Decisions, 561) and by Secretary Lamar (5 Land Decisions, 107), In which it was 
clearly shown that the question before Secretary Chandler was whether a map 
of definite location can be filed after the expiration of the time allowed for the 
completion of the road: whereas the question before Secretary Schurz was 
whether a duplicate map of definite location may be received and filed in the 
General Land Oitice after the expiration of the time allowed for completing the 
road upon proof that it is a correct copy of an original 
time and which has been lost or destroyed 

Fora full history of this case | refer to Senate | 


map which was filed in 


ecutive Document No. 91, 
first session Forty-eighth Congress,and to the decisions of Secretaries Teller 
and Lamar above referred to 

While several parts of the Northern Pacific Railroad were not definitely 
located until after the expiration of the time required for its completion, it wasail 
located by map of general route within the time allowed by law .and by map 
of definite location, prior to January |, 1485, as will be seen by the accompanying 
report of the Commissioner of the General Land Olfice, except as to 225 miles, 
between Wallula Junction, Wash.,and Portland, Oregon. There is nothing to 
show that the Chandler decision was considered in connection with th 


last 
withdrawals. 

Respectfully submitted, 

JOHN W.NOBLE 
hy he P r > 7 . 
To the PRESIDENT OF TITE SENATI 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, GENERAL LAND Orrics 
Washington, J Seplember 23, LSU, 
Sin: Lam in receipt, through reference for report, of Senate resolution of 


September 11, 1290, as follows: 

** Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be directed to inform the Senate 
what number of cases are now pending in his Department in which the claims 
of settlers are antagonized by the Northern Pacific Ra lroad Company or by 
other companies whose roads were not construct Within the time requir 
by the granting acts. And whether said Northern Pacific Railroad Comps 
is now seeking w reversal of previous decisions of the Department of the 
terior favoring settiementclaims. And whethersaid Northern Pacific Railr 
Company has at different times filed different maps general route for 
portion of its line thron ch the same part of the country, and if so, whether pub 
lic lands have been withdrawn from settlement and entry along each of said 




















lines as the same was changed, or along additional routes prior to the definite 
location of the line of such portion of roid, and whether the Department of the 
Interior maintains or has maintained such withdrawals as an exclus on of the 
right of settlement and entry prior to definite locat And, specifically, what 
are the decisions of his Department upon the point of the lezality of with 
drawals on second or subsequent maps of general route so filed. and of the 
validity of such indemnity withdrawals as against settle ent rightea under the 
terms of tue erant tosaid company And whether said pany is seeking re 
ve sal of p evious decisions of the D part ent upon s ! ints. 

“And he will further inform the S« te whether said Northern Pacific Rail- 


' ‘ 


road Company failed to 














etini locate any portion of its road during the pe- 
riod within which by the conditions of its charter the road was required to be 
coustructed, and what the decisions of his De parti are upon the point of 
the legal rightof a railroad e y to definitely locat ine of road after the 
period when. by law, the entire ad was required to have been completed 
And whether the decision of retary Chandler upon this point has eve 
been overruled by subsequen irtmental de s,or by th purts.ancd if 
not, whether the principle of s ecision is app ed i the practice of the De- 
partment to said Northern P tic Railroad Compa ; 

In reply I have the honor to report that 4,725 cases are pending before t} 
office and the Department, within the limits of the grants for roads not i 
structed within the time limited by law, and are distributed in tabulated stat 
ment accompanying this report, and marked ‘** Exhibit A 

lhe Northern Pacific Railroad Company has filed motions for the review of 
a namber of departmental decisions in favor of settlers, some of which have 
be n disposed of, the former decisions being adh red te ind the ren inader nare 


still pending before the Department. 
In the matter of the changes in the location of the gens 1 rc sof « i} t 
ern Pacific Railroad, I have to report as follows 
With letter of March 9, 1565,the honorable ecretary of the Interior inclosed 
a map showing the entire line of general route of said road, as adopted by the 
board of directors, but, as the same did not appear to have been prepared afte: 
an actual survey of the country traversed, a withdrawal! there 








n was refused, 


August 13, .870, two mups were filed, showing the e eof il route, 
but the same were accepted only within the States of Wiscor id Minne 
soia, and the then Territory of Washington, and to this extent idrawals 





were ordered 


October 12, 18 


70, the Department accepted a map changing the location of the 
gencral route for a portion ef the road in Minnesota, and the withdr 
upon the map of August 13, 1870, was modified to agree with this cha 

February 21, 1872, a map was filed, showing the 





general route through Da 





kota, Montana, Idaho, and a portion of Washington, to «: ect with the pri 
accepted portion at Wallula 

The acceptance of this map worked a change in t ationewithin the the 
Territory of Washingto>, from Wallula eastward to the Territory line, and the 
withdrawal of 1570 was modified accordingly 

These are the only changes in the general route of | main line sten 
namely: A portion in Minnesota and a portion in Washington 

August 20, 1873, the map showing the neral route of the branch line was 
filed, extending from Lake Pend d’Oreille, Idaho, to Tacoma, Wash., upon 
which withdrawal was ordered 

November 24, 1876,an amended location was filed. « ling from ake 
River to Tacoma, within the State of Washington 

This map was not accepted, nor has any withdrawa een ordered thereon 
June 11,1479,a map showing an amended location wu liled, extending from 
Twin Wells to Tacoma, which was accepted, for the reason that the new loca- 
tion was much shorter than the origina! location,and the company was re- 
quired to execute a relinquishment in favor of all tlers included within the 
withdrawal upon the location of 1873, and excluded f ithe limites pre ed 
upon the new location of 1879. 

In presenting the question as to the acceptance of the change in location, it 
was s.ated by this office that “at present a very large body of and is withheld 
from settlement and entry, which, by the amended line, would be released and 
restored to the Government, whilst the track that would be required t e with- 
drawn is not so large by some 4,000,000 acres 

It will be seen that in the several cases where change was permitted the 
withdrawal originally ordered was modified to agree with the change oute 


As to whether the Department maintains or has maintained such withdrawals 
as an exclusion of the right of settiement and entry prior to definite location, I 
have to report that such withdrawals have been maintained under authority 
the sixth section of the act of July 2, 1864, making the grant for said company 

It was first held that such withdrawals did not become effective until notice 
thereof was received at the district land offices, but in the case of Buttz, execu 
tor, ete., cs. Northern Pacific Railroad Company (119 U.8., 55) it was held (syl- 
labus) “‘ when the general route of the road provided for in section 6 of the act 
of July 2, 1964, was fixec and information thereof was given tothe Land De- 
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partment by the fling of a map thereof with the Secretary of the Interior, the 
statute withdrew from sale or pre-emption the odd sections to the extent of 40 
miles on each side thereof, and by way of precautionary notice to the public 
an executive withdrawal was a wise exercise of authority." 

In the matter of change in location, the Department held in the case of Hayes 
es. Parker et al. (2 L. D. 554), that “the line of 1870, however, as respects the sec- 
tion of country in which the lands in controversy are located (being the lands 
affected by the change in location), was not in tact the general route of said 
road, It was at mosta trial line; and a very large portion of the country in- 
cluded in it was not included in the general route ot the road as finally fixed.” 

In the case of said company against Guilford Miller (7 L, D., 100), it was held 
‘that the filing and acceptance of an amended map of general route was with- 
out authority of law, and the executive withdrawal, made by the order of the 
Commissioner of the General Land Office, on the filing of said map, was with- 
out validity or sanction of law." 

The withdrawals referred to as having been made upon the filing of the maps 
of general route were only to the extent of the granted limits provided for in the 
acts making the grants, but, upon the definite location of the road, the withdraw- 
als were adjusted to such locations,and the indemnity lands were then with- 
drawn 

These withdrawals of indemnity lands were respected by the Department and 
treated as a reservation from disposition of all kinds, until,in the case last re- 
ferred to, it was held that “the language in section 6 of the granting act, which 
expressly directed that the homestead and pre-emption laws should be ‘ex- 
tended toall other lands on the line of said road when surveyed, excepting those 
hereby granted to said company,’ was a mandate effectually prohibiting the 
exercise of the executive authority to withdraw any lands on the line of said 
road,” and it was further held that “such a withdrawal is in violation of law 
and without effect, except ag notice of the limits within which the company 
would be entitled to select indemnity.” 

By order of August 15, 1887, the orders of withdrawal of indemnity lands were 
revoked, and the lands not included in approved selections were restored. 

In a number of cases decided by the Department, under the principles an- 
nounced in the Miller case, namely,the effect of withdrawals on maps of amended 
general route, and for indemnity purposes, the company has filed motions for 
review, which motions are now pending before your office, 

To this extent the company must be held to be seeking the reversal of pre- 
vious decisions of the Department. 

Under the decision of Hon, C. Schurz, Secretary of the Interior, dated June 
11, 1879, the time limited within which the Northern Pacific Railroad should 
be completed expired July 4, 1879, and subsequent to that date maps of definite 
location were filed as follows: 

July 20, 1880, Bismarck to Little Missouri River. 

October 25, 1880, Little Missouri River to mouth of Glendive Creek. 

October 4, 1880, Wallula to Spokane Falis. 

June 25, 1881, Glendive Creek to Tongue River, and from Tongue River to 
eastern boundary of Crow reserve. 

June 27, 1881, through Urow reserve. 

August 30, 1881, Spokane Falls, Wash., to Lake Pend d’ Oreille, Idaho. 

July 6, 1882, last crossing of Yellowstone River (western boundary of Crow 
reserve) to Little Blackfoot River, and from Little Blackfooot River tosouthern 
boundary of Flathead reserve. 

July 6, 1882, junction with Lake Superior and Mississippi Railroad in Minne- 
sota, to township 47 north, range 2 west, Wieconsin. 

September 22, 1882, Portland, Oregon, to Kalama, Wash. 

December 12, 1882, Lake Pend d'Oreille, Idaho, to mouth of Missouri River, 
Montana. 

June 8, 1883, through Flathead reserve to mouth of Missouri River. 

November 24, 1884, initial point at Ashland, Wis., westward 60 miles. 

Branch line: June 29, 1883, Yakima to Ainsworth; March 26, 1854, Tacoma to 
South Prairie; May 24, 1884, Yakima to Swank Creek; September 3, 1884, South 
Prairie to Eagle Gorge; December 8, 1884, Swank Creek to Eagle Gorge. 

The resolution refers to the decision of Mr, Secretary Chandler in the matter 
of the grant for the Florida Railroad, dated April 29, 1876, wherein he held that 
‘the important act of definitely locating the road can only be performed by or 
under the authority of the State, and it should be done within a reasonable time 
after the date of the grant, and in all cases before the expiration of the time 
fixed for completing the road; failure to discharge this duty should be taken 
as conclusive evidence of abandonment of the grant,”’ and asks information as 
to whether said decision ‘“‘has ever been overruled by subsequent depart- 
mental decisions or by the courts, and, if not, whether the principle of said 
decision is applied in the practice of the Department to said Korthern Pacific 
Railroad Company.”’ 

In the decision of Mr. Secretary Schurz, dated June 11, 1879, before referred to, 
in which he accepted the amended location of the branch line of said company, 
the questions presented were: (1) “ Has the grant to the company la by 
reason of the failure of the company to perform certain acts within the time 
specified in the granting statutes? (2) If it has so lapsed, can the Department 
recognize any acte by the company looking to the initiation of new rights or 
the enlargement of old ones?” and, after holding that the time had not ex- 
pired, and that no proceedings could be taken by Congress to declare a forfeit- 
ure of the grant until one year after the time fixed for the completion of the 
road, namely, July 4, 1880, he proceeds: 

“If this be not the true construction of the various provisions of the acts of 
Congress in relation to this grant, still, under the rule announced by the Su- 

reme Court in the case of Schulenberg vs. Harriman (21 Wallace, 44), it must be 
1eld that until Congress does take some steps to declare a forfeiture of said 
grant the same is in full torce and effect. 

‘In the case cited, the courtsay: ‘At common law the sovereign could not 
make an entry in person, and therefore, an office found was necessary to de- 
termine the estate; but, as said by this court in alate case, ‘the mode of assert- 
ing or of resuming the forfeited grant is subject to the legislative authority of 
the Government. It may be after judicial investigation, or by taking possession 
directly under the authority of the Government without these preliminary pro- 
ceedings.’ 

‘In the present ease no action has been taken, either by legislation or judicial 
proceedings, to enforce a forfeiture of the estate granted by the acts of 1856 and 
1864. The title remains, therefore, in the State as completely as it existed on 
the day when the title by location of the route of the railroad acquired precis- 
ion, and became attached to the adjoining alternate sections. Iam not advised 
that any proceedings have been taken to declare a forfeiture of the tto this 
company; and, if my views of the law above exp are correct, time has 
not yet arrived when Congress could take any proceedings to declare such a 
forfeiture; but, in either event, the grant to-day must be held to be the same as 
it existed on the day when it was made and accepted by the company.” 

It will be seen that the question as to the authority of the t to rec- 
ognize acts of the company looking to the initiation of rights, after failure of 
the company to perform certain acts within the time specified in the ting 
act, is fully recognized in the decision last referred to, which is pub’ in 
fullin Senate Document No. 64, Forty-seventh Congress, first session, and to 
which reference is here made. 

Withdrawals have been made upon the definite locations above enumerated 
(presumably under the decision referred to), which, to the extentof the granted 
limits, are still maintained. 

The road, as shown in said locations, has been constructed, and accepted by 


the President after examination by commissioners duly appointed, as pro 
for in the acts making the grant; but no patents have, as yet, issued inc!» 
lands opposite road constructed out of time. 
The resolution is herewith returned. 
Respectfully, 
LEWIS A. GROFF, Commiss 
The Hon. SecreTary or THe INTERIOR. 


Exuisit A.—Tabulated statement of pending setilement claims within (), 
the grants to aid in the construction of railroads not bwilt within the time 
in the acts making such grants. 
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Minnesota. .........00000 0000000 5 

North Dakota ..... 23 45| 68 14 | 7 
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The above statement includes all entries or applications pending involvii 
lands within the limits of the roads mentioned, whether opposite the porti: 
constructed within or out of time, or the unconstructed portion. As the pen! 
ing bill prapeses forfeiture of the grants opposite unconstructed road, its pa- 
sage will dispose of a large number of the pending cases, 

i have appended a statement showing the nature of action heretofore tak: 
upon such cases, from which it will be seen that of those heretofore decide 
the greater number have been in favor of the settler, also the number of a) 

taken from such decisions, which cases are now before the Departme:: 

In the case of the Ch St. Paul, Minneapolis and Omaha Railway Con 
ou three hundred and eighty-one eqgtyetiane are pending. These are ( 

ands within the indemnity limits, and being withdrawn are not subject to «: 

try, but the lands will in all probability not be needed in satisfaction of |! 
grant, and upon the final adjustment of the grant (which is now pending ) 
fore the Department) they will be restored. 

Of the entries pending a large number will upon examination be approve: 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. McPHERSO 
its Clerk, announced that theS er of the House had signed the fo!- 
lowing enrolled bills and joint resolutions; and they were thereupo. 
signed by the Vice-President: 

A bill (S. 161) to reconvey certain lands to the county of Ornisby. 
State of Nevada; 

A bill (8. 597) toauthorize the conveyance of certain Absentee Sha» 
nee Indian lands in Kansas; 

A bill (S. 1904) to provide for railroad crossings in the Indian ‘Te: 
ritory ; 

A bill (8. 2782) to provide for the reduction of the Round Valley 
Indian reservation, in the State of California, and forother purposes; 
A bill (8. 3545) to extend and amend ‘‘An act to authorize the Fort 
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Worth and Denver City Railway Company to construct and operate a | 
railway through the Indian Territory, and for other purposes;’’ 
A bill (S. 3280) authorizing the Secretary of the Interior to ascertain | 
damages resulting to any person who had settled upon the Crow Creek 
and Winnebago reservation, in South Dakota, between February 27, | 
1885, and April 17, 1885; 

A bill (S. 3745) granting to the Northern Pacific and Yakima Irriga- | 
tion Company a right of way through the Yakima Indian reservation, | 
in Washington; 

A bill (S. 3863) granting to the Newport and King’s Valley Railroad | 
Company the right of way through the Siletz Indian reservation; 

\ bill (S. 4398) giving, upon conditions and limitations therein con- 
tained, the assent of the United States to certain leases of rights to | 
mine coal in the Choctaw Nation; 

\ bill (S. 1454) to increase the efficiency and reduce the expenses of 
the Signal Corps of the Army and to transfer the weather service to 
the Department of Agriculture; 

\ bill (S. 1658) establishing a cnstoms collection district to consist 
of the States of North Dakota and South Dakota, and for other pur- 
" A bill (8. 2562) to authorize the appointment of Asst. Surg. Thomas 

| 


A 





Owens, United States Navy, not in the line of promotion, to the posi- | 
tion of surgeon, United States Navy, not in the line of promotion, and 
for other purposes; 

A bill (8S. 3817) for the protection of actual settlers who have made 
homestead or pre-emption entries upon the public lands in the United 
States in the State of Florida upon which deposits of phosphate have 
been discovered since such entries were made; 

A bill (S. 2014) for the relief of certain settlers on the public lands 
of the United States, and to authorize the taking and filing of final 
proofs in certain cases; 

A bill (S. 3196) granting an increase of pension to Michael McGar- | 
vey; 

A bill (S. 3314) granting right of way to the Red Lake and Western | 
Railway and Navigation Company across Red Lake reservation, in 
Minnesota, and granting said company the right to take lands for 
terminal railroad and warehouse purposes; 

A bill (S. 3521) for the relief of Timothy Hennessy ; 

A bill (8. 3721) for the relief of A. J. McCreary, administrator of the | 
estate of J. M. Hiatt, deceased, and for other purposes; 

A bill (8. 3938) to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to convey 
to the Rio Grande Junction Railway Company certain Jands in the 
State of Colorado in lieu of certain other lands in said State conveyed 
by the said company to the United States; 

A bill (S. 4370) granting a pension to John M. Dunn; 

A bill (H. R. 789) opening to settiement a portion of the Fort lan- 
dall military reservation, in South Dakota‘ 

A bill (H. R. 2990) for the relief of I. L. Cain and others; 

A bill (H. R. 4258) increasing the pension of Francis Gilman ; 

A bill (H. R. 5206) granting a pension to Catlena Lyman; 

A bill (H. R. 5939) for the reliet of settlers on Northern Pacific Rail- 
road indemnity lands; 

A bill (H. R. 7989) to promote the administration of justice in the 
Army; 

A bill (H. R. 10086) granting leaves of absence to clerks and employés 
in first and second class post-offices and toemployé¢s of the Post-Oflice 
Department employed in the mail-bag repair shops connected with said | 
Department; 

A bill (H. R. 10265) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Altamaha River; 

A bill (H. R. 11928) defining certain duties of the Sergeant-at-Arms 
of the Mouse of Representatives, and for other purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 12187) to set apart certain tracts of land in the State of 
California as forest reservations; 





| 


| 


| 





A bill (H. R. 11928) defining certain duties of the Sergeant-at-Arms | 


of the House of Representatives; 
A bill (H. R. 1117) granting a pension to Sarah E. Palmer; 
A bill (H. R. 2002) granting a pension to John C. Morrison; 
A bill (H. R. 2420) granting a pension to Julia W. Freeman; 
A bill (H. R. 2428) granting a pension to Emily Onderdonk; 
A bill (H. R. 3169) for the relief of Alexander I. Dutton; 
A bill (H. R. 3796) granting a pension+o Abraham Zimmerman; 
A bill (H. R. 4179) granting a pension to Nancy J. Dorlos 
A bill (H. R. 4788) granting a pension to Ann Roberts; 
A bill (H. R. 4825) granting a pension to Arthur Connery; 
A bill (H. R. 5835) to increase the pension of Mrs. Maria B. Judah; 
A bill (H. R. 6052) granting a pension to Martha A. Bowling; 
A bill (H. R. 6148) granting a pension to Mrs. Mary J. Sanders, the 


IONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


| interest to becharged on arrearages of 


| following substitute; 


| retained in employment for 





| 


| 
| 
i 


| 


} 


widow of Thomas R. Sanders, who was a scout in the service of the | 


United States Army in the war of the rebellion; 

A bill (H. 8. 6338) granting a pension to Eben Muse; 

A bill (H. R. 6916) for the relief of Adeline Bly, widow of a soldier 
of the war of 1812; 

A bill (H. R. 7149) granting a pension to Hannah E. Winney; 

A bill (H. R. 7375) granting a pension to Mrs. Susan A. Dean; 

A bill (H. R. 8088) granting a pension to Thelbert H. Head; 
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A bill (H. R. 8519) gra g a pension to John Frohlin; 

A bill (H. R. 87 granting a pension to Mira Baldwin; 

A bill (H. R. 9026) granting a p mn to N. W. Leasure; 

A bill (H. R. 9225) grant ap m to Theodore L. Alexander; 

A bill (H.R. 9245) granting a p to Louis P. Noros, late of the 

Jeannette expedition to the Arctic Uceat 

A bill (H. R. 9436) granting an i ase of nsion to E. T. Hanlon 

A bill (H. R. 9565) granting ani pension to Joseph M. Wi 
| son; 

A bill (H. R. 9736) granting an increase of pension t ey Aldrich 

A bill (H. R. 10398) for the relief of Mary A. Blaisck 

A bill (H. R. 10810) granting a pension toSamuel S yhreys 

A bill (H. R. 10811) granting a pension to Asa Joinet 

A bill (H. R. 10898) to increase the pension of Daniel P. Roberts, lat 


| a second lieutenant in Company F of the Third Regiment of Missouri 


Volunteersin the war with Mexico 
A bill (H. R. 10985) granting a pension to Isaac W. Jacobs 
A bill (H. R. 11171) granting an increase of pension to Edwin Reeder, 


late a member of Company A, First Tennessee Infantry, in the war 
with Mexico; 

A bill (H. R. 11457) to increase the pension of Mary Y. Dewees 

A bill (H. R. 11650) granting a pension to Emily Fry 

A bill (H. R. 11726) to increase the pension of Noah Bisbee, formerly 


Voluntee 


private Company K, Eighty-ninth Regiment New York 
A bill (H. R. 12163) making an appropriation to supply a deficiency in 
the appropriation for compensation of Members in the House of KRep- 
resentatives and Delegates from Territories; 
A joint resolution (H. Res. 104) to permit the Secretary of War to 


grant a revocable license to usea pier as petitioned’ by vessel-owners of 
| Chicago, IIL. ; 


A joint resolution (H. Res. 169) authorizing the use « 
the United States military reservation at Chattanooga { 


if a portion ol 


yr a public park, 
‘ 


| in the city of Chattanooga, Tenn.; and 


A joint resolution (H. Res. 214) extending the act fixing the rate of 
general and special taxes now due 

the District of Columbia, if paid within a time specified, to October 31 

1890 

PAY 
Mr. JONES, of Nevada, from the eto Audit and Control 
the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was referred the res- 
olution submitted by Mr. MORGAN September 29, 1890, reported the 


which was considered by unanimous con 


OF SESSION EMPLOYES. 


Committ 


wnt 
ilk 

Resolved, That the session employés of the Senate now borne on the rolls be 
thirty days after the adjournment of the present 
ary of the Senate be,and he hereby ithorized 


Secret the 
f the contingent fund of the Senate 


session,and that the 
and directed to pay them out « 

Mr. BLAIR. Before the resolution is disposed of, I should like to 
inquire if it embraces in its terms those not upon the permanent roll, 
but who nevertheless have been continually occupied 

Mr. JONES, of Nevada. This resolution, of course, only include 
employés of the Senate who are on the session roll, and not those on 
the regular roll. They will be needed for the next thirty days by the 
Sergeant-at-Arms, will be at work, and should be paid for their services 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the reso 
lution reported by the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent 
Expenses of the Senate. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

MESSAGE fHE SE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MCP HERSO 
its Clerk, announced that the House had passed a resolution that a 
committee of three members be appointed, to join a similar committee 
on the part of the Senate, to wait on the President United State 
and inform him that the two Houses of Congress are ready to adjourn 
and respectfully inquire if he has any farther communication to n 


is. @ 


FROM HO 


+} 
Lhe 


K 


to them; and that, in accordance with the foregoing resolution, the 
Speaker had appointed Mr. McKINL«ry, Mr. Perkins, and Mr. M 


MILLIN. 


ENROLLED BILI 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had signed 


the following enrolled bill and joint resolut ley were the 
upon signed by the Vice-President 
A bill (H. R. 9416) to reduce the revenue and equalize duties on im 






ports, and for other purposes; and 
Joint resolution (H. Kes. 214) to allow the Postmaster-General t 
pend $10,000 to test at small tow d system of the fr 
delivery mail service, and for other put po 
FINAL A 
Mr. ALDRICH. From the Committee on Finance, I report back 
the concurrent resolution of e House of Representatives in relation 


to final adjournment with an amendment, tostrike out ‘‘ Tuesday, the 
2 o’clock p. m.,”’ and insert ‘‘ Wednesday 
at 5 o’clock p. m.’’ I ask for the present con- 
sideration of the resolution. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. 


The resolution of the House of Represent 
atives will be read. 








———_ —————— — 


The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That the Presi- 
dent of the Senate and the Speaker of the House of Representatives declare 
their respective Houses adjourned without day on Tuesday, the 30th day of Sep- 
tember, at 20'clock p. m. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate proceeded to consider the resolu- 
tion. 

The amendment reported by the Committee on Finance was, in the 
last line of the resolution to strike out the words ‘* Tuesday, the 30th 
day of September, at 2 o’clock p. m.,’’ and insert ‘‘ Wednesday, the Ist 
day of October, at 5 o’clock p. m.’’ 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment of the Committee on Finance. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question now is on concurring in the 
resolution as amended. 

The resolution as amended was concurred in, 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MCPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House had agreed to the report of the 
committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 10639) to amend sec- 
tion 2, act of May 30, 1862. 

RECESS. 

Mr. SHERMAN (at 3 o’clock and 15 minutes p. m.). 
the Senate take a recess until 4 o’clock. 

The PRESIDING OFPICER (Mr. HALE in the chair). The ques- 
tion is on the motion of the Senator from Ohio that the Senate take a 
recess until 4 o'clock. 

The motion was agreed to; and at 4 o’clock p. m. the Senate reas- 
sembled. 


I move that 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MCPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the House had signed the 
following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed by the Vice- 
President: 

A bill (S. 145) for the relief of the legal representatives of Henry 8. 
French; and 

A bill (H. R, 10639) to amend section 2399 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States. 


THANKS TO THE VICE-PRESIDENT. 
Mr. HARRIS. I offer the following resolution, and ask the unani- 
mous consent of the Senate that it be now considered: 


Resolved, That the thanks of the Senate are hereby tendered to Hon. Levi P. 
Morton, Vice-President, for the dignified, impartial, and courteous manner 
with which he has presided over its deliberations during the present session. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Do_rpn in the chair). Is there 
objection to the present consideration of the resolution ? 

The resolution was agreed to unanimously. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MCPHERSON, 
its Clerk, announced that the House insisted on its amendment to the 
bill (S. 3431) granting a pension to Martha N. Hudson, agreed to the 
conference asked by the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. MoRRILL, Mr. Nuts, and Mr. 
YODER managers at the conference on the part of the House. 

THANKS TO THE PRESIDENT PRO TEMPORE. 

Mr. RANSOM. I beg leave to present the following resolution, and 
I ask unanimous consent for its immediate consideration: 

Resolved, That the thanks of the Senate are hereby tendered to Hon, Jouwn J. 
INGALLA, President pro tempore of the Senate, for the diznified, impartial, and 
courteous manner with woich he has presided over its deliberations during the 
present session 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the resolution? The Chair hears none, and the question 
is on the adoption of the resolution, 

The resolution was agreed to unanimously. 


PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had this 
day approved and signed the following acts: 

An act (8S. 161) to reconvey certain lands to the county of Ormsby, 
State of Nevada; 

An act (S. 597) to authorize the conveyance of certain Absentee Shaw- 
nee Indian lands in Kansas; 

An act (8. 1454) to increase the efficiency and reduce the expenses of 
the Signal Corps of the Army, and to transfer the weather service to 
the Department of Agriculture; 

An act (8. 1658) establishing a customs-collection district to consist 
of the States of North Dakotaand South Dakota, and for other purposes; 

An act (8S. 1904) to provide for railroad crossings in the Indian Ter- 
ritory ; 

An act (S. 2014) for the relief of certain settlers on the public lands 
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of the United States, and to authorize the taking and filing . 
proots in certain cases; 

An act (S. 2562) to authorize the appointment of Assistant > 
Thomas Owens and William Martin, United States Navy, not 
line of promotion, to the position of surgeons, United States Na 
ia the line of promotion, and for other purposes; 

An act (S. 2782) to provide for the redaction of the Round 
Indian reservation, in the State of California, and for other » 

An act (8S. 3196) granting an increase of pension to Michae! ) 
vey; 

An act (S. 3280) authorizing the Secretary of the Interior to 
tain damages resulting to any person who had settled upon th 
Creek and Winnebago reservations in South Dakota between |, 
ary 27, 1885, and April 17, 1885; 

An act (S. 3314) granting right of way to the Red Lake and Wx 
Railway and Navigation Company across Red Lake reservation 
Minnesota, and granting said company the right to take lands tu: ¢ 
minal railroad and warehouse purposes; 

An act (3. 3521) for the reliet of Timothy Hennessy ; 

An act (S. 3545) to extend and amend ‘‘An act to authorize | 
Worth and Denver City Kailway Company to construct and op 
railway through the Indian Territory, and for other purposes 

An act (S. 3745) granting to the Northern Pacific and Yakima [; 
gation Company a right of way through the Yakima Indian 
tion, in Washington; 

An act (8. 3417) for the protection of actual settlers who have mai 
homesteads or pre-emption entries upon the public lands of the | 
States in the State of Florida upon which deposits of phosphat 
been discovered since such entries were made; 

An act (S. 3863) granting to the Newport and Kings Valley I 
Company the right of way through the Siletz Indian reservation 

An act (S. 3938) to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to 
to the Rio Grande Junction Railway Company certain land 
State of Colorado in lieu of certain other lands in said State con 
by the said company to the United States; aud 

An act (8. 4370) granting a pension to John M. Dann. 


FINAL ADJOURNMENT. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. McP 1! 
its Clerk, announced that the House had agreed to the amendn 
the Senate to the concurrent resolution of the House fixing the ti 
the final adjournment of Congress, with an amendment in which t 
concurrence of the Senate was requested. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I ask thatthe amendment of the House of |} 
sentatives be laid before the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the amen<: 
of the House of Representatives to the amendmentof the Senate, \ 
was, in line 9, after the word ‘‘at,’’ tostrike out ‘‘5’’ and inse 
so as to read: 


Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That the | 
dent of the Senate and the Speaker of the House of Representatives « 
their respective Houses adjourned without day on Wednesday, the Ist 
October, 1890, at 6 o’clock p. m. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I move that the Senate concur in the amen: 


of the House of Kepresentatives, 
The motion was agreed to. 





NOTIFICATION TO THE PRESIDENT. 


At 5 o’clock and 12 minutes p. m. Mr. SHERMAN and Mr. Ha 
of the joint committee appointed to wait upon the President o/ 
United States and notify him that Congress was ready to adjourn 
peared at the bar of the Senate, and 

Mr. SHERMAN said: Mr, President, the committee of the | 
Houses appointed to wait upon the President and iniorm him that t! 
two Houses had concluded their business and were prepared toad 
if he had no further communication to make, have performed 
duty, and the President answered that he has no farther commun 
tion to make. 

I move that the Senate take a recess until ten minutes be/or 
o'clock. 

The motion was agreed to; and at the expiration of the recess (he 
Senate reassembled, 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. MCPHEE 

its Clerk, announced that the House had concurred in the concurren' 
resolution of the Senate, that the President, if in his opinion not 10 
compatible with the public interests, be requested to enter into ney 
tiations with the Governments of Great Britain and Mexico wit! 
view to securing treaty stipulations with those Governments for tl 
prevention of the entry of Chinese laborers from the Dominion of (2! 
ada and Mexico into the United States, 


FINAL ADJOURNMENT, 


The hour of 6 o’clock having arrived, 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Senators, before making the announ: 


heg 


ment that will leave you at liberty to return to your homes, | eg 





1890. 
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to express my most grateful appreciation of the resolution of approval | 
and confidence with which you have honored me. Assuming as I did | 
the responsibilities of the Chair without previous experience as a pre- 
siding officer, it is not nece<sary for me say that if I have discharged 
the delicate and important duties of the position in asatistactory man- | 
ner, it is due to the indulgent consideration and cordial co-operation | 
which I have received trom every Senator on this floor. 

1 indulge in the earnest hope that I may be permitted, upon the re- | 
assembling of Congress, to see every member of this body in his seat, | 
in renewed health and strength a!ter a season of rest from the arduous 
labors of thi. the longest continuing session, with one exception, in the | 
history ot the Government. | 

I teel that I may, with good warrant, congratulate the Senate and | 
the country upon the large number of important measures which have 
received the careful consideration of this body and become Jaws. 

It only remtins for me todeciare, as [ now do, that the Senate stands | 
adjourned without day. 


NOMINATIONS. 


Executive nominations received by the Senate the 1st day of October, 1890. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 
Ordnance Department. 


Flagler, to be colonel, September 15, 


Lieut. Col. Daniel W. 
vice Baylor, deceased. 


1890, 


Retired. 
George M. Wheeler, now a captain on the retired-list of the Army, 


to be a major on that list, with the rank and pay of that grade from 
the 23d of July, 1882. 





CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate September 29, 1890. 


PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY 

Commander Edwin C. Merriman, to be a captain in the Navy. 

Lieut, Commander George C. Keiter, to be a commander in the Navy. 

Lieut. Frederick M. Symonds, to be a lieutenant-commander in the | 
Navy 

Livat. Cliftord J. Boush, junior grade, to bea lieutenant in the Navy. 

Ensign Thomas W. Kyan, to be a lieutenant, junior grade, in the | 
Navy. 


PROMOTIONS IN THE ABMY. 
First Regiment of Cavatry. 
Second Lieut, James B. Aleshire, to be first lieutenant. 
Second Regiment of Infantry. 


First Lieut. Sidney E. Clark, to be captain. 
Second Lieut. Virgil J. Brumback, to be first Heutenant. 


First Regiment of Cavairy. 


Additional Second Lieut. James Madison Andrews, jr., 

Cavalry, to be second lieutenant. 
POSTMASTERS. 

Adam D., Rike, to be postmaster at Thomasville, in the county of | 
Thomas and State of Georgia. 

Mathen D. Fly, to be postmaster at Water Valley, in the county of 
Yalobusha and State of Mississippi. 

Silas C. Burdick, to be postmaster at Alfred Centre, in the county 
of Allegany and State of New York. 

Stephen T. Andrews, to be postmaster at Franklinville, in the county 
of Cattaraugus and State of New York. 

William S. Hamilton, to be postmaster at Greenville, in the county | 
of Washington and State of Mississippi. 

Albert M. Kow, to be postmaster at Clearfield, in the county of Clear- 
field and State of Pennsylvania. 
Solon H. Johnson, to be postmaster at Clayton, in the county of 

Jefferson and State of New York. 
Henry P. Horton, to be postmaster at Philmont, in the county of 
Columbia and State of New York. 


of the Fifth 


Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate October 1, 1890. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 


Ordnance Department. 


Lieut. Col. Daniel W. Flagler, to be colonel, September 15, 1890, 
vice Baylor, deceased. 


Retired. 


George M. Wheeler, now a captain on the retired-list of the Army, 
to be a major on that list, with the rank and pay of that grade trom 
the 23d of Jaly, 1838. 

DISTRICT PARK COMMISSIONERS. 


| 
} 
Henry V. Boynton, of the District of Columbia, to be a commissioner, | 
as provided tor by an act of Congress approved September 27, 159U, en- | 


at, 


titled ‘‘An act authorizing the establishing of a public park in the Dis- 

trict of Columbia. 
Samuel P. Langley, 

sioner, as provided 


of the 
by in 


District of Columbia, to be a commis- 


for act of Congress approved September 27, 


1890, entitled ‘AD act authorizing the establishing of a public park in 
the District of Columbia.’ 

R. Koss Perry, of the District of Columbia, io be a commissioner, as 
provided for by an act of Congress approved September 27, 1490, en- 


titled ‘‘An act authori 


ring the establishing of a public park in the 
District of Columbia 
CONTINENTAL RAILWAY COMMI NEI 
Alexander J. Cassatt, of Pennsy a, to be a member of the Conti- 
nental Kailway Commission. 
Henry G. Davis, of West Virginia, to be a member of the Continental 


Railway Comunission. 
M. Pullman, 
Railway Commission. 


George of Illinois, to be a member of the Continenta 


APPOINTMENT IN THE NAVY. 
Richard H. Jackson, a resident of Alabama, to be an ensign in the 
Navy. 
UNITED STATES CON Ls 


Charles H. Shepard, of 
States at Gathenberg. 

Jo-eph Black, of Ohio, to be consul of the U 
Pesth. 


’ Massachusetts, to | of the Unit 


> consul 


lited States at Buda- 


Osear Malmros, of Minnesota, to be consul of the United States at 
Denia. 
MINISTERS RESIDENT AND CONSUI GENERAI. 
George S. Batcheller, of New York, to be minister resident and con- 


sul-geueral of the United States to Port 
Semproninus H. Boyd, of Missouri, to 


sul-general of the United States to Siam 


ugal 


be ministe ident and con- 


PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 
Fifteenth Regiment of Infa 
First Lieut. George A. Cornish, to be captain. 
Second Lieut. Edward Lloyd, to be first lieutenant, 
mM lical Dp pa nf 
Maj. Blencowe E. Fryer, surgeon, to be assistant medical purveyor. 
Capt. Stevens G. Cowdrey, assistant surgeon, to be suryeon. 
( it? lry 
First Lieut. Henry H. Bellas, United States Army, retired, to be 
captain of cavalry. 
COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS. 
Ezra B. Bailey, of Connecticut, to be collector of customs for the dis- 


trict of Hartford, in the State of Connecticut 


SURVEYOR OF CUSTOMS. 
John F. 
Cairo, 


Rector, of Illinoi 
in the State of I)! 


3, to be surveyor of custo 
inois. 


s for the port of 
INDIAN AGENT. 
David L. to 


the 


of 
in 


Shipley, be 


Navajo agency, 


Herndon, Iowa, 
New Mexico. 


agent for the Indians of 


GOVERNOR OF ARIZONA. 


John N. Irwin, of Iowa, to be governor of Arizona. 
FIRST ASSISTANT POSTMASTER-GENERAL. 
Smith A. Whitfield, of Cincinnati, Ohio, to be First Assistant Post- 


master-General. 


SECOND ASSISTANT POSTMASTER-GENERAL, 
James Lowrie Bell, of Philadelphia, Pa., to be Second Assistant 
Postmaster-Geueral. 
TERRITORIAL ASSOCIATE JUSTICI 
Alfred A. Freeman, of Tennessee, to be associate justice of the gu- 
preme court of the Territory of New Mexico. 
COLLECTOR OF INTERNAL REVENUE. 
William Wallace Rollins, of North Carolina, to be collector of ir 
ternff revenue for the filth district of North Carolina. 
POSTM ASTERS, 
Henry H. Myers, to be postmaster Brinkley, in the county of 
Monroe and State of Arkansas. 
Charles W. Cox. to be postmaster at Conway, in the county of Faulk- 


ner and State ol 
William P. 


Arkansas 


Rucker, to be postmaster at Lewisburgh, in the county 


| of Greenbrier and State of West Virginia 


Morley H. Wallis, to be postmaster at Houma 
Bonae and State of Louisiana. 

Prelate D. Barker, to be postmaster at Mobile, 
bile and State of Alabama. 

Robert Kk. Tolbert, to be postmaster at Greenwood, in the county of 
Abbeville and State of South Carolina. 


, in the county of Terre 


in the county of Mo 
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William W. Washburn, to be postmaster at Morgan Park, in the 
county of Cook and State of Illinois. | 

Michael M. Kistler, to be postmaster at East Stroudsburgh, in the 
county of Monroe and State of Pennsylvania. 

Nelson H. Hastings, to be postmaster af Austin, in the county of | 
Potter and State of Pennsylvania. i 

Robert H. Wilson, to be postmaster at Tarentum, in the county of | 
Allegheny and State ef Pennsylvania. 

Heury Andrews, to be postmaster at Ardmore, inthe county of Mont- 
gomery and State of Pennsylvania. 

Anna H. Griscom, to be postmaster at Jenkintown, in the county of 


Seth Orme, to be postmaster at St. Clair, in the county of Schuylkill | 
and State of Pennsylvania. 

James M. Overshimer, to be postmaster at Elwood, in the county of | 
Madison and State of Indiana. 

Joseph F. Doyle, to be postmaster at Savannah, in the county of | 


atham and State of Georgia. 

Hubert £. Carpenter, to be postmaster at East Hampton, in thecounty | 
of Middlesex and State of Connecticut. | 

Sidney A. Breese, tobe postmaster at Cottonwood Falls, in the county | 
of Chase and State of Kansas. | 

George KE. Comstock, to be postmaster at Fayette, in the county of | 
Fayette and State of lowa, 

William A. McDaniel, to be postmaster at Thorntown, in the county 
of Boone and State of Indiana 

Villiam L. Bingham, to be postmaster at Pineville, in the county of | 
Bell and State of Kentucky. 

W ym Litt, to be postmaster at Weir, in the « aunty of Cherokee 
and State of Kansas, 

Henry EF. Cowgill, to be postmaster at Baldwin, in the county of | 
Doug!as and State of Kansas. 

John Furniss, to be postmaster at Nashville, in the county of Barry 
and State of Michigan, 

Daniel A. Hard, to be postmaster at North Berwick, in the county 
of York and State of Maine. 


Albert EK. Rankin, to be postmaster at Augusta, in the county of 
Bracken and State of Kentucky. 

Fred I, Wheeler, to be postmaster at Appleton, in the county of Swift 
and State of Minnesota. 

Joseph MeMurtrey, to be postmaster at Windom, in the county of 
Cottonwood and State of Minnesota, 

August FE. Anderson, to be postmaster at Kasson, in the county of 
Dodge and State of Minnesota. 

Charles J. S. Randal, to be postmaster at Rouse’s Point, in the county 
of Clinton and State of New York. 

‘William C. May, to be postmaster at Gothenburgh, in the county of 
Dawson and State of Nebraska. 

‘Thaddeus 8S, Clarkson, of Omaha, Nebr., to be postmaster at Omaha, 
Nebr. 

Christopher Ehni, to be postmaster at Raritan, in the county of Som- 
erset and State of New Jersey. 

William N. Hewitt, to be postmaster at Bridgeton, in the county of 
Cumberiand and State of New Jersey. 

Woodhull N. Raynor, to be postmaster at Sayville, in the county of 
Suffolk and State of New York. 

Lambert A. Bristol, to be postmaster at Morganton, in the county of 
Burke and State of North Carolina. 

William P. Phelps, to be postmasterat Merchantville, in the county 
of Camden and State of New Jersey. 

Thomas Palmer, to be postmaster at Frenchtown, in the county.of 
Hunterdon and State of New Jersey. 

Carleton A. Horn, to be postmaster at Plain City, in the county of 
Madison and State of Ohio. 

Charles W. Dawson, to be postmaster at New Richmond, in thecounty | 
of Clermont and State of Ohio. 

Theodore £. MeCrary, to be postmaster at Lexington, in the county | 
of Davidson and State of North Carolina. 

William 5. Chase, to be postmaster at Sturgis, in the county of Law- | 
rence and State of South Dakota, | 


Mary S.J. MeGroarty, to be postmaster at College Hill, in the county 
of Hamilton and State of Ohio. 

Frederick Knagi, to be postmaster at Toronto, in the county of Jef- 
ferson and State of Ohio. 

William E. Singleton, jr., to be postmaster at Atlanta, in the county 
of Cass and State of Texas, 

Robert H. Armstrong, to be postmaster at Kaufman, in the county 
of Kaufman and State of Texas. 

Frank H. Hooper, to be postmaster at Eureka, in the county of Mc- 
Pherson and State of South Dakota. 

Frank L. Martin, to be postmaster at Bethel, in the county of Wind- 
gor and State of Vermont. 

George M. Douglass, to be postmaster at West Rutland, in the county | 
of Rutland and State of Vermont. 

George W. Smith, to be postmaster at Ballinger, in the county of 
Runnels and State of Texas. 
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August Hoppe, to be postmaster at Apalachicola, in the county als 
Franklin and State of Florida. of 


Michael Sweet, to be postmaster at P)ymouth, in the county of S} 
boygan and State of Wisconsin. 

Amos F. Stevens, to be postmaster at Aberdeen, in the count 
Chehalis and State of Washington. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, October 1, 1890. 
The House met at 12 o’clock m. 


D. D. 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. 


Prayer by Rev. J. H. Curnp 


Mr. Speaker, I make the point of ord 


| that no quoram has appeared. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman makes the point of ord: 
there is no quoram present, The Chair will ascertain. 


MESSAGE FROM TH.: SENATE. 


Pending the count by the Speaker, a message from the Sena‘! 
Mr. McCook, its Secretary, was received, announcing that the S 
had agreed to the amendments of the House to bills of the f 
titles: 

A bill (S. 3196) granting an increase of pension to Michael McG 

A bill (8S. 4370) granting a pension to John M. Dunn; and 

A bill (S. 3314) granting the right of way to the Red Lake 
Western Kailway and Navigation Company across Red Lake res 
tion, in Minnesota, and granting said company right of way to + 
lands for terminal railroad and warehouse purposes. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed a concur 
resolution providing for the re-enrollment, with an amendment, « 
bill (S. 145) for the relief of the legal representatives of Hen: 
French. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed a resolu 
directing the Clerk of the House to number consecutively the paragr: 
and sections of the bill (H. R. 9416) to reduce the revenue and equ 
ize the duties on imports, and for other purposes, in the enrollment « 
the bill. 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to the rep 
of the committees of conference on bills and joint resolution of th 
following titles: 

A bill (S. 1454) to increase the efficiency and reduce the expenses 
the Signal Corps of the Army and to transfer the weather service t 
the Department of Agriculture; 

A bill (H. R. 2990) tor the relief of J. L. Cain and others; and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 104) to permit the Secretary of War 
grant a revocable license to use a pier, as petitioned by vessel-own: 
of Chicago, Ill. 

The message further announced that the Senate had disagreed to the 
amendment of the House to the bill (S. 3431) granting a pension to 
Martha N. Hudson, asked for a conference on the disagreeing votes 0! 
the two Houses thereon, and had appointed as conferees on the part « 
the Senate Mr. Davis, Mr. BLatr, and Mr. BLopGertt. 

The message further announced that the Senate insisted on it: 
amendments, disagreed to by the House, to the bill (H. R. 10639) t 
amend section 2 of the act of May 30, 1862, agreed to a conferen 
thereon, and had appointed as conferees on the part of the Senate M: 
WALTHALL, Mr. PLUMB, and Mr. DoLPu. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed a joint resv 
lution (H. Res. 208) to allow the Postmaster-General to expend $10, (0 
to test at the small towns and villages the system of the free-deliver) 
service, and for other purposes, 

The message further announced that the Senate had passed a bi! 
(H. &. 12187) to set apart certain tracts of land in the State of Califor 
nia as forest reservations. 

A further message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretai; 
announced that the Senate had adopted the following resolution; i» 
which the concurrence of the House was requested: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That there 
printed 10,000 extra copies of the reports of committees, and discussions thereo 
of the International American Conference; 2,000 of which shall be for the us: 


of the Senate, 4,000 for the use of the House, and 4,000 for distribution by t! 
State Department. 


sLiOW 


The message also announced that the Senate had adopted the follo\ 
ing resolution: 

Resolved, That a committee be appointed on the part of the Senate, to jo 
such committee as may be appointed by the House of Representatives, to wa 
on the President of the United States and inform him that, uniess he mr.y |iay 
any further commvication to make, the two Houses are now ready to adjour: 


Ordered, That Mr. SaxrrmMaw and Mr. Hargis be members of the said con 
mittee on the part of the Senate. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


A message in writing from the President of the United States wa 
communicated to the House by Mr. PrupeEn, one of his secretaries. who 
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also announced that the President had approved and signed House acts The Senate amendment was read, as follows 
of the following titles: 


And he is hereby further directed to enro!! paragraphs 362 and 372, as follows 





An act (H. R. 1279) granting a pension to Mrs. M. E. Daniels; _ “362. Cables. cordage, and twine (except binding-twine composed in whole or 
An act (H. R. 2317) granting a pension to Anna McCreary; nae hat eg em manita, sisal-grass, or om  1¢ cents per pound 
An act (H. R. 2318) granting a pension to Malinda Foreman; Speen cane ears harness nee” 
Au act (H. R. 2487) granting a pension to Micager Hancock ; age made of hemp, 2} cents per pound; tarred cables and 1 cents per 
An act (H. R. 2550) granting a pension to William C. Ebert; — a " + 

. . - 872. Collars and cuffs, composed entirely of ton, 15 cents per dozen pieces 
An act (H. R. 4688 ) granting a pension to Rev. Thomas James; and 35 per cent. ad valorem ; compo whole or in part of linen, 30 cents p 
An act (H. R. 4858) granting a pension to Abigail Hughes; dozen pieces and 40 per cent. ad valorem ; shirts, and all articles of wearing aj 
in act (H. R. 5521) granting a pension to Miss Frances Thatcher; parel of every description, not specially provided for in this act, composed 
An act (H. R. 5812) granting a pension to Alonzo Hix; wholly or in part of lin ) per cent. ad valorer 
An act (H. R. 6195) granting a pension to Clarrissa Barker; The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to tl nendment of 
An act (H. R. 7523) granting a pension to Calvin Gunn; the Senate. 
An act (H. R. 7574) granting a pension to Mrs. Leonora Coon; Mr. MCMILLLIN. I believe, Mr. Speaker, this is not privileged, 
An act (H. R. 8163) granting a pension to W. W. Seely; | and while I do not wish to make that point, yet I do not want to be un 
An act (H. R. 8234) granting a pension to Catherine Lawrence | derstood as consenting that this matter is privileged. I wish to make 
An act (H. R. 8300) granting a pension to John A. Anderson; a statement concerning it after the gentleman from Ohio has been heard 


An act (H. R. 8473) granting a pension to Thompson Riley; Mr. McKINLEY. I will state that the concurrent resolution pro- 
An act (H. R. 8918) granting a pension to Mrs. Emeline Jane Bush- | poses to direct the Clerk of the House to enroll the fact of the agre 
nell; | ment between the conferees of the House and Senate. There was an 

An act (H. R. 9054) granting a pension to Sarah McCormick; 

An act (H. R. 9084) granting a pension to David Stockwell; 

An act (H. R. 9716) granting a pension to John Grace; 

An act (H. R. 9934) granting a pension to Conrad McLain; 

An act (H. R. 10075) granting a pension to Montraville A. Harring- 


omission, as everybody I believe agrees, in the enrollment of the bill, 
and the only wonder is that in so long a bill, embodying such a num 
ber of various matters, we have had no more errors in the enrollment 
and report of the committee of conference than we have found. 

I hold in my hand a supplemental statement signed by the Senat« 





| 
on; . conferees consenting that the two items named in the Senate amend 
An act (H. R. 10572) granting a pension to Mrs. Marvin L. McCul- | ment to this resolution formed a part of the original agreement b 
loh; tween the conferees of the House and Senate on this bill 

An act (H. R. 8028) for the relief of Alexander Callison; | Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. My friend of course means to speak « 

An act (H. R. 9126) for the relief of William W. Reed, formerly a | the majority members? 
private of Company D, Ninety-sixth Regiment of Obio Volunteers; Mr. McKINLEY. No; I speak of the members of the minority 

An act (H. R. 9371) for the relief of Fanny A. Putney; well. 

An act (H. R. 10429) for the relief of Uriah Bryant; Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. Then I should like to have that state- 
An act (H. R. 7917) granting an increase of pension to Eliza Efmer, | ment read. 





a pensioner of the war of 1812; | Mr. McKINLEY. This statement is as follow 

An act (H. R. 8211) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Rebecca | pne undersigned, conferees on the part of their respective Houses on the bil 
E. Simon; 2 H. R. 9416 respectfully submit that the following was agreed to as paragraphs 

An act (H. R. 9316) granting an increase of pension to Thomas G, | 92 -_ 372 of said bill, and that said paragraphs as submitted in the conference 

» | report are erroneous: 

Boss; 3 Ee : . 5 362. Cables, cordage, and twine (except binding-twine composed in whole ox 

An act (H. R. 11481) granting an increase of pension to Edwin D. in part of istle or Tampico fiber, manila, sisal-graas, or sunn), || cents per pound 
Bradley, late colonel of the Thirty-eighth Regiment Ohio Volunteers; | ®!! ae pater ease ifactured in whole or in part from is ne oe 

. . : manila, sis *rass, or sunn, seven-tenths of | cent per t < les and cord- 

An nse (HL. B 2106) to remove the charge of desertion against Dan- | fit made of hemp 2} cents per pound; tasred saiitian anes qumdendin, 4 onal ae 
1e . Sellec : pound, 

An act (H. R. 2174) to remove charges of desertion from Ellery C. | _ 312, Collars and cuffs, composed entirely of cotton, 15 cents per dozen pico 
> . a | and 35 per cent.ad valorem; composed in whole or in part of linen, 30 cents pe 
Folger; ad 7 ° 2 | dozen pieces and 40 per cent. ad valorem; shirts, and allarticles of wearing ap 

An act (H. R. 1358) to remove the charge of desertion against John | pare! of every description, not specially provided for in this act, composed 
Milroy, and authorizing his honorable discharge; wholly or in part of linen, 55 per cent. ad veer cKINLEY.} 

S : Shaw —— a, . McKINLEY, Jr., 

An act (H. R. 1268) to perfect the military record of James T. N. DINGLEY, Jr.. 
Hughes; 0SWELL P. FLOWER, 

An act (H. R. 8394) to amend chapter 67, volume 23 of the Stat- Managers on the part of the House 
utes at Large of the United States; NELSON W. ALDRICH, 


J. G. CARLISLE, 
FRANK HISCOCK, 
JOHN SHERMAN, 
D. W. VOORHEES 
W. B. ALLISON, 


Managers on the part of the Senate. 


Unjséd States military reservation at Baton Ronge, La.; 

n act (H. R. 11459) making appropriations to supply deficiencies in 
the appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1890, and for 
prior years, and for other purposes; 

An act (H. R. 8713) granting a pension to Rhoda Buck; 


sap 8 (H. R. 3857) to provide for the disposal of a portion of the 





Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. My friend does not quite catch the point 





An act (H. R. 11578) granting & pension to Rebecca A. Green; Isubmitted. 1 do not question the fact that this was agreed to in con 
An act (H. R. 10083) for the relief of George Murray; ference, but what I meant to intimate was that it was not agreed to 
An act (H. R. 8210) granting an increase of pension to Maria L. Cara- | by all of the conterees. 
her; and A . : Mr. McKINLEY. Oh, certainly not; only by the majority con 
An act (H. R. 11773) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Mary B. | ferees. 
Cushing. 3ut the only question before the House now is whether this is a part 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. of the agreement between the conferees of both bodies. The paper | 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE (aftera pause). I withdraw the point of no | wal Ge see en hs teeta a caged pane mepceryr dyson rashes 
ye § , oD menate conlerees, and specilies that the exact word 
“The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the Journal. of this resolution were the agreement between the conferees of th 
MatUORG 5 cenew the nelndel ue euerun. House and Senate—I mean the majority, of course 
Mr a 5 ssnow 16 alee. po 4 Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, Does this change the duty on binde 
Mr, KILGORE (after a further pause). Mr. Speaker, I withdraw | *Wi¢ from what the action of the House was? = 
the point of no quorum. Mr. MCKINLEY. Not atall; it only provides, I willsay tothe gen 
: . . t ui »rti Ps yrti ‘ he avreement « he c erees 
TheSPEAKER. The gentleman withdraws the point. If there is | tleman, for the ins rtion of a portion of the agreement of the confereé 
no farther objection, the Clerk will read the Journal which was omitted. The error was committed in leaving out of para 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was then read and ap- | &*PB 362 the words ‘‘istle or Tampico fiber and sisal-grass.”” These 
proved. words were left out in the enrollment, as I have just shown, and ! 


THE REVENUE BILI. | agreed to by the conferees. 


i 
| 
; ; 
| I believe that is all I desire to say. 
Mr. MCKINLEY. Mr. Speaker, I now call up the concurrent reso- | yyy McMILLIN. Gn Seeder, he -entleman from Ohio has stated 
lution passed by the House on yesterday and returned to us this morn- | what the action of the conferees on this subject was. and has stated it 
ing with an amendment by the Senate. ' 


. : : accurately. The majority of the conterees, who constituted the con 
The SPEAKER. The resolution will be read and also the Senate | ferees on the part of the House, so far as the report is concerned, agreed 


amendment. to the items that the gentleman from Ohio has indicated, but by a 
The Clerk read as follows: mistake, which is not surprising when we consider the hurried manner 
Resolved by the House of ives (the Senate concurring), That the Clerk 


in which we undertook to dispuse of the matters involved here, and in 
which this bill has always been rushed through the House, they were 
left out. 


of the House be, and he is hereby. directed to number consecutively tbe para- 
and sections of House bill 9416, to reduce the revenue and equalize 
on imports, and for other purposes, in the enrollment of the bill. 
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Binders’ twine was made, if I remember correctly, dutiable at 1} 
cents per pound by the House bill. The Senate Committee on Finance 
recommended a duty of 1} cents, but the Senate itself, when it came 
to act upon the report of this committee, made it free. The conferees 
agreed, as stated by the gentleman trom Onio, to tax it at seven-tenths 
of a cent. 

Mr. McKINLEY. 

Mr. McMILLIN. 





Seven-tenths of a cent. 
Yes; seven-tenths of a cent. These are the facts 
as to binders’ twine. Bat there is this further fact concerning an objec- 
tion to this proceeding: While I would state here, at all times what 
the action of the conferees was, | would never consent to any step that 
raised the duty on binders’ twine. But if this is not agreed to, bind- 
ers’ twine will probably go to the basket clause that applies to that 
schedule, and bear a duty of 40 per cent., which is nore than that pro- 
vided in the conference report. 

As to the items of collars, cuffs, etc., the House made the rate of 
duty 50 per cent. ad valorem, The Senate struck that out, and these 
things went to a clause analogous to the basket clause, providing that 
all manufactures of this material not otherwise provided for should 
bear a duty of 4U percent. So that the House fixed the duty at 50 per 
cent; the Senate 40 per cent; and this is one of those outrageous cases 
where the committee of conference has increased the duty over both 
the House and Senate, and fixed the rate at 55 percent. But this is 
coupled with binders’ twine, and in order to strike at a higher rate on 
the collars you have also to put a higher rate on binders’ twine. The 
Democratic conierees urged free binders’ twine and the lower rate on 
collars, but were voted down. 

That is the situation in which the House finds itself, and I thought 
it proper to make thisstatement. The House can take its own course 
in connection with it. ‘The minority both of the Senate and of the 
House conferees resisted any imposition of any tax upon binding-twine 
all along the line, and resisted also the rate of duty provided on col- 
lars, etc.; but the majority of the conierees did agree to the two items, 
in spite of our protests, as stated by the ge ntleman from Ohio [ Mr. 
McKINLEY]. [Cries of ‘‘Vote!’’ ‘‘ Vote!’’] 

Mr. McKINLEY. I ask for a vote. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

Mr. McKINLEY moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolu- 
tion was avreed to; and also moved to lay the motion to reconsider 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

CORRECTION OF THE REVENUE BILL. 

Mr, McKINLEY. I offer the following resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved by the Heo use ¢ of Representatites ,ale concurring), That the Clerk 
of the Ho ise be, and he is hereby, directed, in the enrollment of House bill No. 
9416, to reduce the revenues and equalize duties on imports, and for other pur- 
pose«, to change paragraph 318 of the bill as follows: 

Insert a parenthesis after the word “ confectionery” and strike out the pa- 
renthesis afier the word “chocolate '’ where it last occurs in tue paragraph, so 
as to include in parenthesis only the words ** other than chocolate confection- 
ery.” 

[Cries of ‘‘ Vote!”’ *‘ Vote!’’] 

Mr. McMILLIN, Let us have an explanation from the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. MCKINLEY}. 

Mr. McKINLEY. I supposed the gentleman from Tennessee un- 
derstood the matter, or I should have made a statement. 

Mr. McMILLIN, It was merely called to my attention that there 
had been some mistake or blunder of some kind. 

Mr. McKINLEY. Paragraph 318 reads “other than chocolate con- 
fectionery and chocolate commercially known as sweetened chocolate, 
2 cents per pound.’’ In preparing this report the clerks of the two 
committees had the parenthesis commence at the right point, buat had 
it end at the wrong point. It should have ended at ‘‘contfectionery ’”’ 
in the first line; so that it would read: 


Chocolate (other than chocolate confectionery), a 
known as swectened chiecolate, 2 cents per pound. 


Mr. MCMILLIN. What is the effect of the amendment? I have 
not a copy of the bill before me. That is the reason I ask. 

Mr. McKINLEY. It in no sense affects the rate at all. 

Mr. McMILLIN. What is the object of the change then? 

Mr. McKINLEY. Itwould make the chocolate commercially known 
as sweetened chocolate pay five cents per pound instead of two cents, 
as provided for in this paragraph. 

Mr. McMILLIN. ‘ibhat would be a change in the rates, then. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

Mr. GRoSVENOR and Mr. CARTER addressed the Chair. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would like to finish the business on the 
Speaker’s table, if there is no objection. 

MARTHA N, HUDSON, 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (S. 3431) granting a 
pension to Martha N. Hudson, with House amendments. 

The Senate resolution requesting a conterence and aonouncing the 
appointment of Mr. |bAvis, Mr, BLAIR, and Mr. BLODGETT as conferees 
on the part of the Senate was read. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The question is, Will the House insist on its 
amendment and agree to the committee of conference ? 


the Se 


id chocolate commercially 
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The question was taken, and decided in the affirmative. 
Accordingly the House insisted on its amendment and agreed to the 
committee of conference. 


HENRY 8. FRENCH, 
The SPEAKER laid before the House a Senate concurrent 
tion; which was read, as follows: 


Whereas Senate bill No. 145, for the relief of the legal representat 
Henry 8S. French, referred the claim to the Court of Claims; and 

Whereas said bill does not require said Court of Claims to determine the 
dictional fact of the loyalty of tue said Henry S, French; and 

Whereas said biil passed the Senate and subsequently passed the Hoi < 
Representatives and was sent to the President,and was, by concurrent 
tion, recalled from the President in order that the bill should be so a 
as to require the court to determine the question of loyalty of the said H, 
S. French: Therefore, 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That sa 
be re-enrolled, and in the re-enrollment of said bill there shall be insert; 
the word “ parties,” in line 9 of said enrolled bi.l, the following: 

‘And if said court shall find that said Henry 8. French, did not give ay 
and comfort to the rebellion, but was throughout the war loyal to the 
ment of the United States, and such loyalty having veen thus establish 

So that said bill when re-enrolled shall read as follows: 


‘An act for the relief of the legal representatives of Henry S, Fre 


** Beit enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United s 
America in Congress assembled, That the legal representatives of ile . 
French, deceased, late of Nashville, Tenn... be, and are hereby, authorized + 
bring suit in the Court of Claims for the recovery of the net proceeds of 23) | 
of cotton taken at Jonesborouch, Ga., in September, 1864, by Genera! Wi)! 

Le Duc, by order of General Sherman, and turned over tothe Treasury ave i 
by him soid and the proceeds paid into the Treasury of the United States 

this purpose jurisdication is hereby conferred upon said court tohear a 

mine and render judgment in conformity with the rights of the respect 

ties; and if said court shall find that said Henry 8. French did not give 

and comfort to the rebellion, but was throughout the war loyal to the ( 

ment of the United States, and said loyalty having been thus establish-c 
shal! further find that said Henry 8. French in buying such cotton did not \ 
late any non-intercourse act,and that it,or any part thereof, was taken 
officers of the United States and the proceeds turned into the Treasury 

and in that event, judgment shall! be entered for the claimant for such proc 
which judgment shall be paid out of the captured and abandoned pro 
fund; and the said court shall, in the hearing of said claim, consider 

dence that may have been taken under the direction of the Souther 
Commission in regard to the claim of Henry 8. French, with authority 

part of the United States or the claimants to take additional testimony 

the rules of said court: Provided, That an appeal shall lie in said cau 
said court to the Supreme Court, as in other cases.”’ 


Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the present cons 
tion of the resolution, I understand that to bea concurrent reso! 
affecting a bill which was passed earlier in the session in regard to 
claimant in Tennessee. The bill as it passed did not provide that | 
question of loyalty should be found by the Court of Claims, aud t 
simply remedies it by requiring the question of loyalty to be aflirn 
tively found, as is usual in such cases. I move to put the resolution 
its passage, 

The SPEAKER. 
lution. 

The resolution was concurred in. 


y 


se 


The question is on concurring in the Senate r¢ 


NOTIFICATION TO THE PRESIDENT. 
The SPEAKER laid before the House the following Senate resol utio: 
The Clerk read as follows: 


IN THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES, October 1, 189 


Reso'ved, That a committee of two Senators be appointed on the part of | 
Senate to join such committee as may Pr Doqpectates by the House of Re; 
sentatives to wait on the President of the United States and inform him (hat 
unless he may have any further communication to make, the two Houses ure 
now ready to adjourn, 

Ordered, That Mr. Sueeman and Mr. Harris be members of said comu 
on the part of the Senate. 


Mr. McKINLEY. Inconnection with that I offer the following res 
lution. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That a committee of three members be appointed to join a si: 
committee on the part of the Senate to wait on the President of the U: ited 
States and inform him that the two Houses of Congress are ready to adj 
and respectfully inquire if be unas any further communication to make to th: 

The resolution was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER subsequently appointed as members of such com- 
mittee on the part of the House Mr. MCKINLEY, Mr. PeRKINs, and 
Mr. McMILLIN, 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
that the Senate had agreed to the report of the committee of coniercnce 
on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the amendments o! the 
Senate to the bill to amend section 2 of the act of May 30, 18.2. 


VETO MESSAGE—CAPT. CHARLES B. STIVERS. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message from 
the President; which was read, and, with accompanying bill, reteried 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed: 


To the House of Representatives : 

lreturn herewith, without my approval, the joint resolution (H. Res. No. 3°) dc 
claring the retirement of Capt. Charlies B. Stivers, of the United States Arm) 
legal and valid and that he is entitled, as such officer, to his pay 

Captain Stivers was dismissed the service 8 :immarily by order of the Pres 
dent on July 15, 1863. A subsequent examination into the causes leading to (!)'s 
action seems to huve satisfied the President that an injustice had been done ‘v 
the officer, and on the Lith day of August, 1863, an order was issued revoking 
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the order of dismissal and restoring Captain Stivers to duty as an officer of the 
Army. On December 30, 1864, by a proper order from the War Department, after 
examination, Captain Stivers was placed upon the retired-list of tie Army. 

The Supreme Court has decided, in the case of the United States vs. Corson, | 
114 U.S. Reports, 619: 

First. That at the time of the issuance of the order of dismissal the Presi- 
dent had authority, under the law, tosummarily dismiss an officer, and that the 
effect ot such an order was absolutely to separate the officer from the -ervice. 

Second, That, having been thus separated from the service, he could not be 
restored except by nomination to the Senate and its advice and consent to the 
appointment, 

Mr. Garland, as Attorney-General, gavean opinion to the Secretary of War in 
the case of Captain Stivers, based upon the decision of the Supreme Court to 
which I have referred, holding that Captain Stivers was not an officer on the 
retired-list of the Army. The present Attorney-General, with whom I have 
conferred, takes the same viewofthelaw, In:jeed, the decision of the Supreme 
Court to which I have referred is so exactly in point that there can be no doubt 
as to the law of the case. It is undoubtedly competent for Congress, by act or 
joint resolution, to authorize the President, by and with the advice of the Sen- 
ate, to appoint Captain Stivers to be a captain inthe Army of the United States 
and to place him upon the retired-list. It is also perfectiy competent. by suita- 
ble legislation, tor Congress to give to this officer the pay of his grade during 
the interval of time when he was improperly carried upon the Army lists. But 
the joint résolution which I herewith return does not attempt to dea! with the 
case in that way. It undertakes to declare that the retirement of (‘aptain Sti- 
vers was legal and valid, and that he always has been and is entitled to his pay 
assuch officer. I do not think thi+ is a competent method of giving the relief 
intended, 
valid. as the highest judicial tribunal under the Constitution has declared, for 
the reason that Captain Stivers was not then an officer on the active-list. That 
being so, it follows of course that he was not entitled to draw the pay of an of- 
fice he did not hold 

The relief should have taken the form usual in such cases, which is to au- 
thorize the appoiniment of the officer toa place made for him on the retired- 
list. 


BENJ. HARRISON, 


EXEcuTiIvE Mansion, September %0, 1890. 
OBSTRUCTIONS TO NAVIGATION 


Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I have a privileged report which 
I submit for consideration. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Mr. Grosvenor, from the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, submitted the 
following report: 

The Committee on Rivers and Harbors, to whom was referred House resol. | 
tion No. 230, have had the same under consideration and beg leave to submit 
the following report: 

It appears from the report of the engineer in charge of the Ohio River and 
from statements made to the committee that thers has been fora number of | 
ears past a systematic series uf encroachments upon the Ouio River within the 
im ts of Cincinnati, and above and below the city of Cincinnati, and at various | 
other points on the Ohio River. Persors and corporations, without any au 
thoritv of law, have built and constructed large warehouses, wharves, docks, 
and other structures, and have changed the current of the river and made nav- 
igation in the vicinity of Cincinnati especially dangerous. The construction of 
a number of railroad bridges at Cincinnati has had the effect to change the cur- 
rent there, and the construction of its works, it is said, has materially affected 
the navigation. As long ago as November 30, 1389, Col. Merrill wrote the fol- 

lowing letter, and the same was furnished to your committee: 
**CISCINNATI, On10, November 30, 1889, 

“GENERAL: I have the honor to inform the Department that serious damage 
has been done to the’narbors of Pittsburgh and Allegheny, Pa., Wheeling. W.Va., 
and Cincinnati, Ohio, by the use of the banks of the river as a dumping ground 
for refuse. In my jndgmentit is advi-able to take action at once to prevent 
this practice under the authority granted in section 12 of the riverand harbor 
act of August 11, 1888. 

“In this connection I would like to call attention to the fact that the law in 
question does not specify any method of enforcing obedience to the mandate of 
the Secretary of War, nor any penalty tor disobedience. | am not enough ofa 
lawyer to know whether or not the law can be enforced in its present shape, 
but I have always supposed that the lack of sanction was a fatal defect in a law, 
If this be so I would prefer to take no steps at present, but to await more effi- 
cient legislation. 

** Respectiully, your obedient servant, 


IN THE OHIO RIVER. 


“WM. E. MERRILL, 
“ Lieutenant-Colonel of Engineers. 
“Toe Carer oF ENGINEERS, UNITED STATES ARMY, 
"Washington, D. C.” 


It will be seen that Colonel Merrill suggests a change in the statute, and this 
change has been practically effected in the river and harbor billofthis year. But 
these structures and encroachments stil! stand, and many of them are of a char- 
acter to be permanent obstructions; not only so, but rights by limitation are 
sought to be gained by the occupants. 

Your committee are of the opinion that action by Congress ought to be 
taken, first to ascertain the natureand extent of these encroachments and struct- 
ures, and, further, the lengih of time such occupation has been going on,and 
many tacts pertinent to the proper adju<tment of tue situation 


Your committee therefore recommend the passage of the resolution, when it | 


shall be amended as follows: Add at the end of the resolution the following: 
“Such expense to be paid by the Clerk of the House upon the certificate of the 
chairman of such committee or subcommittee having such investigation in 
—— and such committee may sit during the vacation of Congress, if neces- 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, A parliamentary inquiry, Mr. Speaker. I 
did not hear all the remarks of the gentleman as to the report from 
the Committee on Rivers and Harors. Is it not a bill or resolution? 
Mr. GROSVENOR. It is simply a resolution authorizing a subcom- 
mittee of the Committee on Rivers and Harbors to examine certain 
locations in regard to these obstructions. 
"Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I did not hear the gentleman’s statement. 
Mr. GROSVENOR. Itauthorizesa subcommittee of the Comnittee 
on Rivers and Harbors, during the vacation, to examine the structures 
that have been extended into the Ohio River under this complaint and 
report to Congress. That isall. The request for such action comes 
trom the Chiet of Engineers and from the Board of Trade of Cincinnati. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolution. 


| 


The retirement, under the law as it then existed, was not legal and | 


The Clerk read as follows: 


[House of Representatives, Fifty-first 


Congress, first sessien. | 
House resoiul i. 
Vhereas it is reported by the Engineer D 


rtment that persons along the 
Ohio River and 









its tributaries in the thickly tled portions of the country are, 
and have been fora number of years, building houses, stores, shops, factories, 
avd other structures upon land abuiting upon said rivers; aud 
Whereas it is further reported at divers persens and corp is have 
| along the line of said rivers, and upon land net owns hem iilt t aud 
projected large deposits of earth, stone, a materia! so asto for sand 
portions o land upon which luimber etructt s and buildings of various Kinds 
have been placed; and 
Whereas said parties are without a clear title, occupy said land and seek- 
ing to carry tile by occupation ; and 
Whereas such occupation and tue buildingof such projection and structures 
have the effect of narrowing the Olio River at sundry points, and especially 
within the rporation at Cincinuati,to the serious detr ent of the naviga 
tion of the said river; and 
W hereas it is reported that further important projects in the same « ection 
are being arranged for aud that Jarge buildings will be constructed upon land 
of thischaracter shortly, unless interfered w biae 
Be it resolved, That the Committee on Kivers and Harbors be instructed to as- 
certain and report without delay as follows 
First. Whether any persons. corporations or individuals, have by deposits of 
| material constructed embankments or projected a t iots out into said 
riverand are occupying the same same without legal e tiereto 
Second. Whether such projection of material and building of buildings isa 
detriment to the navigation of the Ohio and its tributari 
Third. Ifsuech oce pation had been made as they represent, a list of t lames 
of such persons sv offending, with the places, lots, and locations whe - i 
terierence has taken place and all the facts and circum-tinces necessary toa 
full understanding by this House as to the continuance of such occupation, and 
what ste ps are necessary to prevent the continuance f such trespas sand 
the removal of those already made. Forthis purpose the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors is authorized toemploy an additional cler} d stenographer . nd 
to travel frum poi:.t to point, wherever neces«ary, citheras a whole or ar 
committee, and such necessary expenses as may be made insuch investigat i 
shall be paid out of the contingent fund of the House 


The amendment was read, as follows 








Add at the end of the resolution the tollowing: “Such expenses to be paid by 

the Clerk of the House upon the certificate of the chair n of such committee 

| or subcommittee having such investigation tn charge, aud such committee may 
sit during the vacation of Congress if necessary 


| upon it as would exclude a resolution. 





| has been done to navigation. 


| one clerk, 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. A parliamentary irquiry, Mr. Speaker. 


| Is that a privileged report of a matter referred to the Committee on 
| Rivers and Harbors? 
Mr. GROSVENOR. It is a report from the Committee on Rivers 


and Harbors. 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, 


BI Is itreporting back aresolution which had 
been referred to that committee? 
Mr. GKROSVENOR,. = Yes, sir. 
The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman from Ohio state on what 


ground this becomes privileged ? 
Mr. GROSVENOR. Under the rule. 
TheSPEAKER. Will the gentleman point out 
rule? 
Mr. GROSVENOR. Yes, sir. It is section 51 of Rule XI: 


The following-named committees shali have leave to reportat any time on the 
matters herein stated, namely he Committee on Rules, on joint rules and 
order of business; the Committee on Elections, on the rigit ofa member to his 
seat; the Committee on Ways and Means, on bills raising revenue; the com 
mittees having jurisdiction of appropriations, the general appropriation bills; 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, bills for the imsprovement of rivers and 
harbors. 


to the Chair what 


The SPEAKER. That speaks of a bill—‘‘bills for the improve- 
ment of rivers and harbors.’’ 

Mr. GROSVENOR. There has not been such a construction placed 
‘This is for the improvement of 
the river and the improvement of navigation. It states that injury 
As I stated, there has not been a con- 
straction of the rules that a resolut'on is not a ‘‘ measure’’ under the 
rules, becauxe, if that were so, the Committee on Rules itself could not 
make reports. 

Mr. OWENS, of Ohio. Will my friend state how long it will take 
to make this investigation? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Probably not to exceed twoor three days. 

Mr. OWENS, of Ohio. Why is it necessary, then, to authorize the 
employment of clerks and a stenographer ? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. It only says ‘*it necessary ’’ 
That is all. 

Mr. OWENS, ot Ohio. 
think I will object. 

Mr.GROSVENOR. It isa matter of some importance, and it is pre- 
sented here at the request of the large steam-boat interest of Cincin- 
nati, who claim that their interests have been seriously affected. I do 
not know that there is any point being made avainst the resolution, 

The SPEAKER. The 
privileged. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. 


they may employ 


I do not like the employment of clerks. 1 


»¢ 
Mi 


hd 


gentleman from Kentucky asked if it was 


He asked the question; that is all. We can 


| dispose of it in a minute or two 


The SPEAKER. 
tee? 

Mr. GROSVENOR,. Yes, sir; it was referred, and is regularly re 
ported back hy the action of the committee. 

The SPEAKER. There is no official indorsement on the resolution 
showing its reference to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 


Has this resolution been referred to the commit 
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Mr. GROSVENOR. I can not help that. I got it from the chair- 
man of the committee; and it was acted on by the committee. I do 
not know anything about the marks or the records. 

The SPEAKER. Then this is not the original paper, for there are 
no indorsements on it 

Mr. GROSVENOR, 
[ drew it up myself. 

The SPEAKER. 
ords, 

Mr. GROSVENOR. ‘The Recorp will show its reference and the 
record of the committee will show that it was considered by the com- 
mittee. I do not know who is to blame because the proper entry has 
not been made on the book of reference. I can produce the books of 
the committee if it is necessary to do so. 

The SPEAKER. The books of the House and the paper itself do 
not show it. That is the difficulty the Chair has about the matter. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The Recorp shows it, because I verified that 
at the time of its introduction. It was introduced many months ago. 

The SPEAKER. Well, the Chair can only submit the facts to the 
House, as the papers do not show the reference, and the paper sent up 
is not the certified engrossed resolution. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Then, if the papers do not show the reference, 
I will ask unanimous consent to strike out the proceedings under it. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman makes a motion for unanimous 
consent for the consideration of the resolution. The Chair will submit 
the question to the House. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I will therefore ask 
consideration. 

Mr. OWENS, of Ohio. Iobject tothe stenographer in it. Whatdo 
you want with astenographer? It will not take more than four hours. 
Why not take out that provision tor a stenographer. 

Mr. GROSVENOK. Very well; strike out the provision for a ste- 
nograpber. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. OWENS] seems anxious 
about it. 

The SPEAKER, Is there further objection? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I would like the resolution to be reread— 
not the report. 

The resolution was again reported. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection ? 

Mr. OWENS, of Ohio. I object to the whole thing. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to say in regard to this resolu- 
tion that it should have been referred to the Committee on Rules, be- 
cause it provides for an investigation by the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors or by a subcommittee, thus changing the rules by increasing 
the duties and powers of the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. As 
there seems to have been some misunderstanding, the Chair desires to 
make this statement in order to keep the record clear, so that no wrong 
precedent may be established. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Very well; lam willing that it should go to 
the Committee on Rules. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 
A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 


that the Senate had concurred in the House concurrent resolution in 
relation to the printing of the Digest of Court of Claims decisions. 


ACT OF MAY 30, 1862. 


Mr. PAYSON. Mr. Speaker, I desire to present a conference report. 
The conference report was read, as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 10639) to amend section 2 of the 
act of May 40, 1862, having met, after full and free conference have agreed to 
recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the Sen- 
ate, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows, so that the bill as 
amended wil! read: 

‘That section 2399 of the Revised Statutes of the United States be amended 
so as to read: 

*** So, 2399. The printed manual of surveying instructions for the survey of 
the public lands of the United States and private land claims prepared at the 
Genera! Land Office, and bearing date December 2, 18*9, the instructions of the 
Commissioner of the General Land Office, and the special instructions of the sur- 
veyor-general, when notin conflict with said printed mannal or the instructions 
of said Commissioners shall be taken and deemed to bea of every contract 
for surveying the public lands of the United States and private land claims.’"’ 

Amend the title so as to read: ‘‘An act to amend section 2399 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States.”’ 

L. E. PAYSON, 


E. J. TURNER, 

W. 8. HOLMAN, 
Conferees on the part of the House. 

E. C. WALTHALL, 

PRESTON B. PLUMB, 

JOSEPH N. DOLPH, 
Conferees on the part of the Senate. 


The question is on the adoption of the conference 





It is the original paper. I know it is, because 


Then there is some defect somewhere in the rec- 


The SPEAKER. 


report. 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Is there astatement accompanying the re- 
rt? 


The statement of the House conferees was read, as follows: 


The amendment of the Senate makes practically only a forma) change in the 
Howse bill by making it an amendment to a section of the Revised Statutes 
instead of an “ act of Congress"’ found in the Statutes at Large. The “ act" re- 
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ferred to was carried into the Revised Statutes, and it is deemed better to 
to the principal act as a section of the Revised Statutes. 


The report of the commitice of conference was adopted. 


FORT ELLIS MILITARY RESERVATION, MONTANA. 


Mr. CARTER. Mr. Speaker, I desire to present a conference 1 

The report was read, as follows: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Ho 
the amendment of the Senate to the bill of the House 8049, to provide { , ;),, 
disposal of the abandoned Fort Eilis military reservation in Montana 
the homestead taw, and for other purposes, having met, after full and f; 
ference have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their res; 
Houses as follows: 

That the Jouse recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the ~ 
to said bill,and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Stri 
all of said amendment and in lieu thereof insert the following : 

“Src.2. That there is hereby granted to the State of Montana one sect 
said reservation, to L- sleet arding to legal subdivisions so as toen 
the buildings and imp.o remen’: ereon, to be used by said State as a )« 
nent militia camp-grouna wv, *> publie purposes,in the discretion . 
State Legislature: Provided, That whenever the State shall cease to u- 
lands for public purposes the same sha!! revert to the Unifed States. 

“Sec. 3. Thatthe remainder of said reservation, orany portion thereof 
selected by the State of Montana at any time within one year after th: 
of the survey thereof, in tracts of not less than one section, in square for 
according to legal subdivision, as a part of the Jands granted to said Stat« 
the provisions of ‘An act providing for the admission of the State of M ‘ 
into the Union,’ approved February 22, 1889; and the Secretary of the Int- 
shall cause patents for the lands so selected to be issued to the said State 
vided, That no existing lawful rights to any of said lands, initiated und: 
laws of the United States,shall be invalidated by this act: Provided 
any portion of said reservation shall remain unselected by said Stat 
period of one year after the approval! of the survey, that portion remain 
selected shall be subject to entry under the general land and mineral 
the United States: Provided furtner, That if within said period of on« 
governor of said State shall officially notify the Secretary of the Inte: 
the State has completed its selections, then the Secretary shal! at once p: 
the remaining lands open to entry as aforesaid: Provided further, Thai: 
in this act shall be construed to waive or release in any way any righ 
United States to have the lands granted to the Northern Pacific Railroa 
pany forfeited for any failure, past or future, to comply with the condi! 
the grant.” 

T. H. CARTER 
W. M. KINSEY, 
Managers on the part of the Lc 
P. B. PLUMB, 
A. 8. PADDOCK, 
Managers on the part of the Se: 


Mr. McCREARY. 
read. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Chair understands that there is no statement. 

Mr. McCREARY. Then I would like to hear the gentleman from 
Montana make a statement. 

Mr. CARTER. Mr. Speaker, I will state to the gentleman {1 
Kentucky that this reservation embraces about one and one-half town 
ships of Jand. The reservation as a military post has been long aban 
doned, and the desire is to have the land thrown open to settlement 
The bill provides that the State may select lands on the reservat 
under the grant made to the State at the time of its admission into t!) 
Union, and that when such selections shall have been made the go 
ernor shall certify that fact to the Secretary of the Interior, and the r 
maining portions shail thereupon immediately become open to sett! 
ment and location under the general laws of the United States. 

Mr. McCREARY. How much land is embraced in this bill ? 

Mr. CARTER. I have already stated that the area is about ov 
township and a half. With reference to the section that is donated io 
the State for use as a camp-ground, I may say that the buildings upon 
it would not pay for removal, nor would they, in my judgment, pa 
the cost of advertisement and sale where they now stand; but the State 
can use them, after repairing them, either for a militia camp or for some 
other public purpose, 

Mr. McCREARY. This bill came originally from the Committee on 
Public Lands, I believe. 

Mr. CARTER. It was favorably reported. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. I see that the bill authorizes the State 
of Montana to take up a certain portion of this land. How much is 
the State authorized to take? 

Mr. CARTER. The State isanthorized to take a portion of the lan« 
for school, university, and other purposes, as a part of its land graui'. 
The object is that we may be enabled to secure a body of land in con- 

t form whereon to establish a State university, or agricultural co! 
ege, or other State institution of that kind. Under the general selec 
tions we are now permitted to make we find that all the desirable land 
is taken up in advance of the survey, and that only land of an inferio: 
quality can be selected, under the school and other State grants, t) 
settlers occupying the more desirable locations in advance of pub! 

surveys. 


Mr. Speaker, I should like to hear the statem 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


A message in writing from the President of the United States was 
delivered to the House, by Mr. PRUDEN, one of his secretaries. 


FORT ELLIS MILITARY RESERVATION. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, the report of the confer- 
ence committee now under consideration provides for the disposition 
of the public lands in the Fort Ellis reservation to actual settlers, 
after the State of Montana to select such lands in the res- 


oon of tet att et 


.—; > ar 
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ervation a8 it may ehoose to take. t t 
it not be well to inquire if there is not some railroad corporation that 
would like to have these public lands? 
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Before adopting this report, would | tradicted that idea in the statement which he made to the House the 
other day? 


Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. I do not know what the gentleman 


| suggest this because it seems to be the policy of the Republican party | from Alabama expressly contradicted; but I do know that distin- 
guished gentlemen like the gentleman from Alabama and myself have 


togive the railroads preference in the donation of public lands and then 
to give actual settlers what the railroads do not want. They have 
donated to railroads hundreds of millions of acres of the public domain, 
and only the other day passed a bill which in effect confirms to the 
Northern Pacific Railroad about 50,000,000 acres of public land earned 
after the time given in the act granting the land had expired. 
50,000,000 acres is said to be worth probably $250,000, 000, and it is 
confirmed to this corporation regardless of the rights of thousands of 
pona fide settlers who went on these lands after the expiration of the 
time granted this road within which to build, and in many instances 
before they had taken any steps toward building the road. 

Ihave before me a statement from the Secretary of the Interior show- 
ing that there are now pending in his Department four thousand seven 
hundred and twenty-five cases of contest between actual settlers 
this railroad. ‘The result will be that these settlers will lose their 
homes. The road will get the land, and the Government will be called 
upon to make restitution to these settlers for their losses, 


The history of the manipulation by which these forfeiture bills have 


| 


' 


This } 


and | 


ning with Lincoln and runnin 


' 
i 
| 


been, on one pretext and another, kept from passing until the railroads | 
have earned all of the land they wanted and then come in with their 


lobby and help to pass a bill forfeiting what they did not want and 
virtually confirming their title to all they did want is a dark one in- 
deed. This being the record made up to this time I do not think 
this, the last-day of the session, we should break it until we ascertain 
whether or not the railroads want this Fort Ellis reservation. 
ter. 

‘te KERR, of Iowa. Will the gentleman yield a moment? 

Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. Yes, sir. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Has any land been confirmed to any railroad 
corporation by this Congress except by the act passed the other day 
which was advocated by the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Forney }? 
I understand that no act has been passed for confirming any lands to 
any railroad company except the act favored by that gentleman, which 
applied only, as I understand, to some Jands in Alabama. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. Yes, sir; he favored it for the purpose 
of forfeiting some lands in Alabama, but that act virtually and in effect, 
as was stated by the promoters of the act in the House and the Senate, 
confirms to the Northern Pacific Railroad Company all the land they 
wanted of the lands that had been granted to them. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Is it not the fact that every member of the 
committee that had charge of the bill said expressly that it confirmed 
no lands to the Northern Pacific Railroad Company ? 

Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. I do not understand that to be a fact. 
I understand it to be a fact that every menrber of the committee said 
that in effect it did confirm lands to the railroad company, and that 
the provision, in the bill which declared that it did not confirm any- 
thing was stricken out. 

Mr. HERMANN. On the contrary, it was distinctly stated on the 
floor of the Senate, at the time the provision was stricken out, that the 
bill did not confirm anything, because Congress still reserved the power 
to make forfeiture at any time hereafter. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. No, sir; the Senate voted down a prop- 
osition to reserve that right in Congress; voted it down, as was stated 
at the time by those favoring the bill, because that provision tended to 
leave a cloud upon the title of this railroad company to which the lands 
were in effect confirmed by the act. 

Mr. HERMANN. The gentleman is very mach mistaken. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. I am not mistaken. 

Mr. HERMANN. The facts are as I have stated them. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The gentleman from Oregon is mistaken. The 
Senate voted down the proposition which the House put in the bill 
originally. 

Mr. HERMANN. The Senate voted it down for the reason, as was 
stated at the time, that the provision was unnecessary; that Congress 
still reserved the power to forfeit the lands at any time. 

Mr. HOLMAN. It was distinctly stated in conference that the ob- 


ject in striking out the seventh section was to remove a cloud from the | 


title of the railroad corporation. 
Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Ore- 
gon is very much mistaken. 


that land-forfeiture bill was to settle the questions of land forfeitures 
for all time to come, the effect of which is to leave in the undisputed 
po of the Northern Pacific Railroad Company all the lands that 
thad earned out of time. And not only was the provision in the 
House bill reserving the right in Congress to forfeit these lands in the 
future stricken out in the Senate, but an amendment to the same effect 
offered by Senator WALTHALL, from my State, was voted down in the 
Senate, as the Recor will show. 
Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Does not the gentleman from Mississippi 
know that the gentleman from Alabama [ Mr. FoRNEY] expressly con- 


[Laugh- | 


on | 


} 


| sometimes differed upon great questions of this kind; and if the gen- 
| tleman from Alabama distinctly contradicted what I have stated he 


was in error and I am right. [Laughter.} 

A MempBer. As you always are. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, I have here the cam- 
paign book of the Republican Congressional Committee gotten up for 
this campaign. It is full of boasts about what this Congress has done, 
but I do not notice any reference to the pretended land forfeiture. But 
as I have the floor, something rather hard to get these times [laughter], 
I desire to expose some of the falsehoods and false pretenses in this 
campaign pamphiet and look a little into the record of this Repub- 
lican Congress. 

This book has on its back the various Republican Presidents, begin- 
xy down to Harrison. Lincoln, I believe, 


great man; but has a party that started with a great man and 
run to the present Executive not gone to seed? [Laughier.] What 
better evidence of degeneracy would you have? The party should go 
into permanent retirement. They also have on the front leaf of this 


book fifteen measures that they boast of as the achievements of this 
Congress. ‘The book must have anticipated the work of Congress, for 
not more than seven of the fifteen have been enacted into law, and the 
record would have been beiter if more of them had failed. Their first 
boast is, ‘‘A Federal election law.”’ 

Thanks to the Senate, that is not a law and ought never to be. 


It 


| is an effort by the Republican Congress to take the election of Repre- 


It was stated upon the floor of the Sen- | 
ate and upon the floor of the House that the effect of the passage of | 


sentatives in the Southern States out of the hands of the people and 
confer it on Federal partisan supervisors for the purpose of perpetuat- 
ing the Republican party in power. It takes away from the States the 
power conierred on them by the Constitution and always exercised by 
them since the foundation of the Government, is destructive of the 
rights of the States, and the longest stride yet attempted in the direc- 
tion of centralization. 

I know of no language with which to properly characterize it and 
the motives of its promoters. They claim to be solicitous for fair elec- 
tions, and this book is partly made up with extracts from the speeches of 
Republican Congressmen in favor of a pure ballot; but I do not notice 
any extracts from the celebrated letter of one of their most influential 
and distinguished party leaders, W. W. Dudley, in which he illustrates 
the Republican idea of a pure ballot, a letter written in the last cam- 
paign from the headquarters of the executive committee of the party, 
giving instruction about dividing the purchasable vote up into ‘‘ blocks 
of five,’’ and assuring his correspondents that the money would be fur 
nished them to bribe the voters. 

You on that side know but for this system of bribery and coercion 
with boodle furnished by men whom you here serve that you would 
never have had this Congress nor this Administration. You are aw- 
fully alarmed about frauds in the South, but you close your eyes to 
bribery and corruption in your interest and idolize and worship the 
men who do it. Physicians, heal yourselves. Cast the beams out of 
your own eyes. I despise your pharisaical hypocrisy. Are you not a 
nice set of champions of a pure ballot? 

Let me suggest where this committee might find some other choice 
extracts for this book. I suppose they wereomitted by inadvertence. | 
refer you tothe late speech of the Republican leader from Ohio, Mr. K EN - 
NEDY. [Laughter.}| In that speech he denounced the distinguished 
chairman of the national executive committee of the Republican party 
and the head of that party as ‘‘a branded criminal;’’ compared him to 
Judas Iscariot, recommended suicide to him, etc. It was a terrible ay- 
raignment of your leader, the fruits of whose victory according to Re- 
publican methods you areall enjoying to-day. That took place in this 
House, but I have heard no Republican from Pennsylvania or else- 
where deny the truth of Mr. KENNEDY’s accusation. 

Mr. BAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I say the charge is not true. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. Well, I am glad it has come at last. 
[ Laughter. ] 

Mr. BAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I say that these allegations, coming at 
this time, are inopportune. I say any action whatever for reviving 
charges which have been considered in this House, and which have been 
expunged from the RecorD, are not in order, and I call the gentleman 
to order when he makes these charges against a member of the Senate. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, have I stated anything 
about a member of the Senate? I simply referred to the allegations 
that a member of this House had made against the chairman of the 
national Republican executive committee. That is ali I have referred 
to. I have not mentioned the United States Senate. It is a body that 
I have been anxious for an opportunity to vindicate for some time ayainst 
the charges preferred against it on this floor. [Langhter.] I am not 
going to attack the United States Senate. I am not going to attack 
the chairman of the Kiepublican executive committee. 

Mr, Speaker, I was calling attention to the fact that in a campaign 
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book gotten up with references from distinguished Republicans’speeches 
made upon this floor, noneot which have | heard app!auded more loudly 
than was the speech of the gentlemaa from Ohio [Mr. Kennepy]—I 
was simply directing attention to the fact that, when this remarkable 
speech ot Mr. KENNEDY was expunged from the Recorp because of its 
unparliamentary references to the United States Senate, the distin- 
guished gentleman havimgthat resolution in charge stated that it did 
not call in question the trath of what the gentleman from Uhio had 
said, but was simply direesed at the parliamentary feature of it. Then, 
Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Ohio took the floor and madea speech 
in which he reiterated all he had said, or at least insisted it was true, 
and produced handreds of newspaper clippings and letters which he 
said were irom Republican papers and Republicans indorsing the truth 
of what heha said, and when he concluded that speech in the presence 
of all of us no one took issue with him. but he was greeted with hearty 
applause on the Republican side of the House. Everybody here knows 
this is a fact, and you can not get away from it. 

Mr, MORSE. We applauded him for his emphasizing his loyalty 
to the Republican party. 

Mr. AILLEN, of Mississippi. 
the Republican executive committee. 
loyalty ? 

Mr. MORSE. He might have one sin and other virtues. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. That was the only virtue he com- 
plained of that day [laughter and applause on the Democratic side], 
and he was applauded forit. ; 

But I must get back tothe campaign book. Your next achievement 
on the programme, *‘A protective tariff law.’’ Yes, vou certainly have 
that, and it is, in my judgment, the most vicious tariff ever enacted 
into a statutein a tree country, Its purpose, as announced by its au- 
thors, is to reduce the revenue by increasing the taxes or duties, It 
imposes additional burdens on every agricultari-+t and Jaborivg man in 
the land tor the benefit, not of his Government, but of tne favored 
few. It will increase the price of every yard of woolen goods in the 
United States, and the increase will be proportionately larger on the 
coarser goods, making it bear specially heavy on the poor. It raix-es 
the duty on cotton-ties, which my constituents, who are many of them 
already ruined by bad crops and excessive taxation, are compelled to 
have, trom 35 per cent. to 104 per cent., and then inaugurates a system 
o! bounticsand compels the poor corn-raiser or cotton-raiser to contribate 
to pay a bounty of 2cents to the manuiacturer of every pound of sugar 
grown in this country, which will result in about $5,000,000 annually 
being paid out for this purpose, as much as $170,000 being paid as a 
bounty to one manufacturer. It doubles the duty on tin-plate and 
increases the cost of this useful an necessary commodity to every 
household in the land. Let me illustrate. The President signed the 
tariff bill to-day, and I notice the following advertisement in to-day’s 
issue of the Philadelphia Press: 


He was denouncing the chairman of 
Is that the evidence of his 


Tinware is advancing in cost and very soon the manufacturers will have their 
way and you and we will have to pay very much more in view of this state of 
things. We made some time since a large purchase of kitchen tinware at what 
was a low price then, and would be lower now in the face of two advances in 


making price-lists. 
JOHN WANAMAKER. 


Now, this is the testimony which the business member of the Cabinet 
bears as to the effect of the tariff. He will probably make enough in 
the rise on tin to help purchase another election and another Cabinet 
place. Itis a meanly sectional bill, and its only reciprocity feature 
is the reciprocity between the Republican party that originated and 
passed itand the tariff barons who,furnish the money for Republican 
campaign purposes, who buy your elections, and then you pass such 
laws as they want to repay them. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion ? 

Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. Well, if you have a sensible question 
to ask I will hear it. [Laughter.] But if there is no more point to it 
than most your questions I can not yield. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I will ask my question and let us see whether 
my triend will havesenseenoughtoanswerit. Iask him, firet, whether 
he knows the statement he has just made to be true and, secondly, I 
ask him this: If it were true, would it not be as honorable for a polit- 
ical party to get money from its own members to carry an election as 
for another political party to make a combination with English capi- 
talists to draw the money from Great Britain to help to break down the 
industries of our own country? [Jeers on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. Well, in the first place, there is no 
foundation for your comparison. That question is just about on a par 
with the questions you generally ask, and that is why I gave you a 
rather short auswer when you asked meto yield. [Laughter.] Inthe 
first place, no political party ever got any money from English capital- 
ists to break down our industries here. In the second place, as to my 
statement being true, I have the very best evidence for believing it to 
be true, and, upon information and belief, I could swear I believe it 
to be true. [Lanughter. ] 

Mr. FLOWER. Mr. Speaker, I will say, for one, as chairman of the 
Democratic campaign co.umittee in the last election, that not one dol- 
lar was contributed by any Englishman, and I will add that, in spite 


of all your money in this campaign, the next Honse of Repreca,, 
tives will be Democratic. [Applause on the Democratic side.) _ 

Mr. KERR, of lowa. How about the Cobden Club tracts? © 

Mr. QUINN. No one knows better than the honorable gent),, 
from Maine that not one dollar was contributed from England o; 
avy other foreign source to carry the elections for the Democratic p,,,; 

Mr. ALLEN, of Missis<ippi. Mr. Speaker, here is another one o; ,; 
boasted achievements of this pamphlet, ‘** Obstructions knock ec 
Now, as the Republican party seems disposed to make a campa ts 
of their methods in this House daring this session, I will notice ,),;, 
matter for a moment. It is true obstructions have, to some ext... 
been knocked out, and theConstitution bas been overridden and k 
out. The precedents of all parties trom the foundation ot the Cy, 
ment have been disregarded and knocked out. 

The orderly procedure and decorum of this House has been knocks) 
out, and under the new order of things inaugurated by the Speaker yp 
have had oneof the most unsatisfactory, unprofitable, extravagant 
graceful, disagreeable, and demoralizing sessions that ever were he! 
this Capitol. Under your methods the House of Representa: iy, 
been reduced to a lower standard in the estimation of its member) 
aud of the outside world than it ever attained beiore. Every mem), 
here has felt and realized this and been humiliated by it. 

I notice, Mr. Speaker, that in speeches you have been making aly 
the country your principal theme seems to be the obstructive meth 
of the Democrats, and especially in a speech you made in Philade|; 
a few days ago. You seek to make capital out of the fact that | 
Democrats sat in their seats and voted on the election bill and the tarig 
bill, both of which they insisted were ruinous and destructive meas. 
ures, but when it came to seating a negro they filibustered and Je/t the 
House. You seemed to think this very strange and very bad. 

Now, sir, let me call your attention to the fact that in the last Con. 
gress, when you and your pxrty were in the minority, you sat in your 
seats and voted when the Millis bill, which you said would ruin the 
country, was passed; but when it came to the consideration of the 
contested-election case of Sullivan vs, Felton, where Sullivan's only 
oflense was that he had been elected, you filibustered and refused to 
vote and succeeded by these tactics in preventing the consideration of 
that case at all. 

Mr. KERR, of Towa. Is it not a fact that there were 49 Den 
absent on the same day. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. What has that to do with it? Is it not 
a fact that your people were absent when we filibustered? I am show- 
ing the inconsistency and insincerity of your party. [Laughter. 
am showing up your Speaker for citicising the Democrats tor doing in 
this Congress just what he and his party did under like circumstances 
in the last Congress. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Did the Republicans ever leav 
House ? 

Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. No; and it was not necessary for them 
to leave the House, The Democratic majority and the Democrati 
Speaker respected the Constitution and the rights of the minority, and 
did not count those who did not vote. They could remain in thei: 
seats and filibuster; but we have, under the ralinys of your Speaker 
to leave in order to filibuster. 

And this ruling is made by the same Speaker who, when a men) 
of the minority of this House contending against a proposition t 
augurate the very methods he is now practicing, made use of the ‘!- 
lowing language in a speech on this floor: 


Mr. Reep. Mr. Chairman, if it was my purpose to reply to the gentleman 
has just taken his seat [Mr. Phister], it seems to me that it would be a + 
ableand proper rep'y to say t him that the constitutiona! idea of a quor.: 
not the presence of a majority of all the members of the Hous, but a ma} 

ting in the business of the House. [''s 
ut their judgment and their votes the ( 


a 


, a 


eS G& 


of the members present and partici 
not the visible presenceof members, 
stitution calls for. 


Now, Mr. Speaker, what must be our estimate of the sincerity o! 
the man who, as a member of the minority, makes this speech and re- 
ceives from his adversaries, whoare in the majority, the benefit of !is 
interpretation of the Constitution, and then as soon as he gets in the 
majority reverses his views ot the Constitution and denies to the mi- 
nority the very rights he always claimed and received from them’ | 
have seen the present Speaker deny our side of the House so many riv!its 
that he always claimed and had accorded to him and his side when 
they were in the minority. I remember that when the Mills bil! came 
up for consideration, you, Mr. Speaker, said your side must have time 
to diseuss every item in it, and you were allowed all the time asked 
for. 

Now, contrast that with your treatment of us during this session on 
the tariff and almost all other bills. Are you not ashamed of having 
brought this matter up? [Laughter.] I know this is what you call 
progress. I know that you Republicans arealways prating about your 
progressiveness, but | think in old times this would have been ca!!«d 
by a harsher name than progress. Some people would have calle: 
downright meanness and dishonesty. (Laughter on the Democrat 
side. 

} In vain you call old notions fudge, 
And bend your conscience to your dealing; 


The Ten Commandments will not budge, 
And stealing will continue stealing. 
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Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Is that original ? 

Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. No, sir, that is not; but I have some 
that is. [Laughter.] 1 see sitting betore me the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. McKINLEY]. He is now the leader of the majority on this floor, 
and he is now devoted to doing the public business and very much op- 

to the obstructive and, as he is pleased to term them, the uncon- 
stitational methods of the Democrats. I suppose he will be using 
this same argument against the Democrats this fall. Let me call your 
attention to his confession made at his conversion, which came just as 
his party got in power. He was then fresh from the fields of fili- 
buster and obstruction. In a speech on this floor on the 30th day of 
January last he said: 

We have done it. Iam not saying that you gentlemen on the other side are 
doing differently from what we have done for fifteen or twenty years past. I 
bave sat here and filibustered day after day, in silence refusing to vote, but I 
can not now recall that I ever did it for a high or a no»le or a worthy purpose. 


There was never a time I did it, that I now remember, when I did not feel 
ashamed of myself. 


The gentleman says he has practiced filibustering, which he says is | 


unconstitutional, but that he never did it fora high, or a noble, or a 
worthy purpose. [Laughter.] Then he must have done it tora low, 
ignoble, or unworthy parpose. Now, if he would violate the Consti- 
tution for an unworthy purpose, for something he was ashamed of, 
what would he do for a high and noble purpose? I want to say tothe 
gentleman that when I have filibustered it has always been tor a high 
and worthy purpose. [ Laughter. ] 

Now, do not you gentlemen on that side of the House feel ashamed 
of ever having tried to make capita! out of the efforts of the Democrats 
to obstruct your unconstitutional and revolutionary proceedings. 
{ Laughter. ] 

But, Mr. Speaker, I want to get back to the campaign book. I see 





another one of your boasts is ‘‘ The American hog vindicated.’’ | 


{Langhter.] Now, when, where, and how was that done? I hope there 
is no ivtimation that it was done by the recent election in Maine. 
[Laughter.] I would not for a moment entertain such a thought, but 
I do not know when and where it occurred. 

The next boast on the programme is ‘‘A uniform bankruptcy law.”’ 
You are trying to {ool somebody about that. We have no unitorm bank- 
ruptcy law, but I must admit that you have given all the agricultural 
and laboring people of the country and all others, except the favored 
few whom you came here to serve, every facility for becoming bankrupt; 
but as your policy will keep them bankrupt I see no special need for 
the law. If you gave them a chance to recover from bankruptcy it 
would be different. Your next bdoastis ‘‘Two more new States.’ 
Yes, you have given us Idahoand Wyoming, but here weare confronted 
again with some more of your false pretenses. 

In the last national Republican platiorm you say: 

The Repablican party piedges itself to do all in its power to facilitate the ad- 
mission of the Territories of New Mexico, Wyoming, Idaho, and Arizona to the 
enjoyment of self-government as States, such of them as are now qualified as 
soon as possible, and the others as soon as they may become so. 

Now, of these four Territories two were Democratic and two Repub- 
lican. Arizona hasa greater population than either Wyoming or Idaho 
aud New Mexico more than both of them; but what is the result ? 


The two smaller Republican States are promptly admitted, but the | 


larger and more deserving Democratic States are le't out in the cold. 
Your Committee on Territories will not even consider the bill for their 
admission. Yes, this is progress. It is the same sort of progress that 
induced you to disfranchise the Mormons in Idaho because they were 
Democrats and entranchise the Mormons in Wyoming because they 
were Republicans. 

Mr. Speaker, although the devotion of the Republican party to civil- 
service reform is a prominent featare of the last national platform and 
the letter of acceptance of the present Executive, I fail to note inthis 
campaign book any reference to how this promise has been kept. I 
took occasion once before to expose the hypocritical pretentions of the 
Aduwinistration on this subject. I showed how post-offices had been 
moved out of incorporated towns in my State and the people put to 
all sorts of inconvenience, and how good and efficient postmasters had 
been removed and postmasters imported to fill their places, all for 
partisan purposes. 

Just a short time ago the First Assistant Postmaster-General retired 
from office the most popular official inthe party, and he retired because 
there were no more Democratic postmasters to be decapitated, and he 
went out with a flourish of trampets and with the boast that he had re- 
moved more postmasters than were ever removed by any other person in 
the same length of time, and we are told the President was sorry to see 
him go. I also find that in the matter of appointmeuts made by the 
President and confirmed by the Senate there have been 1,135, or about 
one-third more removals under the present Administration up to this 
time than there were under Cleveland’s Administration for the same 
time, although Cleveland found all the offices filled by Republicans 
and Harrison found only a portion of them filled by Democrats; and 
yet you talk of the Republican party keeping its promises. 

But some of you say itis a clean Administration. 1 do not want to 
throw dirt on anything that is clean, but let us look and see how clean 
itis. I will not refer to the Pension-Office scandals and many others, 


gE 


but I want to call the attention of the country to some appointments 
from my own State. 

In the coutested-election case of Hill vs. Catchings in this Congress, 
aman by the name of J. M. Little swore that he secreted himself in 
a room where the ballot-box was left while the judges went to dinner, 
and that hestole outof the ballot-box 150 ballots and put another 150 
in their place. He implicates no one as being accessory or having 
knowledge ot the crime but himself, and yet the next day, aiter giving 
this testimony, he left Mississippi for Washington where he was ap- 
pointed to an office under this clean Administration, which he still 
holds. 


Let me give another illustration from Mississippi. A man by the 


| name of Sansby was the assistant editor of a Democratic newspaper in 


Mississippi during the last campaigu. He was loud-mouthed and ex- 
tremein his Democracy. His associate in the Democratic paper was 
the chairman of the Democratic executive committee ot the district. 
Now, this man Sansby went into the private drawer of his associate 
und stole therefrom some of his correspondence that he supposed would 
be of interest to the Republicans, and he took those letters and came 
to Washington and sold them to the chairman of the national Repub- 
lican executive committee for the position of consul to Equador, and 
this clean Administration ratified the dicker and made the appoint- 
ment, thus sending as a representative of this great Governinent to a 
foreign country a thief and a traitor, known to be such at the time he 
was appointed, and he is there as the representative of this Govern- 
ment to-day. 

Now, I defy any one to deny the truth of these statements; and il 
there are any fair-minded men on that side of the House I ask them 
what they have to say about an Administration that traffics off the 
high and honorable oftices of the Government to thieves as the price 
ot their stolen goods. The character of the in!ormation obtained does 
not affect the transaction. If the Rapublican party wants to traffic 
in stolen goods, let them pay for it out of their campaign boodle, but 
1 do protest against paying for it by sending the thieves to represent 
our Government at foreign ports. What do you think of it, gentle- 
men? Are you not ashamed of it? 

My friend in front of me suggests that the man who was proven to 
have attempted to bribe a member ot the West Virginia Legislatare in 
the interest of the Republican contestant in the gubernatorial contest 
in the late election in that State has also been taken care of by the Ad- 
ministration and given an office under it, but I can not take up that 
subject generally; [ have not time. 

Mr. Speaker, there is one other claim in the campaign-book [ wish 
to notice, **Thousands of dollars saved by economical administration 

Sir, I appeal trom this book to the record. I have here a carefully 
prepared table of the appropriations passed by this Congresz which | 
will print as an appendix to my remarks, and [ know it to be accurate. 
It shows that this Congress has appropriated $67,7412,624.76 more than 


was appropriated at the last sessionot the preceding Congress. ‘This 
does not include the sum appropriated in the tariff bill to pay a bounty 
to the manatacturers of sugar, which it is estimated will be about 


$8,000,000 per annum. 

Nor has any appropriation been made to pay the pensions under the 
dependent pension bill passed at this session of Congress. I called at 
the Pension Office to-day and ascertained that up to yesterday there had 
been filed in that office 460,282 applications for pensions under the de- 
pendent pension act passed June 27, 1890, and they are coming in by 
the thousands yet. It will require at least forty millions more to sup- 
ply the deficiency under this bill for this year, which, with other de 
ticiencies, will amount to at least $50,000, OUU, the appropriations already 
made for the present year, $453,080,141.03. Now, add $50,000,000 for 
deficiencies, which will make $513,080,141.03, not including the sugar 
bounty. This will make the appropriations for this year exceed by 
more than $63,000,000 the estimated revenue under the old tariff law, 
and if the claim of the Ways and Means Committee about the reduc- 
tion in revenue under the new law is true the appropriations for this 
year will exceed the revenue by more than $100,000, 000, 

The surplus has disappeared and we will have a deficit. I now in 
corporate into my remarks this extract from the able and carefully pre 
pared speech of my friend from Texas, Governor SAYERS, which shows 
theincrease in the number and salaries of new officers and a compari- 
son with the last Democratic Congress. 

Here is what he says: 

In the matter, Mr. Speaker, of new offices and places we find that the present 
Congress have, to this date, created | ,.270, the annual sa‘aries of which amount 
to $1,391,211. 50, arid tuat 109 offices and places, the salaries of which aggregate 
$155,528. 38, have been aboli«hed, leaving as a net increase !|,161 offices, with sa! 
aries calling for the expenditure of $1,235.383.12 per annum 

Mr. McMILuix. More than a regiment 

Mr, SAYERS. This exceeds the first session of the Fiftieth Congress by 931 
offices and by $924,615.62 per annum in salaries, and the second session of the 


same Congress by 880 offices and by $919,555.12 in annual salaries, and both ses- 


sions of the Fiftieth Congress by 650 offices and by 668,787.62 per annum in sal 
aries, 





Now, this is the record of this Congress and this Administration on 
the subject of economy. When we appeal from their campaign book 
to the facts, Mr. Speaker ; when we look at this wastetul extravagance 
on the one hand and on the other see so many of our best, most indus- 
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trious, and deserving people, especially of the agricultural classes, strug- 
gling with poverty and debt, if not want ; when weobserve all the tend- 
encies of the Government to favor those who are least in need of its aid, 
is it not discouraging to a patriotic lover of his country and people? 

Let us notice ‘or a moment the financial system under which we are 
operating. It was only the oth: rday that a panic was threatened, and 
it was a question with the Treasurer of the United States as to whether 
there should bea panicornot. He must turn loose the people’s money 
to prevent it or he can hoard the people’s money and bringiton. Any 
man who has this power can at such a time make millions in a day. 

[t is a power or discretion that should be left to no single man; no, 
not evena dozen of them; the temptation to wrongdoing is too great, or, 
if it is resisted, the discretion may be erroneously used. It was only 
the other day that the Treasurer was advancing millions of dollars 
of the people’s money anticipating the interest that will not be due 
for many months on Government bonds to prevent a panic. Now, of 
all people who need the gratuities of the Government, the bondholders 
need itleast, but they belong to the class that always gets it. Yet we 
are living under a financial system of which the Republicans are con- 
stantly claiming credit for having given us. 

Mr. Speaker, I notice that this campaign book is filled with such 
ad caplandum expressions as this: ‘‘Republican promises performed.”’ 
I notice their campaign speakers are saying the same thing. Was 
there ever a claim made by a political party with less foundation for 
it? Take their last Chicago platform and you will see that more than 
half the things they promised they have made no effort to perform, 
although they have control of every branch of the Government. I 
I have already noticed some of these broken promises; let me call at- 
tention briefly to some more. 

They promised to repea) the tobacco tax. 

They promised 1 cent postage. 

They promised aid to public free schools. 

They promised to restore silver to its money use. 

These, in addition to their broken promises about civil-service reform, 
the Territories, etc., make up most of their platform,and they have never 
attempted an honest compliance with any of them. I denounce the 
party as unfaithful, deceitful, hypocritical, insincere, and given over to 
false pretenses and shams and frauds, and I have felt it my duty in the 
closing hours of this session to call the attention of the country to some 
of these things, and I rejoice with the country that this session of this 
Congress is about toexpire. This is about the best thing we have done. 

know I voice the sentiment of the country when I give you this poetry. 

Several MEMBERS. Singit! Sing it! 

Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. No,Mr. Speaker, my voice is not in good 
condition for singing, but here it is: 

Oh, Congress, dear Congress, go home, please do, now; 
The surplus is wasted and gone. 


Your duties of statesmanship well you have done; 
Oh, give us a rest now—catch on. 


Oh, bear the deep voice of the storm muttering low, 
Which gathers in wrath as it rolls. 

Ch, Congress, dear Congress, go home, please do, now; 
Oh Congress, dear Congress, go home. 


[ Laughter and applause. ] 

Now, Mr. Speaker, just by way of emphasizing the difference be- 
tween the views your campaign committee have of your accomplish- 
ments this session and an able and independent journal, I will print as 
a part of my remarks a portion of an editorial I find in today’s New 
York Herald: 

CONGRESS DONE AND GONE. 


The adjournment of Congress will be a relief to the country. Coming into 
power with so many assurances of achievement and reform, what has it done? 

We have a pension bill. Under the pressure of the pension sharks, the best 
organized lobby ever known in Washington, over fifty, and eptenpceswatoes, 
millions have been added to the annual taxation. in found peace, with 
nothing to disturb the nation’s prosperity, with a shred of an Army and a rem- 
nant ofa Nevy, we are paying more for pensions alone than Germany with her 
armaments, mhich master a continent. The war ended twenty-five years ago, 
and yet we suffer the financial burdens of the war. History has no precedent 
for this cruel —— The tariff barons would have it so, and the truculent Re- 
publican majority humbly records the decree. 

Tin is taxed to enabie a company of English capitalists to float a tin mine on 
the London market. That is the tin business ina nutshell—simply a Lombard- 
street job, looking to money in English pockets, Iron is taxed that Mr. Car- 
negic may give libraries to Scottish towns. The tax on wool means the hand 
of the Government in the pocket of every laborer who would buy his wife a 
blanket orashawl. By our fisca! policy we have managed to array every na- 
tion against the United States. We may despise the coalition and defy the 
world, Butis it wise? We rob our laborers to n some fancied ad vantage 
over the laborers in other lands. But do we gain byit? Under the laws of 
supply and demand, the laws of commerce, as inexorable as those which gov- 
ern the solar system, the policy of selfishness to other peoples will react upon 
ourselves. Nations no more than men succeed in building themselves up by 
puiling others down, 

Congress hes passed a river and harber bill larger than ever known. And 
when we add the sums paid for public buildings, eve asking a jail 
and a -office, we can understand the eweep and breadth of these 
upon the Treasury. 

But have we no Administration to check and lead legislation? Are there no 
other but legislative powers in the Republic? Oh, yes,we havea mild, weak 
Executive, with no more influence upon the making of laws than a toad on a 
stone. On the solemn questioen as to whether the —- should go to the 
village politician who gave the lamps for the elect parades or the one who 


furnished the oil; on burni uestion of out twenty-five thousand 
postmasters beceuse Mr, Cle lan tab thon deine thaiedauree have an im- 
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mense Administration—none so great since Tyler. But upon public poli: 
issues affecting the national welfare, the Administration has lived in « 
tion of meek surrender to Congress. it is an automatic contrivance. \ 
wondrous piece of machinery since the famous automaton chess-p!a y: 

There was a time, and that, too, in the dynasty of Republican Pre. 
when the Executive was not an automaton, affirming in meekness the . 
of a reckless jority and signing whatever papers Congress might sen! 
White House. We have seen a Lincoln return Mason and Slidell, and - 

a policy of conciliation in spite of the furious protests of the ablest me 
party. We have seen Grant strike with his mailed hand the wretched <j 
of inflation, and save the creditof the nation from the fanaticism of his w ., 
te We have seen Arthur veto extravagant legislation. 

hose were days of executive authority. The Senate is now gov: i 
Sayieisteginahep thane INGALLS, whose one conspicuous speech in this «-., 
was an argument in favor of paying the veterans ten thousand millions . 
lars in the way of pensions. The House is ruled by Robespierre in a blac 
and flannel shirt, who has destroyed the value of representative institu: 
confining legisiation to his recording clerks. Mr. Reep could give less: 
Cromwell. The English usurper chased the members of Parliament o: 
House with bayonets. Our modern usurper quietly ignores the Hons 
directs the clerks to record his decrees. 

These are serious matters. The Herald has no wish to be unjust to Mr. Ha 
rison, Mr. INGALLs, or Mr.Reep. They have many engaging qualitic< 
honorable men, and we have in the President a character of singular p: 
piety, and domesticcharm. But they are the slaves of a policy, the outco 
that dreadful war, a coarse, sordid, selfish policy, which bodes no guod t.) (i, 
Union. Itis incredible that they should not sce it, that Mc. Harrison at |eq<: 
should not divine the dreadful trend of events, and assert himself as the |eacde, 
of the Republican party and President of the United States. No governme: 
not even our swaggering young Kepublic, teeming with wealth and bursting 
with energy and pride, can endure the reckless policy of the Congress now for 
the present done and gone—a Congress of plunder, audacity, and corrupt; 

These are stern, harsh words—piunder, sudacity, and corruption—not to | 
lightly applied to any legislative body. They are true and mug stand. }’\u: 
der in these pension bills, corruption to the highest water wark in this drea 
ful tariff, audacity in the attempt by a force bill to reinvade the South and :; 
voke a newcivil war. We were spared the force bill because the tariff baro).< 
and pension sharks needed time to loot the Treasury. Butthe spirit reigns » 
will have to be met in December. 
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APPENDIX. 


Comparison of approprictions, first and second sessions Fifticih Congress « 
session Fifty-first Congress. 


Fifty-first Co 


Fiftieth Congress. gress 


Appropriation bills. . = meer 
First session, | Second ses-- | First sessio 

























1889. sion, 1390. 1891. 
cia hella —\— ~ toes 
aE eC ae ee | $1,736,010.00 | $1,669,770.00 | $1,799, 1 
AEMY cevssessevesvreeveevevesereeveceeeveseeeees| 24,471,300,00 | 24,316, 615 24, 206, 471 
Diplomatic and consular............, 1, 428,465.00; 1, 1, 71v, 815. 
District of Columbia...................., 5,046,410.32 | 5,682,409. 91 5, 769, 544.1 
PO as vectncesevcewyccgteremnerees | 8, 972,000.00 1, 4, 232, 935.0 
BR a ccvticcscicttnctncerenecvsstbengtdnndiniis | 8, 263,700.79 8, 7, 262, 01 
Legislative, ete.. eos) 20,755,178.07 | 20, 21, 030, 752. 75 
Military Acaden vet BUS, 043,81 | 435, 296. 11 
ATG cnseesescesese eee) 19,942, 835.35 21, 23, 136, 03: 
Pension... ..| 81,758,700,00 | Bi, 98, 457, 461. 0 
Post-Office | 60, 860,233.74 | 66, 72, 226, 698. 99 
River and h -| 22, 397, G19. BO |.......00+++ 25, 136, 295. 
Sundry civil. | 26,320, 804.84 | ‘5, 297, 341.65 29, 738, 282. 22 
Deficiencies...... puunetcusdedbcnibesvencentll i @19, 563,383.20 | b16,330,518.30 | 38,677,799 
296, 814, G82. 08 | 276,390, 665.03 | 353, 819, 50° 
Miscellaneous... ..0.....-ccseecseee 19,170, 862.55 | 10,255,785.29 | 7, 632, 154 
| 306, 985, 544. 63 | 286, 646, 400, 32 | 361, 451, 658. 
Permanent appropriations ......... 115, 640, 798.90 | 108, 691,055.95 | 101, 628, 455. 
Grand total .....<:<:s0cccssseeeees | 422, 626, 343.53 | 395,337,516. 27 463, 080. 14 
| 

a Includes $3,500,000 pension deficiencies tor 1888. 

b Includes $8,000,000 pension deficiencies for 1889. 

e Includes $25,321,907.35 pension deficiencies for 1890. 

d Includes $1,000,000 for census statistics of farm m , $598,085.81 for ad 


ditional Pension Office clerks, $1,364,000 aid to agricultural colleges, $1,000,')’ 
for nickel for naval armor, and $1,200,000 for national park. : 

Excess appropriations this session for 1891 over 1890 $67 ,742,624.76. Exces 
equveptieiions this session for 1891 over 1889, $40, 453,797.50. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. KENNEDY (during the delivery of the remarks of Mr. ALLEN 
of Mississippi) reported that the Committee on Enrolled Bills had ex 
amined and found truly enrolled bills and a joint resolution of the fo! 
lowing titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. 9416) to reduce the revenue and equalize duties on i) 
ports, and for other purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 10639) to amend section 2399 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States; 

A bill (8. 145) for the relief of the legal representatives of Hen 
8S. French; 

A bill (H. R. 789) opening to settlement a portion of the Fort Ran 
dall military reservation, in South Dakota; 


A bill (H. R. 2002) granting a pension to John Morrison; 

A bill (H. R, 2420) granting a pension to Julia W. Freeman; 

A bill (H. R. 2428) granting a to Emily Onderdonk ; 

A bill (H. R. 2990) for the relief of J. L. Cain and others; 

A S700) for the relief of Alexander F. Dutton; 

A granting a pension to Abraham Zimmerman; 
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, bill (H.R. 4179) granting a pension to Nancy J. Dorlos; line of promotion, to the position of surgeons, United States Navy, not 
4 bill (H. R. 4258) increasing the pension of Francis Gilman; in the line of promotion, and for other purposes; 

4 bill (H.R. 4788) to graut a pension to Ann Roberts; A bill (S. 3196) granting an increase of pension to Michael McGarvey; 
4 bill (H. R. 4825) granting a pension to Arthur Connery ; A bill (S. 3280 authorizing the Secretary of the Interior to asce rtain 
A bill (H. R. 5206) granting a pension to Catlena Lyman; damages resulting to any person who had settled upon the Crow Creek 
‘A bill (H. R. 5835) to increase the pension of Maria B, Judah; and Winnebago reservations, in South Dakota, betwe ebruary 27, 


jindemnity lands; 


4 bill (H.R. 5939) for therelief of settlers on Northern Pacific Rail- | 1885, and April 17, 185; 
e A bill (S. 3314) granting right of way to the Red Lake and Western 


pill (H. R. 6052) granting a pension to Martha A. Bowling; Railway and Navigation Company across Red Lak« ervation. in Min- 
A pill (H. R. 6148) granting a pension to Mrs. Mary J. Sanders, the | nesota, and granting said company the right to take lands for terminal 
widow of Thomas A. Sanders, who was a scout in the service of the railroad and warehouse purposes; 
United States Army in the war of the rebellion; A bill (S. 3521) for the relief of Timothy Henness 
A bill (H. R. 6338) granting a pension to Eben Muse; A bill (S. 3545) to extend and amend an act to authorize the Fort 
\ bill (H. R. 6916) for the relief of Adeline Bly, widow of a soldier | Worth and Denver City Railway Company to construct and operate a 
of the war of 1812; , : railway through the Indian Territory, and for other purposes 
4 bill (H. R. 7149) granting a pension to Hannah E. Winney; A bill (S. 3721) for the relief of A. J. McCreary, administrator of the 
A bill (H. R. 7375) granting a pension to Mra. Susan A. Dean: estate of J. M. Hiatt, deceased, and for other purposes 
4 bill (HL. R. 7989) to promote the administration of justice in the A bill (S. 3745) granting to the Northern Pacific and Yakima Ir 
Army; gation Company a right of way through the Yakima Indian reserva 
A pill (H. R. 8088) granting a pension to Thelbert H. Head: | tion, in Washington; . 
A bill (H. R. 8519) granting a pension to John Frohlin; i A bill (S. 3782) to prov ide for the reduction of the Round Valk 
4 bill (H. R. 8700) granting a pension to Mira Baldwin; | Indian reservation, in the State of California, and for other purpose 
A pill (H. R. 9026) granting a pension to N. W. Leasure: A bill (S. 3817) for the protection of actual settlers who have mad 


A bill (H. R. 9225) granting a pension to Theodore L. Alexander: homesteads or pre-emption entries upon the public lands of the Unit l 
A bill (A. R. 9245) to pension Louis P. Noros, late of the Jeannette | States 1 the State of Florida, upon which deposits of phosphate have 
expedition to the Arctic Ocean; been discovered since such entries were made; 
A bill (H. R. 9436) granting an increaseof pension to E. S. Thomas; A bill (S. 3938) to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to convey 
A bill (H. R. 9565) granting an increase of pension to Joseph W. | © the Rio Grande Junction Railway Company certain lands in the 
Wilson; State of Colorado in lieu of certain other lands in said State conveyed 
A bill (H. R. 9736) granting an increase of pension to Lovey Ald- | by the said company to the United States; Te B. 
: A bill (S. 3863) granting to the Newportand King’s Valley Railroad 
Company the right of way through the Siletz Indian reservation; 
A bill (S. 4370) granting a pension to John M. Dunn; and 
Joint resolution (H. Res, 218) toallow the Postmaster-General to ex- 
pend $10,000 to test at small towns and villages the system of the 
free-delivery service, and for other purposes. 
FORT ELLIS MILITARY RESERVATION. 
Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Mississippi 
| seemed to think it necessary to allude as a defense for the action on 
that side to the fact that filibustering was indulged in during the last 
Congress by the Republican party in the Felton case. It is just to this 
side of the House to say that there was no filibustering in the Felton 
case to exceed a few hours in length on one day. No gentleman on 
this side of the House left the Hall or left his seat to avoid being 
counted, and on the day when the question was brought to a vote forty- 
nine Democrats were absent from their seats on that side and twenty- 
two Republicans answered to their names on the question. That fact 
ought to go out to the country. 


rich; 

A bill (H. R. 10086) granting leaves of absence to clerks and em- 
ployés in first and second class post-offices, and to employés of the Post- 
Office Department employed in the mail-bag repair shops connected 
with said Department; 

A bill (H. R. 10265) to authorize the construction of a bridge acro:s 
the Altamaha River; 

A bill (H. R. 10398) for the relief of Mary A. Blaisdell; 

A bill (H. R. 10810) granting a pension toSamuel S. Humphreys: 

A bill (H. R. 10811) granting a pension to Asa Joiner; 

A bill (H. R. 10898) to increase the pension of Daniel P. Roberts, 
late a second lieutenant in Company F of the Third Regiment of Mis- 
souri Volunteers in the war with Mexico; 

A bill (H. R. 10985) granting a pension to Isaac N. Jacobs; 

A bill (H. R. 11171) granting an increase of pension to Edwin Reeder, 
late a member of Company A, First Tennessee Infantry, in the war 
with Mexico; ; 

A bill (H. R. 11457) to increase the pension of Mary Y. Dewees; 

A bill (H. R. 11650) granting a pension to Emily Fry; Another fact should also go to the country, that for nine successive 

A bill (H. R. 11726) to increase the pension of Noah Bisbee, formerly | days—— 
private Company K, Eighty-ninth Regiment New York Volunteers; A MEMBER. 

A bill (H. R. 11928) defining certain duties of the Sergeant-at-Arms 
of the House of Representatives, and for other purposes; 


And nights, 
Mr. KERR, of lowa (continuing). For nine successive days and 


- : ‘ the : nights in the last Congress, during which men’s healths were impaired 

_ A bill (H. R, 12163) making an appropriation to supply a deficiency | so that two subsequently died from the effects of it, a bill recommended 

in the appropriation for compensation of members inthe House of Kep- | by nearly the unanimous vote of a Democratic committee of that Con- 

resentatives and Delegates from the Territories; gress was successfully resisted and its passage defeated by filibustering 
A bill (H. R, 12187) to set apart certain tracts of land in the State of | tactics on that side. 

California as forest reservations, ; : Mr. FLOWER. Yes; and a bill which a Republican Congress has 
Joint resolution (fH. Res. 104) to permit the Secretary of War to | not dared to bring before this body. 

grant revocable license to use a pier, as petitioned by vessel-owners of Mr. KERR, of Iowa. So that the whole of the filibustering in that 


Chicago, I. ; Congress, with the exception of an hour or two on one day, was filibus- 
Joint resolution (H. Res. 169) authorizing the use of a portion of the | tering which originated on thatside; and I think the country may 
United States military reservation at Chattanooga for a public park, | congratulate itself that the time has passed in the history of the Gov- 
by the city of Chattanooga, Tenn. ; ernment when a majority may be defeated from accomplishing the 
Joint resolution (H. Res. 214) extending the act fixing the rate of | purposes the people intrusted them with insecuring proper legislation 
interest to be charged on arrearages of general and special taxes now | by such unwarranted tactics. 
due the District of Columbia, if paid within a time specified, to Octo- Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. 
ber 31, 1890; tion ? 
A bill (8. 161) to reconvey certain lands to the county of Ormsby, Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Yes. 
State of Nevada; _ | Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. You say that filibustering was in- 
A bill (8. 597) toauthorize the conveyance of certain absentee Shawnee dulged in by the Republicans for a few hours in the Felton case. Is 
Indian lands in Kansas; it not true that they filibustered long enough to keep the other man 
A bill (8. 1454) to increase the efficiency and reduce the expenses of | out of his seat? 
the Signal Corps of the Army, and to transfer the weather service to Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Yes; but forty-nine of your men were ab- 
the Department of Agriculture; sent during the time, showing conclusively that that side of the House 
A bill (8. 1658) establishing a customs-collection district, to consist | did not want to seat the contesting member, or at least it so seemed to 
of the States of North Dakota and South Dakota, and for other pur- | the country, and twenty-two Republicans were present and voting. 
: Mr. HAYES. How many Republicans were absent when the Dem- 
_A bill (8. 1904) to provide for railroad crossings in the Indian Ter- | ocrats adopted the same course recently in this Congress ? 
Titory; Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. How many Republicans were absent 
A bill (S. 2014) for the relief of certain settlers on the public lands | from the House at that time? 
of the United States, and to authorize the taking and filing of final; Mr. KERR, of Iowa. There was no Republican who left his seat 
Proofs in certain cases; in the Felton case; and if you gentlemen had followed the constitu- 
A bill (5. 2562) to authorize the appointment of Assistant Surgeons | tional requirements and counted them you could have seated your 
Thomas Owens and William Martin, United States Navy, not in the | man from California. I will sy, further, that at no time in the last 


Will the gentleman yield for a ques- 
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Congress was there a quorum of Democrats present and voting except 
in the election of Speaker. 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair will submit the request of the gentle- 
man from Mississippi. The gentleman asks unanimous consent that 
he may be permitted to extend his remarks in the Recorp. Is there 
objection ? 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I object. 

Mr. BAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I regret somewhat that in the closing 
hours of this session such a speech as that just delivered by the gentle- 
men from Mississippi [Mr. ALLEN] should have been made. It seems, 
however, that the disposition of certain gentlemen of the Democratic 
party leads them to attack all of the great leading men of the Repub- 
lican party. We can all recall that when Abraham Lincoln figured at 
the head of our national affairs he was assailed on every hand, and no 
calumny which total depravity could invent was too great to be hurled 
at him. Weall rememberthat the great and distinguished successor of 
Abraham Lincoln, General Grant, was treated in the same way. He 
who was the second savior of this country, and who by force of arms 
preserved our institutions from overthrow by enemies within, was as- 
sailed as unfit for gentlemen to associate with; and no calumny and 
no indignity that the ingenuity of vilification could call forth was 
omitted by those opposed to General Grant. He was attacked on all 
sides, and every bitter word and every unkind accusation that mean- 
ness itself could devise was applied to him. We all remember that 
General Logan endured the same attacks, bitter and relentless. Ros- 
coe Conkling was another victim of this venom and spleen; James G. 
Blaine was still another. We come right down to the present time, 
and we find that Senator QuAyY is another, and the honored Speaker 
ot this Hou-e is another. Not a vame in this country famons in its 
history for the last twenty-five years, not a name which has helped to 
make its history glorious, has been exempt from these vile attacks. 

Mr. CALDWELL. Garfield was also attacked, 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Illinois. And Samner. 

Mr. BAYNE. Garfield, Sumner, and allofthem. Nota name that 
has added luster to the annals of our history has been exempt from the 
basest calumnies, not a single man who has won exceeding glory and 
honor for this great country of ours has escaped the venom, contumely, 
and spleen and meanness of the leaders of the Democratic party. Who 
are dishonored? They, not the men they thus vilify. It is only by 
men who take flimsy statements to be evidence that any importance 
wili be attached to these attacks. They come neither with grace, nor 
with honor, nor with truth, 

How different the attitude of the Republican party toward the Dem- 
ocratic party. Point to calumnies and accusations made by Repub- 
licans against the leading men of the Democratic party. I have taken 
occasion to say that Grover Cleveland made a good President. 

Mr. HAYES. You could not help saying that. 

Mr. BAYNE. I could if I had been a Democrat, for I could have 
lied about it. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. Then the Republicans did lie who 
said he did not make a good President; did they? [Laughter on the 
Democratic side, ] 

Mr. BAYNE. I give all credit to the distinguished Democrats of 
this country, because I believe they contribute to the glory, and the 
growth, and the honor of the country when they do great and good 
service. 

J have never heard accusations made by the Republican press or by 
the Republican leaders, or by Republican Representativee on this floor 
or by Republican Senators against the character, integrity, and worth 
of leading Democrats in this country. It is not our method. Our 
methods are those of decency and our habits are those of gentlemen. 
[Applause on the Republican side.] And I want to say now that when 
these attacks are made upon our great leaders they simply bring a mis- 
conception into the minds of people abroad and among people who do 
not think at home as to the real status of our great leaders. They 
are discreditable only to the men who make them. They do not dis- 
honor the men against whom they are made, tor they are known to be 
untruths uttered tor mere partisan purposes and in the pursuit of an 
object which is not reputable in avy respect whatever. [Applause on 
the epublican side and in the galleries, } 

Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker-—— 

Mr.CARTER. I ask for a vote, and I demand the previous question. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. I only ask for five minutes. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Montana asks the previous 
question. 

Mr, ALLEN, of Mississippi. The gentleman will not get the previ- 
ous question, I think, and I ask for five minutes. 

Mr. CARTER, I yield to the gentleman three minutes, 

Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. Now, Mr. Speaker, I want to say this 
to the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BAYNE] in three minutes: 
We on this side, or I at least, have made no attack upon the Repub- 
lican leaders. 

I simply referred to the fact that a Republican member of this House 
had denounced the chairman of the Kepublican national committee 
on this floor in most unmeasured terms, speaking of him as a branded 
criminal and comparing him to Judas Iscariot, and recommending 
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a, 
suicide, ete.; and that afterwards when that gentleman's syeoc), ,. d 
called in question and a motion made to expunge it from the jy," unt 
on account of the abuse and reflections on the United States «....” of | 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BAYNE], who now gro. 
very indignant at my mention of this fact, satin his seat ani)... 
the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. KENNEDY] speak for twenty mip, _ W 
in which he said they might expunge his speech from the Recon), \.. 
could not destroy its truth; and he stood there with great bung! it 
press-clippings, almost a foot thick, and a large number of },),.. 
which he said were not the half of what he had received, al! ina... 
his attack upon the gentleman’s leader; and he and all the rest o; ..” ‘ 
Pennsylvania delegation sat and heard Mr. KENNEDY reitera:, \... 
charges and did not say a word. 

Mr. BAYNE. He did not say it. 


Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. He did say it. 


Mr. BAYNE. You misrepresent the whole thing. a 
Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. I donot misrepresent it at al!, | },... 
the whole thing, and everybody here knows that Mr. Kexxepy )» d 


only reiterated or declared that what he had said was true, but +),: 
it was the one speech he had made that had made its impression , 
the country and had sunk in the hearts and minds of the people. 4», 
he produced these newspaper clippings and letters as an evidenr »; 
the approval with which his speech had been received by the hteny). 
lican party. We saw no evidence of the indignation of the gentlemy 
trom Pennsylvania [Mr. BAYNE] then, but wnen a Democrat «\1))), 
refers to the fact that a Republican has made these charges the goy).. 
man grows very vociferous in his protests and talks about Den 3 
assailing Republican leaders, and attempts to bolster up his leader hy 
bringing in the names of Lincoln, Grant, Conkling, Blaine, and 
Mr. Speaker, as men who have been abused. 

(To Mr. BAYNE:) Why, sir, did you not make your protest 
these attacks on your leader when they were made by a m 
yourside of the House? Yousat mutethen. Whatsort of consist: 
is there in getting so indignant at a Democrat for speaking o! v 
said nothing about when it was said by your own partisan ? 

{ Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. OATES. Mr. Speaker, I wish to say to the gentlema: 
Montana that he had better not ask for the previous question now 
am not yet satisfied that this bill ought to pass, and I would 
hear a fall explanation of it. I do not wish to raise the quest 
quorum or to prevent a fair consideration of the bill. 

Mr. CARTER, I will state to the gentleman that every 
that was urged to the bill as amended in the Senate has been 
the conference report. I am extremely anxious to have t 
adopted so that it may be signed to-day. 

Mr, OATES. Will the gentleman state exactly what this bi! 
plishes ? “ 

Mr. CARTER. I will state for the information of the gent}: 
from Alabama that the bill io brief provides that the Secretary 
Interior shall extend the public surveys over what is known as the 
Fort Ellis military reservation, in Montana. That reservation wa: 
abandoned for military purposes many years ago, and upon the 
vation there are certain buildings in a very poor state of repair. 
place of selling these buildings, it being questionable whether the p 
ceeds would pay the cost of the sale, they are donated, with the |ani 
upon which they stand, to the State for the use of the State militia, 
and for other public purposes. I doubt if the buildings would sel! at 
all, or would pay for removal. The further provision is made that the 
State of Montana may make selections of what remains of the rese:\- 
tion for the purpose of in part supplying the grant made to thie Stu'e 
at the time it was admitted into the Union. The lands thus selected 
within the reservation are to be deducted from the aggregate of tle 
grant made to the State as an incident to the admission bill. 

Mr. OATES. Will the gent.eman state the amount of land granted 
or reserved for the State? 

Mr. CARTER. I think about 200,000 acres, probably, in the «cliool 
grant. I can not specify the total acreage of the various State grants 
without consulting the admission bill. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. ‘This is one section granted on the r-crva- 
tion. 

Mr. CARTER. Only one section of this entire reservation is granted 
If additional lands are selected they will be deducte4 from the Jorm 
grant. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I understand that the State may select «!! 0 
the remainder. 

Mr. CARTER. This reservation only contains 38 or 40 sections 
land, I think, It is Jargely in a mountainous region. A part 0! tle 
land is of little or no value. 

Mr. OATES. They may make selection for what purpose ’ 

Mr. CARTER. They may make selection under existing law 204 
the amount is to be deducted from the land to which the State is e0- 
titled under its grant, and the purpose of allowing the State to (0 (b's 
is to permit the selection of a body of land in a compact form on w!ii¢) 
to establish some State institution, if the State thinks proper. 4" 
equally large body of land can nowhere else be found in the St.'° 
compact form from which to make State selections. 
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Mr. OATES. Is this an addition to the amount allotted to the State 
under the act of its admission into the Union, or is it in lieu of a part 
ha 
on CARTER. It is in lieu of a portion of the land granted, except | 
s to one section, which is an addition, and that section is the one upon 
‘which these old buildings are situated. 
Mr. OATES. That is granted to the State for purposes of the mi- 


itia ¢ 

Mr. CARTER. 

Mr. OATES. 
Public Lands of the House ? 

Mr. CARTER. It has been favorably reported except as—— 

Mr. OATES. And also in the Senate? 

Mr. CARTER. And in the Senate also. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Not the bill in its present form. The 
amendments have not been before the House committee. 

Mr. OATES. What is the Senate amendment? Wherein does it 
differ from the House bill? 

Mr. CARTER. ‘The House bill did not make this grant of a section 
ofland to the State. The House did not make any special provision 


For the militia and other public purposes. 


menace 


as to the State selecting school lands within the limits of the reserva- | 


tion. The Senate provided that the State should have one year in 
which to make its selection of school lands. This conference report 


limits that period of one year by permitting the governor of the State | 


to certify to the Secretary of the Interior, at such time as the selection 
shall have been completed, that the State does not desire to make 


further selections, whereupon the land remaining will, by proclama- | 


tion, immediately become part of the public domain, subject to entry, 
location, and settlement. 
period of twenty days. 

Mr. McCREARY. Mr. Speaker, I regret to be 
gentleman from Montana not to press this bill. 
bill ought to be passed at the present. We have no quorum here. 
The Honse is very thin. Very few members are here. 
important measure, and I do not tbink it ought to be pressed. 
the gentleman from Montana will not press it at this time. 
comes back here in December we will have a quorum and this measure 
can be called tp and considered by a quorum of the House of Repre- 
sentatives. 
hours of the session, when within less. than two hours this House of 
Representatives will adjourn, to ask us to pass this very important 
measure. I for one shall object to the passage of this bill. 

Mr. MOREY. 
if [ am permitted to extend my remarks on a subject in which I feel 
great interest. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio asks unanimous con- 
sent for permission to extend his remarks in the Recorp upon this 
question. Is there objection? 

Mr. OWENS, of Ohio. I shell have to objeet. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. I object unless I am also permitted to 
extend my remarks. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 

Mr. CARTER. Mr. Speaker, in reference to the suggestion made by 
the gentleman from Kentucky, if I can have his attention for a mo- 
ment I desire to say that a committee of this House, a committee of 
the Senate, and both Houses of Congress in one formor another at 


compelled to ask the 
I do not believe this 


the present session, after due deliberation, have concluded that this | 


reservation should be thrown open to settlement in some form. I can 
not now concede that it is necessary to withdraw it unless the gentle- 
man from Kentucky can suggest some latent defect in the bill or some 
substantial apparent reason why it should be deferred. There area 
large number of citizens of my State interested in the opening of this 


reservation, and it would be a hardship to continue it longer in its pres- | 


ent condition. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
that the Senate had passed with an amendment the resolution of the 
House fixing the hour of final adjournment. 

Mr. CARTER. Mr. Speaker, I will ask the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. McCreAny] whether he desires to press his objection to 
the bill. 

Mr. KERR, of lowa. Mr. Speaker, as the gentleman from Missis- 
sippi [Mr. ALLEN] says he has some important remarks which he de- 
sires to submit upon this bill and other subjects, I withdraw the ob- 
jection which I made to his being allowed to print. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. I withdraw the objection which I 
made to the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Morey] having leave to print. 

Mr. McCREARY. Mr. Speaker, I call attention to section 2 of this 
bill, which reads as follows: 


That there is hereby granted to the State of Montana one section of said res- 
ervation, to be selected according to legal subdivisions, so as to embrace the 


buildings and improvements thereon, to be used by said State as a permanent | 


militia cam p-ground, or for other public purposes, inthe discretion of the State 
Legislature. 


I do not know how much money was appropriated originally by the 
United States Government to construct these buildings, but I think it 
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Has this bill been passed upon by the Committee on | 


These selections may be made within a | 


This is a very { 


hope j 
When he | 


I do not think that the gentleman ought in the closing | 


Mr. Speaker, I do not desire to discuss this measure | 
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would be unwise le; gisl: ition at this time, when only about one-fifth of 
the members are present, to turn over to the State of Montana the build- 
ings and improvements on these lands to be used by said State ‘*‘as a 


, 


permanent militia ¢ amp or for other purposes, in the discretion ol the 


me 
| 





| State Legislatare.” I call ittention also to the section which I am 
about to read: 

Sec. 3. That the remainder of 
selected by the State of Montar ear after i A 
of the survey thereof. in tracts o e sect in squa orm and 
according to legal subdivisions, as ¢ § . ited to said Stat l 
the provisions of the act providi Ss fM 
nto the Union, approved Fe! l : 

Now, sir, at the time Montana was admitted a large amount of land 
was granted to that State, and this bill seeks to nt to that State 
sbout 40,000 acres, as I understand it. 

Mr. CARTER, I beg the gentleman’s pardon. He is incorrect as 


to that. This bill does not increase the grant to the State of Montana 
one acre beyond the section upon which these buildings are located. It 
simply permits the State to select land within those limits under the 
pre-existing grant. 

Mr. McCREARY. I understand. It allows the State authorities 
to go over the State and select the best lands wherever they can find 
them. 

Mr. CARTER. Within the limits of this reservation only If the 
gentleman examines the bill closely he will see that that is the pro 
ion and that he is clearly in error. 
| Mr. McCREARY. I think, Mr. Speaker, after talking to some of 
the members of the Committee on Public Lands, to wh 


ich the bill was 
originally referred, that the bill is too important to pass at this time 
within less than two hours of the end of a ten months’ session of Con- 
I think this bill is so important that it should be considered 
when a quorum is present. Indeed, no important legislation should 
be enacted at this late hour with so few members present. We will be 
in session again in two months, and that is not long to wait 

The question was taken on the adoption of the repo: 
declared that the ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. McCREARY. I ask for a division. 


gress. 


| ‘The House divided; and there were—ayes (3, noes 13. 
| Mr. McCREARY. No quoram. 

Mr. CARTER. Mr. Speaker, I ask the privilege of withdrawing 
| the conference report for the time being 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the conference report 
| may be withdrawn 

There was no objection 

LEAVI iv PRI. . 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. ALLEN] 


asked permission some time ago'to print some remarks in the Recorp, 
and the gentleman from Iowa objected; but the Chair understood the 
| gentleman from Iowa afterwards to withdraw his objection. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. In consideration of the fact that other gen 
tlemen also desire to speak on the subject, I have withdrawn the ob 
jection to the request of the gent! 

Mr. BELDEN. I renew it 

Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. 

The SPEAKER. 


man from Mississip 
Who obje 
The gentleman from New York [Mr. Bets 
RESIGNATION OF TILE POSTMASTER rHE HO 


The SPEAKER laid before t 


he House the following communication 


WASHINGTO LD. ¢ 0 


To the Hon. SreAKER OF THE Ho REPRESENTATIVES 


I hereby resign the office of Postmaster of the House of Rey 
‘AMES I } ‘ 
j ar ‘ } } 1 
Mr. ENLOE. Mr. Speaker, I would like to know whether the | i 
is ready to accept the resignation ? 
The SPEAKER. The Chair has vothins to do with the 


| of the resignation. 
Mr. ENLOE. ‘There has been an investigation made, 


and there isa 
| resolution on the subject in the hands of the investigating 
; which we want to come before the House. 
TheSPEAKER, The Chair simply lays thi mmunication before 
the House. It is not a matter for action, so fa the Chair |! 


JEWS IN RUSSIA, 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following m 
from the President of the United States; which was read, refer 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs, and ordered to he printed 
To the House of Representative 





| Itransmit herewith,in answer to the resolution of the House of Represen 

| tives of August 20, 1890, concernin the enforcement of pros ri ve edict 
| against the Jews in Russia, a re the Secretary of St on the su 
| ject, 

} BI I HARKISO 


PRINTING OF HOUSE DIGEST. 
Mr. RUSSELL, from the Committee on Printing, reported back with 
a favorable recommendation the following resolution: 


Resolved, That 2,500 copies of the Digest for the second sessior 
| Congress be printed and bound for the use of the House 





1 
. 
s 
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The report of the committee was read, as follows 

The Committee on Printing, to whom was referred House resolution, intro- 
duced by Mr. Burrows, to print 2,500 copies of the Manual and Digest for the 
seco session of the Fifty-first Congress, have considered the same, and report 
back the resolut i with a favorable recommendation. 


The SPEAKER rhe question is on the adoption of this resolution. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi (when the Speaker was proceeding to 
put the question). In view of the fact that the privilege of printing 
additional matter in speeches delivered on the floor is one so commonly 
accorded and so seldom objected to, I shall object to any further busi- 
ness being done in this House without a quorum unless I am accorded 
the privilege of printing a few additional remarks. 

The SPEAKER. ‘This is the report of a committee. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. Well, sir, I object to its consideration 
without a quorum 

Mr. SPOONER. I desire to present a report of high privilege. 

The SPEAKER. ‘There is a report now before the House. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi (after a pause). I withdraw, for the 
present, my objection. 

The question being taken on agreeing to the resolution reported by 
Mr. Russe.w, from the Committee on Printing, it was adopted. 

POSTMASTER OF THE HOUSE, 

Mr. SPOONER. I desire to present from the Committee on Ac- 
counts a report upon a subject referred to it for investigation by the 
House, and I ask for the present consideration of the report. 

The report was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Accounts, who were charged by the accompanying reso- 
lutions with the investigation of the charges therein made against James L. 
Wheat, the Postmaster of the House of Representatives, and such other matters 
as pertain to his administration of the post-office of the House, and also as to 
the acts of the Postmaster of the House during the Forty-ninth and Fiftieth 
Congresses as to similar matters, respectfully report: 

That they have, in open session of the committee, given hearings as to all 
matters submitted to their consideration touching the charges and accusations 
made, and taken the testimony of all witnesses presented for examination 
thereon, together with the testimony of those whom they were advised or sup- 
posed might assist them in arriving at the facts sought, and have made a full 
and careful investigation of said charges and the facts upon which they are 
founded; and they find and report the tacts concerning said matters to be, in 
substance, as follows: 

I. At the beginning of the present session of Congress, when James L. Wheat 
entered upon the performance of his official duties as Postmaster of the House 
he found Henry Culbertson engaged in carrying and delivering the mail of the 
House of Representatives, under a contract theretofore made with said Culbert- 
son by Lycurgus Dalton, the Postmaster of the House during the Forty-ninth 
and Fiftieth Congresses, in behalf of the United States, for an annual compensa- 
tion of $5,000, payable monthly. 

Mr. Wheat thereupon, by a written agreement dated December 2, 1889, in be- 
half of the United States, contracted with said Culbertson for carrying and deliv- 
ering said mail, for and during the fiseal year ending June 30, 1890, for the same 
compensation ($5,000 per anuum, payable monthly), the same being, substan- 
tially, a confirmation of the contract then existing between said Dalton and Cul- 
bertson and covering the unexpired period for which the same would continue 
by its terms. 

At the time of making said contract of December 2, 1889, it was verbally agreed 
between said Wheat and Culbertson that, from the compensation received by 
©Oulbertson under said contract, he should pay to Wheat monthly the sum of 
$150; and, pursuant to that agreement, $150 per month were paid by Culbert- 
son and received by Wheat for five months, from December, 1839, to April, 1890, 
both inclusive, a total of $750. 

In April or May, 1890 (and, as Mr. Wheat testifies, on account of talk he heard 
concerning it), Mr. Wheat consulted with R. J. Bright, esq., a practicing lawyer 
in this city, who was formerly Sergeant-at-Arins of the Senate, as to his said 
arrangement with Culbertson and (without examination of the law, however, 
and evidently with the beiief upon the part of Mr. Bright that the law was 
as it had been previous to the Fiftieth Congress and that the appropriation 
was and had been controlled by the Postmaster of the present and previous 
Congresses as if it were a part of the salary) Mr. Wheat was advised by Mr. 
Brig bt that ‘he had no oceasion whatever for the services ofan attorney,” and 
“that he ought to pay no attention to the threats that were made’’—referring to 
the alleged threats of some of Wheat’s employés. 

The committee, however, do not desire to be understood as assenting to any 
interpretation of the law,even as it existed previous to the Fiftieth Congress, 
which would permit the Postmaster of the House to personally profit out of said 
appropriation for mailservice, Culbertson, having special need forthe money, by 
consent of Mr. Wheat, withheld from his monthly compensation for May, 189), 
and retained the $150 which he would otherwise have paid Wheat; and by 
reason of the occurrences hereinafter mentioned, has never paid the same nor 
any other sum of money to Wheat on account of their verbal agreement. Early 
in June, 1890, Mr. Wheat again consulted his lawyer, Mr, Bright, who then ex- 
amined the law and for the first time had his attention called to the specitic 
provisions ofthe clause making the appropriation for carrying the House mails, 
etc., and to the change of language first introduced therein in the Fiftieth Con- 
gress. 

For a number of Congresses preceding the Fiftieth Congress, that appropri- 
ation was made by the legislative appropriation bills, in the paragraph entitied 
‘Office of Postmaster "’ (House of Representatives), in the following language 

“ For hire of horses and mail wagons for carrying the mails, $5,000,”’ 

But in thelegislative appropriation bill of the first session of the Fiftieth Con- 
gress, and of each subsequent session, the clause making that appropriation 
has been framed as follows: 

“For hire of horses and mail wagons for carrying the mails, $5,000, or so 
much thereof as may be neceszary."’ 

Mr. Bright then advised Mr. Wheat that, in view of the provision in the law 
“‘orso much thereof as may be necessary,’’ he [Mr. Wheat] was not entitled to 
receive or hold any part of the money arising from said contract of Culbertson ; 
and thereupon the entire amount of $750 received by Wheat from Culbertson 
was paid into the United States Treasury, the official receipt for which, under 
date of June 16, 1890, was presented before your committee. 

II. Your committee also find and so report the fact to be that, with the knowl- 
edge and consent of Mr. Wheat, one William E. Bradley (not, however, an em- 

loyé in the Government Printing Office) was,from the lith day of March to 
he 29th day of April, 1890, borne upon the pay-roll of the House post-office 
without performing any service therefor; but that, by special arrangement 
with Walter Wheat, the son of the Postmaster, he paid over to said Walter from 
the pay received and receipted for by him the sum of nearly $150, being the en- 





tire amount of such pay, less $15, retained by him according to his ag 
with Walter Wheat. 
During the continuance of this arrangement between Bradley ani cu 
Wheat it appears from the testimony that Walter, who was an emp 
House post-office, and on the pay-roll and receiving regular pay as « 
formed additional labor on the mail wagons asa substitute for B 
perhaps, us he claims, performed almost or quite double service wh to 
ing almost double pay. 
it is also just to state that this arrangement and some other 
“substitutes” were employed were all of a temporary character 
nated in the existence of atemporary vacancy in the regular for 
porary absence of an employé ; and, while the employment of i 
to perform the labor or service of those who are elected or appointed 
is likely to give rise to abuses, of which we consider this an insta 
tice has long been deeply rooted in the service ofthe House, andins 
least, when properly guarded, may be unobjectionable, and, atLimes 


| sary to secure proper performance of required service. 


Other complaints against the Postmaster of the House and his ad 


tion of his office did not seem to your committee to be of a serious 
nor to require special recital or consideration. 
Ill. Theonly matters touching the acts of the Postmaster of the I] 1 


| the Forty-ninth and Fiftieth Congresses which were brought to the att 


your committee, or seemed to require their special consideration, v 


| concerning the mail contracts 


Henry Culbertson, heretofore mentioned, was also the party who 
delivered the mails of the House under contract with Lycurgus Da 


| Postmaster of the House of Representatives (representing the Unit 


i — 


substantially the same as the written contract made by him with Wi. 
December 2, 1889, the compensation forthe service provided by the terms 
contract being $,000 annually. Culbertson is the father-in-law of Dalt: 
ing a brief portion of the time mentioned they lived together; they bot 
that from the time Culbertson took the first contract up to a very rece 
they have had relations which have called for advances or loans and pa 
of money and transfers of property by one to the other; that, at the tir 
bertson first took the contract from Dalton, the money required (some § 
$1,800) to purchase wagons and horses for use in carrying the mails 
vanced by Dalton and subsequently other sums, all which they both cla 
a loan from Dalton to Culbertson; that they were interested in certai: 
purchased by Culbertson—some of them with money furnished by | 
that various sums of money from time to time passed from Culbertso: 
tonand one of $300, just after the expiration of Dalton’s term of office as 
master of the House, early in December, 1889, and that within a few weeks 
the present time certain lots of land in Bedford, Ind., were conveyed b 
bertson to Dalton, which sums of money and conveyance are alleged b) 
to have been in payment of loans and advances, hereinbefore referred to 
by Dalton to Culbertson, or were loans made by Culbertson, both testifying t 
there was no private understanding between them and that Dalton was 
terested in the mail contracts. 

It is, however, testified by F. J. Meeks, a dealer in wagons, harnesses, « 
in this city, that he sold to Dalton personally five wagons for use in ca 
the mails of the House, which were used by Culbertson in said service 
his contract with Dalton; that said wagons, as also repairs subsequently n 
were charged by him upon his ledger to Dalton, and paid for by Dalton, 
sionally Gough Culbertson, and once by indorsement by Dalton of a che 
a third party payable to the order of Dalton; that he neither knew nor w 
told as to the business relations between Dalton and Culbertson, but ass: 
from his transactions with him and the factthat he was Postmaster of the Hous 
that the business was Dalton’s. Your committee therefore find and so re; 
that the charges made in said resolutions as to the Postmaster of the Hous 
substantially established; and that, although the relations and dealings | 
tween Dalton and Culbertson, in so far as ascertained, give rise to grav« 
picions that some private arrangement existed between them, whereby Da!' 
during the Forty-ninth and Fiftieth Congresses, derived personal profit out 
his contracts as Postmaster of the House with Culbertson for carrying | 
mails, no absolute proof thereof has been obtained by your committee. 

Your committee will return the testimony taken in said investigatio 
request that the same be printed. 

They recommend the passage of the following resolution: 

“Resolved, That the office of Postmaster of the House of Representatives 
and the same is hereby, declared vacant; and that the assistant postmaster 
the House be, and he is hereby, directed to perform the duties of Postmas 
until a Postmaster shall be elected and duly qualified.”’ 


Mr. Hayes and Mr. Grimes submit the following views of the minority 

We agree in the main with the foregoing report and its conclusions, and re 
mendation, but dissent from the conclusion that there are any grounds of s 
picion against Dalton. He and Culbertson both swear itively that there w 
no private or Other understanding between them, and that Dalton had no 
terest in the mail-carrying contract, and this is the only direct testimony up 
the question; and the circumstances as shown by the evidence, to our min 
not only sustain this idea, but we are firm in the belief that no private arran, 
ment existed, and that Dalton’s conduct of the office was clean. There be 
no testimony to the contrary, we do not think a mere suspicion should be st: 
in any event, and as for ourselves there is no suspicion even existing. 


Mr, ENLOE addressed the Chair. 

Mr. SPOONER. I believe I have control of the floor. What t 
does the gentleman from Tennessee desire ? 

Mr. ENLOE. Ifthe gentleman will yield for one moment, I w 
like to offer an amendment to the resolution of the committee so 
provide for the printing of the testimony in this case. 

Mr. SPOONER. It may be read for information. 

Mr. ENLOE. Very well, let it be read. 

ADJOURNMENT SINE DIE. 

The SPEAKER. If there is no objection on the part of the Ho 
the Chair perhaps had better submit the resolution in regard to fi 
adjournment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That the | 
dent of the Senate and the Speaker ofthe House of Representatives— 

Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. I object to that until we get throug) 
with this other matter. 

Several Members. Let it be read. 

The SPEAKER. It is the resolution providing for final adjourn 
ment. 

Mr. MCKINLEY. Iwill say there is no purpose now to fix the time; 
we simply want the resolution read. 








1890. 


_ 


TheSPEAKER. The Chair was submitting the resolution for con- 
currence, 80 that notice might be given to the Senate. 
‘ir, ALLEN, of Mississippi. I object for the present. 


Mr. McKINLEY. I desire to say I am not sure we shall be ready 
to adjourn at 5 o’clock, We may want to fix a later hour. 
The SPEAKER. The resolution will be withheld for the | ent 


POSTMASTER OF THE HOUSE. 


The SPEAKER. 
lesk by the gentleman from Tennessee 

The Clerk read as follows: 

R ved, That 5,000 copies of the testimony in the cas: pris 
f the House. 

Mr. ENLOE. Iask the gentleman from Rhode Island | 
to accept that as an amendment. 

Mr. SPOONER. What is the ordinary number, doe 
know ? 

Mr. ENLOE. Iam intormed that this is the usual number. I in- 
quired of my colleague [Mr. RicHARDsON], who is a member of th: 
Committee on Printing. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. 
the mind of my colleague that 5,000 copies is the usual number. 


The Clerk will read the proposition sent to the 
{[Mr. ENLOE] 


A 


I did not intend to make the impression on | 
With | 
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| fact that in 


| and unconnected with the | 


regard to printing documents, the usual number, as I understand, would | 


be 1,950 copies, or about that number. 
ary frequently, in providing for the printing of testimony, to ask for 
as many as 5,000 copies. I presume that remark misled my colleague. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I wish to ask the gentleman from Tennessee 
[Mr. ENLoz} whether he would have any objection to amending his 
proposition so as to include the printing of 5,000 copies of the Silcott 
investigation. 

Mr. ENLOE. I will say to the gentleman that I offered a proposi- 
tion to appropriate $5,000 to secure the apprehension of a Democratic 
thief; and I do not think it is necessary for the gentleman from Iowa 
to interject any sach suggestion at this point. Now, I do not object 
to the resolution if it is amended to include the testimony and the 
majority and the minority report. 

Mr. SPOONER. There is no resolution accompanying the report 
concerning the printing of the testimony, and on account of the in- 
ability of the committee to report the testimony back to the House, the 
examination being made in the last hours of the session and not yet 
having been committed to long-hand, the suggestion was made in the 
report that a request would be made for the testimony when prepared 
and that it might be printed. As to the number of copies I do not 
know; the committee have no wish or suggestion to make in regard to 
the matter, but when it comes up in proper form, personally, | shall 
not object to the printing of 5,000 or any other reasonable number of 
copies. , 

Mr. ENLOE. Mp reason for offering the amendment to the resolu- 
tion now was to follow out the recommendation of the report that was 
concurred inin full, I believe, in that particular to print the testimony 
and both reports. I think that is in the line of the recommendation of 
the committee, and I thought it proper that it should be adopted in 
connection with the other resolution. 

Mr. SPOONER. In regard to the printing of the testimony I think 
that is a matter that can be determined after the adoption of the reso- 
lution. 

Mr. ENLOE. I think there is probable danger that we may get on 
to some other business and not be able to recur to this again and secure 
the printing of the testimony. In that view of the case I thought it 
proper to amend the resolution so as to provide for the printing of the 
testimony now, so that the House may understand what the committee 
bases its action upon. 

Mr. SPOONER. I have no objection, if it is agreeable to the House. 

TheSPEAKER. The question before the House is on the adoption 
of the resolution. 

Mr. SPOONER. ‘That is what I supposed, and the other matter is 
merely incidental. ‘The matter of printing, however, will be attended 
to, as I have already suggested, and an order obtained for that purpose 
before this question is finally disposed of. 

Mr. ENLOE. If I can have the assurance of the gentleman to that 
effect, or if I might have a chance to offer a resolution as an independ 
ent proposition, I shall make no objection. 

Mr. SPOONER. The gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Caswrii] 
desires to be heard for five minutes. 

Mr. ENLOE. Ithink I have a right to insist on the amendment. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, of New Jersey. Why, he has not even the floor. 


Mr. ENLOE. I understand that, but I do not understand the con- | 


dition of affairs to be such as it will enable the previous question to 
be ordered; and so I think I can not be very well cut off from the 
right to offer it. 

Mr.SPOONER. As I have just stated to the gentleman, there will 


be no difficulty in arranging about the printing of the testimony after- | 


wards. 

Mr. ENLOE. With the assurance of the gentleman that that will 
be done at this session I shall be perfectly satisfied. 

Mr. CASWELL. Mr. Speaker, I do not rise to antagonize the report 


But I said that it was custom- | 


| necessary,’’ 


T- 
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ior hiring horses and wagons to distribute the mails in the city, and 
acting, I dare say, under the belief that the appropriation of $5,000 vy 
due and belonged to them and they had a right 


¢ 








to secure the servi 
as cheaply as they could—agd that it seemed to be the property of th 
Postmasters—they would let a contract to a friend under this beli 
that the appropriation belonged to them of right, and in that way the 
service has been performed. But not until 16 is the language oi 
the appropriation changed. Then the House discovered, and I think 





for the first time, when this trouble arose in relation to the present or th 
late incumbent, and close and careful examination will disclose it, that 
the paragraph reads, since 1888, *‘ h thereof as may be 
for carrying on the service. 

‘The counsel of Mr. Wheat, before making this dis , advised him 
that it was a lawful and legal perquisite, any saving out of the money 
appropriated for carrying the mails; and under such advice, coupled 
with the statement of the partie sion of the office when 
he entered on its duties that it was a lawitul and proper perqui 
continued the same line of set », and I think substantially 
practice, under the belief all the time that the entire $5,000 belonged 
to the Postmaster, to be used by him in the performance of this servic: 
in such manner as he saw proper. 

And I want to call the attention of the House to the fact that the 
salary of $2,500 allowed the Postmaster and to which he is alone ev 
titled, and nothing more, is too small, and it has been understood | 
think for some years that his compensation was brought up aud made 


$5. 000, or so mur 


ry 





found in poss lie 
site, he 
t 


the same 


somewhat adequate by reason of the appropriation for carrying the 
mails through the city. 
A very small saiary may have led to this serious difficulty. And 


clearly, as the law now is, he is only entitled to the $2,500 salary, and 
if anything can be saved out of the appropriation for carrying the mails 
about this city, it should be left in the Treasury and does belong to 
the Government. 

Now I want to say one word in reference to this double pay whic 
it is said Walter Wheat drew from the Treasury. It is true that 


} 


six or seven weeks, I think, while there was a vacancy, this occurré 
There was a branch of the service that had to be performed by so! 
body, and somebody with experience, and we all know whatthats 

ice is; it is the distribution of the mails that takes place in the morn 
ing and at evening. Walter Wheat’s duties were in the oflice below, 
behind the counter, distributing and handling the mails there, from 
9 o’clock until 4; but in the morning he commenced on this distri 
tion and filled the place of the absentee and performed his ser be 
fore 8 o’clock, as did the other messengers, and again in the evening 
after his duties had ceased in this office, after 4 o’clock + then went 


| out upon the beat that belonged to the absentee, and worked faithful] 


| and diligently and performed that service; and for those extra hour 
of work, for this service well performed, he drew the pay 

| Now, it has simply resolved itself in this shape: Was he entitled to 

| draw his pay as a substitute for the absent employé whose duties | 
performed outside of his own hours of duty? The Government has 









| suffered nothing. It may be an irregularity, perhaps, that ought not 
to be practiced, but the Government has not suffered a dollar. The 
| service was well and faithfully performed by a laborer, and he got his 


| pay for it, and that is all there is in it; and when we sum it all up, by 
| the administration of Captain Wheat the Treasury of this Government 
is not short a single dollar, but is some $1,300 ahead, as I have before 
stated. The sum of $1,300 has been saved out of his administration 
| and I congratulate the House and the country that in this investiga 
| tion, supposed to be so serious, the Government has suffered no lo 
of money, but has gained by his administration. I thank the Ho 


ise 


| for its attention. 
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Mr. HOLMAN. I wish the gentleman from Rhode Island [Mr. 
Spooner] would yield to me for a few minutes, 

Mr. SPOONER. Ihave no objection to yielding five minutes, if 

gentleman desires it. 

Mr. HOL M AN. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Wisconsin [ Mr. 
ien this subject was first before the House, stated ‘that 
his spllecthonttin r was that the contract made by the Postmaster of the 
present House for the carrying of mails was the same as the contract 
mude for that service in past years by the Postmaster of the House. 

Now, that statement is undoubtedly correct; for, according to my 

nderstanding, the appropriation of $5,000 has been made annually 
for the last tourteen years, at least as far back as the Forty-fourth Con- 
gress, and always substantially in the same terms, except that since 
und including the Forty-ninth Congress the terms used were $5,000, 
‘or so much thereof as may be necessary,’’ for the carrying of the 
mails, But I think the impression that struck the House was not in- 
tonded to be made by him. 

Mr. CASWELL. Does my friend understand that that clause at- 
tached as far back as 1875? 

Mr. HOLMAN. No. I say it began with the Forty-ninth Congress; 
hut, I think, as far back as the Forty-fourth Congress. Of course the 
legal effect, as my friend knows, is the same. Where there is an ap- 
propriation of money for a given service, if the service can be per- 
formed for a less sum, of course it is the duty of the public officer hav- 
ing charge of the fund only to draw so much of it as is necessary. 
The additional clause was added in the Forty-ninth Congress out of 
abundant caution, although this subject of the cost of carrying the 
mails had been Sequeatiy ¢ considered by the Committee on Appro- | 
priations before that Congres ° 

But my friend from Wisconsin [ Mr. CASWELL] certainly left the im- 
pression on the House in his for mer st: itement, I must assume uninten- 
tionally, that the contracts had been the same in former years as during 
the present Congress in respect to the Postmaster 1eceiving a portion 
of the money; that is, that a part of the sum appropriated had gone 
to the benefit of the Postmaster himself. Now, I know the gentleman 
from Wisconsin [Mr. CASWELL }-did not intend to create any such im- 
pression. Yet his statement was misleading. The contracts were, I 
have no doubt, word for word the same since at least the Forty-fourth 
Congress, when the sum was fixed at $5,000. Before that the amount 
was larger. The appropriation had been much higher in former years, 
but was reduced to $5,000 in the Forty-fourth Congress, and the same 
amount has been appropriated every year since, but he did not say that 
the private agreement was the same. 

I do not think my friend from Wisconsin [Mr. CASWELL] is now 
justified in saying, from the testimony as it has been published in the 
newspapers—of course I have not seen the official report of the testi- 
mony, as it has net been printed—that there is any possible reason even 
to suspect that Mr. Dalton himself had any interest in the contract in 
the Forty-ninth or Fiftieth Congresses, 

Mr. CASWELL. I hope when this testimony is printed that the 
gentleman will read it, and not take the newspaper reports, which have 
been very incomplete. 

Mr. HOLMAN. All I can judge by now is the testimony published 
from day to day in the newspapers. 

Mr. CASWELL. The newspaper statements have been very incom- 
plete. 

Mr. HOLMAN. But, Mr. Speaker, without any reference to the 
propriety of a public officer employing a relative in a public employment 
under a contract which he himself makes, where the payment is made 
throngh himsel{—without saying anything about the propriety or im- 
propriety of that, a custom now too common in our Government—there 
is not in the newspaper reports of the testimony as published a particle 
of evidence that militates against the statement made in the minority | 
report, just read at the Clerk’s desk, completely exonerating Mr. Dalton | 
from any suspicion of participating in the profits of this contract. 

I think that that minority report simply states the facts as they ap- 
pear in the newspaper publications; that there is not evidence—the 
former Postmaster and the former contractor being both witnesses, it 
seems, before the committee—that creates any just or reasonable sus- 
picion of a common interest in the employment of the fand provided 
tor the transportation of the mails. Both of them (as the testimony 
published in the public newspapers states) declare that Dalton, the 
Postmaster, never received a dollar of the money that was appropriated 
and paid for that service. If I am not correct about that I hope I will 
he corrected by gentlemen of the minority, and under such circum- 
stances I do not think the majority of the committee should cast even 
the slightest suspicion upon the integrity of a former public officer for 
the purpose of somewhat mitigating the offenses of another. I do not 
think that is just. 

Mr. HAYES. Mr. Speaker-—— 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Rhode Island yield? 

Mr. SPOONER, I yield to the gentleman from Iowa. 

TheSPEAKER. How much time? 

Mr. HAYES. I only want a few moments. 

Mr. SPOONER. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Iowa. 

Mr. "HAYES, Mr. Speaker, so far as the question in this case is 


CASWELI 
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a concerned, the remarks which I desire to offer will be but a rei 
of what my colleague on the committee and myself have said the 
minority report, a:.d that is that there is not, to our mind, the « 
| ota suspicion as against Mr. Dalton so far as the conduct of 1! 
3 was concerned, The simple tacts are these: The only testimon 
ing upon that question, the only testimony to determine the re}; 
| exis sting between Mr. Culbertson and Mr. Dalton in regard to t! 
tract, was the testimony of those two men themselves. Thx 
| swore positively, distinctly, and emphatically that no arran; 
existed, and there is not the slightest suspicion which, to my 
| can lead to any contrary egnclusion, 

In the first place, it is not claimed that there is any testimony 
flict at all; but it is claimed that some circumstances point th 
and the only circumstance there is, is the fact that these men di 
business and kept their accounts very loosely, which is enti 
plained by reason of their family relations. They did not do thei 
ness as accurately and as closely and keep their accounts as y 
strangers would. 

Mr. CASWELL. 
there. 

Mr. HOLMAN, 
him to give me an opportunity right here to add that most gent itlemen 
around me are well acquainted with Mr. Dalton, and many o : 
have been for a number of years; and 1 desire to say that so far 
am able to judge from the testimony as published no possible pr: 
tion of any wrong-doing on his partis shown. In the State of In 
he is well known (he does not livein my part of Indiana); he has x 
as State librarian and in other public offices, and has always borne 
honorable character; his integrity has always been beyond que 
I think that his honorable deportment will be certified to by al! ve 

coe who have known him here as an officer of the House {or t 
last six years. 

Mr. CASWELL. What I said was that he labored under | 


| I want to ask the gentleman one questiou 
pression that he was entitled to the $5,000. 
i 


If the gentleman from Iowa will permit me, 


Mr. HOLMAN. Butthere my friend, I think, is not justified by the 
facts. 

Mr. CASWELL. Possibly I am wrong. 

Mr. HOLMAN. He and the contractor deny that he ever re 
one dollar of that money, and the oath of neither is impeach: d 
think that a gentleman who has sustained a high and honorable posi 
tion through life, who has been in the employment of this House ind 
had the friendship of every member of the House, both Republica: 
Democratic, should not be assailed even by an intimation that | 
can be any question as to his integrity without some reasonable proo! 

Mr. CASWELL. How can the gentleman account for this, then 
that he was paying as Postmaster to his father-in-law much mor 
the service was worth ? 

Mr. HAYES. How do you know that? There is not the slig 
evidence from the beginning to the end as to the value of the ser 

Mr. HOLMAN. For years I have questioned the necessity of tha‘ 
amount, and the Postmaster has been called before the Committee : 
Appropriations more than once to see if we could not cut down 1! 
item. I have insisted myself upon a reduction, and Mr. Randal! » 
myselfmore than once after the reduction in the Forty- fourth Congress 
| endeavored to have this item cnt down, and we were met with the state 
ment that it was impossible to carry on the service promptly and cf 
ciently unless that amount was allowed. In the Forty-fourth Congre- 
when there was an effort to cut down ex penses to the last dollar, we mai: 
that point and did not succeed, except by a reduction of $400; so it 
has remained at $5,000 upon the assurance, given from time to time 
persons competent to judge, that if we wanted to have the » 
promptly delivered no less a sum than $5,000 would do so. 

Mr. CASWELL. I want to ask the gentleman if the testimony 
notshow that Mr. Dalton furnished the money, at least, and —— act 

the business in making the purchase of the entire stock for Mr. Cu 

fretvens 

Mr. HAYES. In regard to that I will say this: There is not the 
slighest doubt that it is shown in this evidence that when Mr. Culbert 
son took the contract he did not have a doliar in the world, figura 
tively speaking. That was the expression that was used. Of cours 
he did have a few dollars in his pocket. Now, then, following that, 
there is no doubt about it that Mr. Dalton furnished the money bot! 
directiy to him and in paying his bills; and it is shown in the test: 
mony that every dollar of that has been paid, and there is no testimony 
so far as that is concerned that one dollar of the profits of the business 
| has been paid to Mr. Dalton. 

Now, what sustains that theory of the case, and makes it perfect|y 
apparent to my mind that no such thing existed as a private arrang: 
| ment between those parties, is the fact that Mr, Culbertson to-day «¢- 
counts for every dollar of legitimate profit that could have been ma: 

| so far as the contract was concerned. 
The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
| Mr. HAYES.: Will the gentleman from Rhode Island give me + 
little more time? 
Mr. SPOONER. 
Towa. 


I yield three minutes more to the gentleman from 
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Mr. HAYES. As I was saying, every dollar of the money, so far as 
there could be any legitimate profit in that contract, was accounted | against him, for what purpose do the gentlemen of the committee in- 


for by Mr. Culbertson. Remember that this mandid notowna dollar | dulge in language calculated to blast the char 


in the world at the time of first making the contract. He held the 


contract six years and at the end of that time he has a house and lot | 


costing $6,500, fully paid for, and besides that we have some evidence— 
no complete evidence, but some evidence—that he has something ad- 
ditional, because he himselt testified that he had made presents to the 
amount of $300 to two of his daughters within a few months, and he 
has a large family. 

Mr. CASWELL. Does ii not appear from the testimony of Mr. 
Meeks that he sold wagons during this service and charged them direct 
to Mr. Dalton, and that repairs which were made on the stock used in 
carrying the mail were charged direct to Mr. Dalton? 

Mr. HAYES. In regard to that I will say that no one has ever dis 
puted that Mr. Dalton furnished the money, and when you come to 
the testimony of Mr. Meeks it was entirely a case of assumption. He 
said that he was never ordered to charge those things inthat way. Ile 
says he was never told to do it; that nothing was said about Mr. Dal- 
ton’s interest in the matter; that he made the charges in that way be- 
cause he supposed from the fact that Dalton was the Postmaster, and 
the fact that these things were to go for the use of the post-office, that 
it was his business; but Meeks distinctly stated that nobody ever told 
him so, and that nobody ever told him to make the charges in that 
way. 

Mr. CASWELL. If Mr. Culbertson was making so much money, 
why did he have the repairs of the wagons that he was using charged 
to Mr. Dalton ? 

Mr. HAYES. Neither Dalton nor Culbertson ever authorized those 
charges to be made. Meeks himself so testified. This shows that it 
was a mere assumption on his part, whether true or false. 
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is no absolute evidence against him. It there be no absolute evidence 
icter of a man who 
far as the testimony shows is innocent? 

This report comes in here in the nature of a judicial finding by a 
committee appointed to investigate and report judicially upon this case. 
Who ever heard of a judicial body making publicly a grave finding that 
the evidence casts suspicion upon a person, but does not prove his 
guilt? What can be the meaning of that allegation? I think the gentle- 


| man who penned it and those who adopted it, when they come to think 


breath that there is no absolute evidence against him. Gentlemen of 


it over, will be bound to admit that they have made a grave mistake 
in thus attacking the character of a man and then saying in the next 


the committee, ifyou had suspicion against him, why not follow out that 


| suspicion either in this or ina subsequentinvestigation? Do you prete: 


He never 


had any authority from either Dalton or Culbertson to make those | 


charges in that way. 

Mr. CASWELL. Well, but Dalton paid the bills. 

Mr. HAYES. Now, in regard to this smoothing over of the conduct 
and motives of Mr. Wheat, which of course has been very nicely done 
by the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. CASWELL], I did not intend to 
say anything on that subject. In other words, it was no part of my 
desire or my intention to throw any parting stones at Mr. Wheat, but 
if the ideas and the theory so nicely stated here on behalf of Mr. Wheat 
by the gentleman from Wisconsin are correct, then this committee 
should receive the condemnation of the House and not Mr. Wheat, be- 
cause he is innocent. 

In my judgment and in the judgment of the committee—it is stated 
in the report, so that I am not violating any confidence—in our judg- 
ment, he was not innocent. We did not look upon him as innocent, 
and could not do so under the testimony‘that was addaced. If he had 


supposed that that.$5,000 belonged to his office, that it was a part of 


the funds of the office to be dealt with as he saw fit, he woult not have 
made a contract with Mr. Culbertson for the whole $5,000 and then 
have made a secret arrangement, an arrangement which he tried to 
keep secret, to get back $150 a month. He would have made tlie con- 
tract for precisely what it was, and would have kept the balance, sup- 
posing that it belonged to him as a perquisite of his office. That alone 


mittee, that he did not have that idea or that theory of the case. 

As to the idea that he was drawing any distinction between the dif- 
ferent wording of these two acts of Congress, it is absurd, because he 
never knew anything about either of them. There is no evidence and 
no reason to believe that he ever looked into the law at all. Hesimply 
took the contract that he found existing between Mr. Culbertson and 
Mr. Dalton and copied it so far as the amount, terms, and conditions 
were concerned, and then called this man Culbertson up to his room 
and told him he would continue the contract if he (Culbertson) would 
pay him (Wheat) privately $200 a month. They had some controversy 


to come in here and by an innuendo of that kind blast the character of 
an innocent man forever, so faras youcan? ‘Tocover up the track of a 
Republican, who you admit has been proven a thief, you blacken the 
character of a Democrat against whom you admit nothing has been 
proven. Does partisanship carry you to that extent ? 

Mr. Speaker, I have said all that I care to say. 

Mr. SPOONER. I yield to the gentleman from Tennessee | Mr. 
ENLOE] five minutes, 

Mr. ENLOE. Mr. Speaker, I believe I understood the gentleman 
would be willing to yield me ten minutes. 

Mr. SPOONER. Ishould be very glad to do anything reasonable 
but of course the gentleman understands we are now in the very las 
hours of the session. Ih 
utes. 

Mr. ENLOE xpected that I should be able to say 
much about this investigation in five minutes 

The facts in this case may be briefly summarized. The law imposes 
on the Postmaster of the House the duty of making the contract for 
carrying the mailsand appropriates the sum of $5,000 per year for that 
purpose, ‘‘or so much thereof as may be necessary.’’ Mr. Wheat is 
charged in one of the resolutions with letting this contract to Culbert- 
son for the full amount of the appropriation for a pecuniary considera- 
tion. The fact is proven by the testimony of both Wheat and Culbert- 
son that they entered into a contract December 2; that Culbertson 


» he will be able to conclude in five min 


T . 1 
it Can not be 


| agreed to pay and did pay to Wheat $150 per month for the privilege 


of carrying the mail at the contract price of $5,000 per annum 

There has been a strong eflort to make it appear that Mr. Wheat is 
an injured man and was misled by the advice and the statements of 
others. It was evident that he had been advised to unload his con- 


| science and make a clean breast of it in this investigation and rely on 


|} sent for him. 


the plea of ignorance and inexperience, and trust to the mercy of his 
friends. The proof shows that he hastened to see Culbertson and a1 
range to bleed him. Almost immediately after his nomination he 
He met him the very day he was elected and demanded 
that Culbertson should pay him $200 a month for the contract. Cul 
bertson dissented, but offered $150 a month, and Wheat closed the 
trade. 

A new contract was made on the spot at $5,000 a year, and is made 


| a part of the testimony. The gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Ca 
is absolutely conclusive, and was conclusive to the minds of the com- | 


WELL] claimed that it was an inherited wrong, but the proof contra- 
dicts him. Mr. Wheat claimed in his evidence that he got the idea 
from members of Congress and others the night he was nominated in 
the caucus that he had the right to take what he could get out of the 


| $5,000 appropriated for carrying the mails as a perquisite. I tendered 


| 


i 


| gested to him that idea, 


as to the amount, and finally they settled upon $150 a month, which | 


was paid. 

So far as the Government being held harmless and so far as Mr. 
Wheat being influenced by any consideration of that kind is concerned, 
the fact is that the money was returned only when the thing was being 
made public to the world and Mr. Wheat was afraid of exposure. 
There was no merit in his conduct in that particular. The fact that 
the Government was held harmless is simply a piece of good lack, and 
the Governmext owes nothing to the integrity or the good wishes o1 
the good intentions of Mr. Wheat. 

Mr. SPOONER. I yield now to the gentleman from Alabama [ Mr, 
HERBERT]. 

Mr. HERBERT. Mr. Speaker, the testimony in this case has not 
been printed, and, not having had access to it, of course I can not speak 
of what it proves, but if I caugnt correctly the Janguage of the report 
as it was read from the desk, the gentlemen of the committee, upon 
their own showing, have donea grave wrong to Mr. Dalton. His char- 
acter has heretofore been beyond suspicion, as is stated on this floor, 
and I believe admitted by all. 

This report says that the testimony casts suspicion upon his charac- 
ter; and then in the very next breath the report goes on to say there 


him the Congressional Directory and asked him to name one Repub 
lican member of Congress who congratulated him on that, and sug- 
He said he could not name one, nor could he 
name any other person who then congratulated him on that view of 


the matter, though he repeated the statement that many members and 
other persons so congratulated him. 

Anybody who reads his testimony must conclude that he was ad 
vised by astute counselors in this case as to his plea of confession and 


avoidance. His confession shows that he relied on getting out by pull 


| ing Dalton into the mire, but his own testimony stopped short of the 
attainment of that purpose. It was weak initself, and absolutely 1 
supported as to Dalton. 

The gentleman from Wisconsin {[Mr. CASWELL], who so eloqnent! 
| pleads before the House to-day, was one of Mr. Wheat’s counselors in 
all his trouble; he went betorethat committee as a voluntary attorne 


} 
| 
| 
| 


| vestigation. 


or friend to conduct the investigation for him. Ue defended him on 
the floor of the House when an investigation was proposed; he de 
fended him before the committee; he testified for him on the stand 
and he has to-day tried to convince this House that Mr. Wheat is an 
innocent man. 

Now, the first time that it occurred to Mr, Wheat that he had done 
anything wrong in making this contract and putting $150 a month into 
his pocket which did not belong to him was when a publication had 
been made in the newspapers and there were rumorsand threats of in 
He then went and consulted an attorney, Mr. Bright, to 
find out whether or not he needed counsel, and he proffered him a re- 
taining fee in advance of stating his case. But when he stated what 
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his case was he alleged to his attorney, as his attorney has stated on 
the stand, that he was acting upon information of Mr. Dalton that he 
had the right to make this contract and that he was following Mr. Dal- 
ton’s example. The attorney said, ‘‘If that is true, you need no attor- 
ney.’’ 

It seems never to have occurred to Mr. Wheat that he should exam- 
ine the statute under which he was acting. 

Then what did he do? According to the evidence in this case he 
went back and continued to collect the money from Culbertson and put 
it in his pocket. But there were continual rumors and threats of in- 
vestigation. He had cut his victims too deep and the wounds would 
not heal. Finally he concluded it was getting so uncomfortable for 
him that he had better go and put the money back into the hands of 
Mr. Culbertson. He testifies that he did not go, but his son Walter 
went to Mr. Culbertson and offered to put the $750 he had received into 
the hands of a third party to be held until the danger of an investiga- 
tion should pass, and then to be returned to Mr. Wheat. The evidence 
shows that Walter Wheat acted throughout this whole matter as the 
financial agent or attorney of his father; that he consulted him in re- 
gard to every transaction; and this is the only instance where he as- 
sumed to act without its being proven clearly that he was acting with 
his father’s consent and by his advice. 

Mr. Wheat says Walter came back and told him what he had done. 
Mr. Culbertson rejected the proposition. When Mr. Wheat found 
that he could not put the money in the hands of a third party with a 
string to it he went back to his attorney and consulted him again. 
He says he conzulted the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. C \sSwELL]. 
He says he consulted the Speaker of this House and laid the whole 
thing before him, and I believe the testimony of Mr. Wheat... ws that 
he consulted other members of the House. 

This iaformation has been in the possession of the majority of this 
House since early in June. Somebody advised him to go to his attor- 
ney again. That attorney took him to the Treasury Department, or 
took his money there, and deposited it to the credit of the ‘‘ conscience 
fund ’’ and took a receipt for it, declining, according to the statement 
of the Treasurer, to give the details or to state from what source this 
money came, So it is credited to the ‘‘ conscience fund.’’ 

Knowledge came to the Clerk of the House early in June of this 
transaction, and he refused to issue the check to the contractor for the 
next month’s pay, which caused Mr. Culbertson to begin to talk again. 
When Mr, McPherson, the Clerk of the House, was on the stand as 
a witness, I asked him how it was that he came to place this construc- 
tion on the law, that he could not pay the contractor for June; whether 
he consulted anybody about it. He said yes, he consulted the Speaker 
of the House; he consulted Mr. LA FOLLETTE; he consulted Mr, Cas- 
WELL. But he did not take the advice given him; he refused to allow 
the check to issue, because the contract was illegal; that it was his 
opinion of the law and he acted on it. 

i Mere the hammer fell. } 

Mr. ENLOE. I would like a little farther time. 

Mr. CASWELL, Will the gentleman from Tennessee yield to me 
for a moment? 

Mr. ENLOE. I want to get through with my statement. 

Mr. SPOONER. I trust the gentleman will be able to conclude in 
five minutes more. 

Mr. CASWELL. These questions were not discovered until just be- 
fore the investigation was brought into this House. 

Mr. ENLOE, You did not 80 testify before the committee nor did 
any of your witnesses. On the contrary, Wheat testified that he con- 
sulted with the Speaker of the House and others in June. Now, you 
want to discredit your own witness, whom you have been holding up 
as a piece of perfection. 

Mr. CASWELL. The gentleman is entirely mistaken. 

Mr. ENLOE. Iam not mistaken. The record will show that I am 
correct. Mr. Wheat so testified. Mr. McPherson testified that he 
consulted with the Speaker of the House and the othergentlemen named 
early in June. He refused to issue the check and says that he rejected 





_ the advice which was given to him. What that advice was I do not 


know; the proof fails to disclose it. I did not get it into the testi- 
mony, but suppose it was that he should go on and issue the check as 
he had been doing. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair thinks the gentleman from Tennessee 
should not go into this. The Chair had nothing to do with the matter, 
and has done nothing of the kind as suggested by the gentleman. 

Mr. ENLOE. Iam talking of the testimony in this case. If the 
Speaker had desired to testify I have no doubt he could have appeared 
before the committee. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair was not in the least aware that there 
was any question. 

Mr. ENLOE. I do not know that he was, ut I supposed the party 
friends of the Speaker would advise him if they thought it material to 
him. 

The SPEAKER. I know nothing and knew nothing of the matter. 

Mr. ENLOE. That may be, Mr. Speaker; I do not care anything 
about that. It is not material to the point lam making. I am talk- 
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ing of the record as made up of the testimony and of what there ,, { 
pears, and not of voluntary statements of gentlemen at this late jj ,.. ' 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I want to say a little more on the other }):,,,,), 
of this case. I want to call the attention of the House to the tn: 
mony of Mr. Bradley, a witness who was corroborated to perfectioy 
every detail by the testimony of both Walter Wheat and his ft}, 

He came on the stand and testified that he was approached by \\ q);, 

Wheat with a proposition to allow his name to go on the pay-ro|! {,; 

consideration of $5, to remain there a few days to fill a vacancy cause) |, 

the removal of a man from Dakota, because they could not get the, 
here who was to fill the position under fouror fivedays. He n 
agreement with Walter Wheat and came to the post-office the poy 
morning and was sworn in. That was about the 11th of March, a; 
remember. He testifies that he never performed any service, ex: 
pay-day he came up, signed the pay-roll, and drew his pay. 

Mr. CASWELL. Was not the service done by a substitut: 
not the gentleman know that? 

Mr. ENLOE. Iam talkingof the moralsof the case, that 
not seem to understand or appreciate. 

Mr. HAYES. There are nomoralsin it. [ Laughter. | 

Mr. ENLOE. Now, he came, I say, and was swornin. Accordiy 
to the testimony he never saw Postmaster Wheat. Walter Wheat, ¢), 
Postmaster’s son, appointed him to the place, settled with him, ang 
took all of the $67.47 he drew for that month except $5. The you 
man said, in substance, ‘‘ But I have served longer than you said 
would need to serve.’’ Wheat said, ‘‘ Well, I will settle with yo 
this way: I will give you $5 now, and then I will get Mr. Caswexr to 
put his indorsement on your application for a place in tae Government 
Printing Office.’”’ Bradley agreed to this. That appiication ani 
dorsement are on record. Walter Wheat used the indorsement a; 
valuable consideration in making the settlement. I will say that {| 
gentleman from Wisconsin did not know probably what use was beiny 
made of hisname. But I am only stating the facts of the case. 

Mr. CASWELL. Does not the gentleman from Tennessee | 
that it was absolutely shown in the testimony that I did not know 
thing about it? 

Mr. ENLOE. Iknow the gentleman said he knew nothing 
about it, but Walter Wheat said he went to the gentleman from \\ 
consin and got him to sign the application. 

{ Here the hammer fell. | 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Will the gentleman yield to me for a «ues 
tion? My attention was distracted for awhile, but I am told that | 
mentioned my name. I desire to know in what connection, and \ 
the gentleman said. 

Mr. ENLOE. I said that Mr. McPherson testified on the stanid- 
that is my recollection—that he consulted among others the gentleman 
from Wisconsin. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I asked the question because it was repor! 
to me that the gentleman said that Mr. Wheat had consulted me. 

Mr. ENLOE. No, sir;. that is not what I said. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. ENLOE. Now, Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman will yield a |it- 
tle more time, I will hurry along. 

Mr. SPOONER. I will yield two minutes. Will you finish in two 
minutes? 

Mr. ENLOE. I willtry. You will see Iam rushing along unde: 
a full head of steam now. 

Mr. SPOONER. Asa matter of fact, you are going over some 1:1- 
ters about which there is no question. 

Mr. ENLOE. I want to call attention to a further transacti 
Bradley testified that at the end of March, after he had made that sc‘ 
tlement with Wheat, he went down to the office and Walter Whea' 
came to him—he never saw the old man in this matter—Walter W hea! 
said to him, ‘‘ You can continue on during the month of April and rep- 
resent another anan. There is another vacancy.’’ Frank Hall hai 
been transferred to the police force,and he took Frank Hall’s pla 
and drew his pay for the month of April. It amounted to $96.67. 
When he drew it Walter Wheat said to him, ‘‘I don’t want to sect! 
with you just now. There is the money; keep it a week.’’ 

There was danger of investigation then and he did not want tle 
money in his hands, but he told him to hold it for a week, and he «: 
hold it. He says he went at the end of the week to the room of tl 
Wheats and he found Walter Wheat and his father sitting toget!: 
and he told Walter that be wanted to make asettlement. Walter ‘i: 
ured it up that he owed him $91.67. ‘‘ Well,” said Bradley, ‘‘I don 
think that is fair. You have kept me on here now for a month an‘! 
ought to have half of it.’’ Walter said, ‘‘ I will never settle with 5 
that way.’’ The old man spoke a the Postmaster of the Hous 
Representatives spoke and said, ‘‘ Walter, we had better settle wit! 
him on his own terms,’’ or words to thateffect, ‘‘and get CASWEL/ | 
take his indorsement off of his application for a position at the Gove: 
ment Printing Office.’?’ And Mr. Wheat himself admits that he ('! 
make that statement at that time. 

Bradley was appointed by Walter Wheat. Walter Wheat collect 
the money, as he collected it from old man Culbertson, and in all the~ 
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transactions Walter Wheat appears as the agent and huckster and bar- 
terer of the patronage of the Postmaster. 

The object in offering to place the money received from Culbertson 
in the hands of a third to hold it temporarily, as the gentleman 
from lowa [Mr. Hayes] calls my attention to it, was that he, Culbert- 
gon, might be able to make a statement, if there was any investigation, 
that he never had paid Wheat any money. 

Now there was another little transaction that I want to call atten- 
tion to and then I shall conclude this statement. It would be profit- 
able to review this entire testimony, for it is very entertaining, but the 
little time remaining will not permit. Walter testified that he of- 
fered to sell his influence with his father to W. L. Rose, a temporary 
appointee in the office, for the consideration of a side-saddle which he 
wished to present to a young lady. Walter borrowed it from Rose 
and said if Rose would let him keep it he would try to make him solid 
with the old man. 

Rose sent and took away the side-saddle, and in a very short time 
he was discharged from the office. 

If the committee had not been pressed for time there is reason to 
believe that more of the same kind of bartering and huckstering of 
official patronage would have been disclosed, but the record contains 
sufficient proof to justify the removal of the Postmaster, and it seems 
to present a case fit for the consideration of the grand jury. 

In regard to the Dalton branch of the case I have only this comment 
to make: There is absolutely no proof to justify any suspicion of 
wrong-doing on his part, unless that suspicion should be based on the 
relationship between him and the contractor under him, who is his 
father-in-law. 

If he is to be condemned, or reflections are to be cast upon him 

, from that fact, then we should begin with the President and come on 
down through the Senate, and when we reach this House there would 
be many gentlemen on the other side of this House who would refuse 
to cast the first stone. 

In my judgment the record in this case will vindicate Mr. Dalton 
from every effort to smirch his character by innuendo, or to condemn 
him on suspicion. Atallevents, the evidence tully justifies the resolu- 
tion offered by the committee to remove Wheat from office. 


HOUR OF FINAL ADJOURNMENT. 


Mr. McKINLEY. Will the gentleman yield to allow me to call up 
the resolution of the Senate concerning the adjournment, and to concur 
with an amendment to strike out ‘5 o’clock ’’ and insert ‘‘6?”’ 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STaTes, October 1, 1890. 
Resolved, That the Senate concur in the foregoing resolution of the House of 
Representativer with the following amendment: 
Line 5, strike out ‘‘ Tuesday, the 30th day of September, at 2” and insert 
“ Wednesday, the lst day of October, at 5.” , 

Mr. McKINLEY. I move to concur with an amendment to strike 
out ‘5’? and insert ‘‘6.’’ 

Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. I object. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on concurring in the resolution 
with an amendment offered by the gentleman from Ohio. 

The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the ayes 
seemed to have it. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. Division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 105, noes 2, 

Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. No quorum, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The ayes have it—— 

Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. I make the point of no quorum. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will have to make the point defi- 
nitely. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. I do make the point. 

Several MEMBERS. No quorum present, or no quorum voting? 

Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. That there is no quorum present and 
no quorum voting. 

A MEMBER. A quorum is not necessary on a motion to adjourn. 

Mr, HOLMAN. This is not a motion to adjourn. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. This is a concurrent resolution to termi- 
nate the session, and it requires the action of the whole House. 

The SPEAKER. This is a concurrent resolution to terminate the 
session, which is different from the ordinary motion to adjourn. 

Mr. ENLOE. Mr. Speaker, will I be at liberty to continue my re- 
marks while a quorum is coming in? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks not. 

Mr. ENLOE. Can I do it by unanimous consent? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks not. 

Mr. TRACEY. I would like toask unanimous consent that the gen- 
tleman from Ohio [Mr. Morey] and the gentleman from Mississippi 
[Mr. ALLEN] be allowed to print remarks in the Recorp. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair can not put the question, there being 
& point of order raised that there is no quorum present. 

Mr. TRACEY. Not by unanimous consent? 

TheSPEAKER. Not ifthe gentleman makes the point of no quorum 


t. 
Mr, ENLOE. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. Can we not 
by unanimous consent allow the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. 
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ALLEN } to print his speech, with the privilege of striking it out if wo 
do not like it? 


ANNOUNCEMENT OF ¢ 

The SPEAKER. The Chai 
ferees 

Mr. ENLOE. I make the point of order that the Chair can not ap 
point conferees when there is no quorum present. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has appointed them. 

Mr. ENLOE. That the Chair can not announce them. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Chair will announce, as conferees on the bil! 
(S. 3431) granting a pension to Martha N. Hudson, Mr. MORRILL, Mr. 
NUTE, and Mr. YODER. 

Mr. ENLOE. You can not announce them without a quorum, un 
less you override parliamentary law. 

The SPEAKER. It is a mere parliamentary announcement, like 
the reception of a message from the President, which is frequent 
received without a quorum. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. 
We have got into a tangle. 

The motion was rejected. 

Mr. BUCKALEW. I want to makea single remark. The gentlk 
man from Mississippi [Mr. ALLEN] asks leave of the House to print 
additional remarks on the tariff. I think that was certainly a ver 
innocent request, and objection was made under a misapprehension 

Mr, MORSE. The gentleman has permission already to print 
the tariff. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. A parliamentary inquiry, Mr. Speaker. I und 
stand that the present situation arises from the fact that objection wa 
made to the request of the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. ALLEN] to 
print some remarks on the tariff. Would it be in order to 
that request for unanimous consent? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has made the point that there is 
pot a quorum present. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. I understand that the gentleman is willing 
withdraw the point of order. 

Mr. HOOKER. I beg leave to offer the suggestion that I think my 
colleague will be willing to withdraw his point that there is no quorum 
in order that the Senate may be notilied of the action of the House that 
we can not adjourn at 5 o’clock, but will adjourn at some later hou: 
during to-day. The gentleman simply desires to avail himself of the 
permission which I understand was granted the other day on the 
motion of the gentleman from Ohio | Mr. McKINLEY |, that everybod 
be allowed to print what they pleased upon the tariiff question; and 
my colleague will make no further remarks in the line in which he 
was speaking other than those which he has already made. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. Mr, Speaker, will the Speaker and th 
House hear a little statement from me? 

Mr. BOUTELLE, Icall for the regular order. 

Mr. McKINLEY. I hope the gentleman from Mississippi will be 
permitted to make a statement, which I am sure will commend itself 
to the House; and Iask unanimous consent that he may be permitted 
to make it. 

The SPEAKER. 
point of no quorum. 

Mr. ENLOE. Mr. Speaker, would it be in order to notify the Post- 
master that he may withdraw his resignation? I think that might be 
done. 

Mr. McKINLEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the 
gentleman from Mississippi may be permitted to make a statement o! 
a minute or two, and I think that that will probably settle this matter. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that debate is not in order un 
der the circumstances, but will submit the request. 

Mr. McKINLEY. I ask that the gentleman from Mississippi may 
be permitted to speak for two minutes, and I hope there wlll be no ob 
jection. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio asks unanimous con 
sent that the gentleman from Mississippi may be permitted to speak 
for two minutes. Is there objection? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. TRACEY. Mr. Speaker, I will not object, because the gent! 
man from Ohio makes the request, but I think I would have good rea 
son to object otherwise. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. 
from New York. 

A MemsBer. It does not relate to you. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, to-day when! had closed 
the little speech I made, I asked unanimous consent to extend my 1 
marks in the Recorp. I shall state now that what I proposed to print 
in addition to what I had said was not personal to anybody here, but 
was some remarks upon the tariff and appropriations. The gentle 
from Iowa objected. That was all right. 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. Let me make my statement. 

The gentleman from Iowa objected. Then the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. Morey] made a similar request to print remarks, and I objected 
to that unless I was permitted to do the same thing. 


ON FEREES. 


has appointed the following con 





I move that the House do now adjourn 


resubmit 


The gentleman from Mississippi has made the 


I did not understand the gentleman 
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Now, when we had proceeded to that stage the gentleman from Iowa 


[Mr. Kern] got up and withdrew his objection to my printing some 
remarks and | got up—— 


Mr. KERR, of Iowa. Right here, if the gentleman will permit me, 
he stated to me on what subject he wanted to print 

Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. ‘That is all right and proper. 

Now, I got up after he did that and withdrew my objection to the 
request of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Morry] for unanimous con- 
sent to print remarks. Now, the Speaker did not put that question 
then, but waited for some seven or eight minutes, and then put the 
question to the House to know whether or not there was objection to 
‘*the gentleman from Mississippi’ printing his remarks, and the chair- 
nfan of the national Republican Congressional committee turned up as 
objector; but the question was never pat to the House again as to 
whether there was any further objection to the request of the gentle- 
map from Ohio to print his remarks, and the record I understand now 
is, as | am informed by him, that he has permission, and it just shows 
the partisan manner in which this House is being run, and that the 
Speaker went out of the way to hunt up and get somebody to place 
the matter before the House again to see if there be renewed objection 
as to my printing remarks, but no such application was made to the 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Morey]. 

I am willing for him to bave permission, but I am not willing to sit 
here and be treated in that way. Now, I am one of the men who have 


not been self-assertive upon this floor, but I do not intend to be treated | 


in that way, and that is what made me object tothis matter. If I can 


have fair treatment I will withdraw my objection, and if I can not I | 


will take my stand here till the next session commences or until! a 
quorum is present. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to say to the House that the 


gentleman from Iowa [ Mr. KERR] rose out of order while another mat- | 
ter was being discussed and made a statement which the Chair did not | 


quite catch, but which he understood to be a withdrawal of his objec- 
tion. Thereupon, aiter the matter was finished which was properly 
before the House, the Chair asked for unanimous consent for the gen- 
tleman from Mississippi to extend his remarks. It has not been cus- 


tomary to interrupt business that has been going on for that purpose; | 


and the Chair followed the regular custom. As for the objection which 
was made, it was made without any knowledge of the Chair, and the 
Chair communicates that tact to the gentleman from Mississippi. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. But, Mr. Speaker, how was it unani- 


mous consent was not putas to the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. MoREY]? | 
The SPEAKER. Simply because the Chair did not know that the | 


gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Owens] had withdrawn his objection. 
Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. It was done at the same time, Mr. 
Speaker. 


The SPEAKER. Objection was withdrawn to the request of the | 


gentleman from Mississippi. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. And right in the same connection my 
objection was withdrawn 

The SPEAKER, That may be true, but it did not oceur to the 
Chair. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. That is the trouble about it. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair was anxious to give the gentleman from 


Mississippi the consent of the House, and presented the question to the | 
House for that purpose, and this complicated the affair, which other | 


gentlemen were involved in, and for a moment it escaped the attention 
of the Chair. As for the Recorp showing that the gentleman from 
Ohio had liberty to print, the Chair was entirely unaware of it until 
this very moment; and the Chair is now not aware of it except from 
the statement of the gentleman from Mississippi. 

Mr. MCKINLEY. Now, Mr. Speaker, | renew my motion to con- 
cur in the resolution, striking out ‘‘5’’ and inserting ‘*6.”’ 

The SPEAKER. ‘The motion is now pending. 

Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, it seems to me that 
there is no necessity for almost unseemly haste in adopting the resolu- 
tion. I believe it is generally understood that we are to adjourn at 6 
o'clock. It certainly would be better to delay action which would 


make it imperative to adjourn at that moment until we hear that the | 


President has examined all the numervus bills which have been sent 
to him to-day and yesterday. I can not see any purpose in the great 
hurry which is evinced by some members, all of whom, so far as I can 
observe, are on the Republican side of the Chamber. 

The President ought not to be compelled to examine bills in a hur- 
ried manner. We ought to at least delay any action until some indi- 
cation has come from him that he has completed the work which de- 
volves upon him and has cither signed all the bills which have passed 
Congress or determined after examination that his approval should be 
withheld, I know that a considerable number of bills have been en- 
rolled and sent to the President which have not been returned. If we 
adopt a resolution to adjourn at 6 o’clock many meritorious bills may 
fail simply for lack of time. I have two bills, regarding the exact 
status of which I am anxious to get information. 

a SPEAKER. The gentleman can learn regarding them from the 
Clerk. 


Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. I am endeavoring to doso, but I find 
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it is difficult to learn with certainty, and I only want sufficient , 
to enable me to complete the investigation. The last message whi} 
came from the President has not been read to the House, and y 
not know what bills were transmitted in that communication. ere 
are members all around me who are desirous to know what | 
companied the message, and it seems to me it ought to be laid 
the House. 
There has been a great deal said by the Republican majorit 
| business. The Speaker has called this a ‘‘ business ’’ Congres 
| never in my life saw such anxiety on the part of members of this « 
other parliamentary body to get away from business. [ Applanus 
laughter. ] I thinkit much the best, even if we are detained here a 
hours, to finish up the session in a proper and bnsiness-like mar 
do not intend to raise the question of quorum, but I wish to 
| something regarding bills for the relief of Uriah Bryant and 
Dutton. 

The former bill has passed through every stage except receivi 
President's signature, and I do not wish it to fail by being neg): 

Mr. Bryant is an old soldier of the Florida war. The other bil! had 
not passed the Senate when J last made inquiry, butit may have passe 
this afternoon, and if so, I wish to see that it is enrolled and signed 
I understand the President has been and J believe is still in the Capi- 
tol engaged in examining and signing bills, and I do not think a ( 
gress calling itself a business Congress ought to adjourn until mem! 
are satisfied that the President has signed all the bills to which h 
sires to affix his signature. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to say further, in reply to the 
| remarks of the gentleman from Mississippi | Mr. ALLEN], that he finds 
| in the manuscript of the proceedings of to-day, as furnished by the | 
| porters, this statement: 


The Speaker. The gentleman from Ohio asks permission to extend | 
marks in the RecorD upon this question. Is there objection? 

‘fr. Owens, of Ohio. I shall have to object. 

So it appears that objection was made by others than the gentlew 
from Mississippi [Mr. ALLEN] to the reguest of the gentleman trom 
Ohio [Mr. Morey]. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, I want to make a suggest 
I know that the Chair would not mislead the House intentionally, ye' 
I think he has done so inadvertently. I think the extract which th 
Chair has just read from the proceedings, where it states that the g: 
tleman from Ohio [Mr. OWENS] objected, refers to the printing of 
remarks of the other gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GRoSVENOR]. 

The SPEAKER. Notatall; the gentleman is mistaken about tha‘ 

Mr. MCKINLEY. “I suggest that we settle this matter later. 
have no time for it now. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, pending the motion 
the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. McKINLEY] I ask unanimous consent 
to extend my remarks in the RecorD on the tarift and appropriation 

Mr. McKINLEY. i hope there will be no objection to grantin:z 
that request. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mississippi asks unanimo 
| consent to extend his remarks in the REcoRD on the tariff and appr: 
priations. Is there objection? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I ask that that consent be ma‘: 
general. 

Several MEMBERS. Oh, no. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection ? 

There was no objection. 

The question was taken on the motion of Mr. MCKINLEY to con 
in the resolution with an amendment; and it was agreed to. 


HOUSE POST-OFFICE INVESTIGATION. 


Mr. SPOONER. Mr. Speaker, I think the time has expired which | 
yielded to the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. ENLOE], and it seems to 
me that the discussion of this matter has been quite sufficient when 
| taken with the report which is before the House. ‘There was no dil- 
ference of opinion in the committee concerning the action which shou! 
be taken, or as to what the evidence conclusively established as to t! 
facts and circumstances of this casc. 

I had intended and expected to consume only afew moments my 
in discussing the resolutios—— 

Mr. ENLOE. Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman will permit me to i 
terrupt him, I want to suggest that I have not quite concluded my 
remarks and I would like to have leave to extend them a little. 
was on the floor and yielded to the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. McK!: 
LEY] to make his motion. I ask leave now, before I quit the floor, ' 
extend my remarks in the Recorp. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. Speaker, as I was observing, I had intended 
to consume but little time with any remarks upon this subject. The 
report made by thecoramittee and read to the House concisely state: 
the evidence applicable to the charges which were investigated, and 
in my opinion fairly states the presumptions which should be drawn 
from a fair consideration of that evidence. There was no disagree- 
ment among the members who attended the investigation and heard 
the testimony produced before the committee as tothe main question 
submitted in the resolation. 
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The report very clearly and decidedly states the conclusions to which 
the committee arrived, and the recommendations of the committee are 
embodied in the resolution submitted for the consideration of the House. 
The only point upon which there was any difference of opinion was 
concerning the action of Mr. Dalton in connection with these mail con- 
tracts at the time when he was Postmaster of the House of Kepresenta- 
tives, during the Forty-ninth and Fiftieth Congresses. No one upon 
the committee has assumed to say, nor does the report pretend to affirm, 


that any positive evidence shows that Mr. Dalton was in any way in- | 


terested personally in the proceeds of the mail-carrying contracts for 


the House of Representatives during the two Congresses preceding this; | 


but from the circumstances which are briefly summarized in the report 
itself, and which will be open to the examination of members as soon 
as the testimony has been printed, from certain relations, associations, 
and transactions between Mr. Dalton and Mr. Culbertson, who was his 


father-in-law and the contractor under him for the carrying of the | 


mails, it seemed to the majority of the committee, as stated in the re- 

srt, that there were reasons for entertaining very grave suspicions as 
to the existence of some personal pecuniary interest on the part of Mr. 
Dalton in those mail contracts. 

Mr.HOLMAN. Will the gentleman permit me to interrupt him ? 

Mr. SPOONER. I want to say tothe gentleman that in my action 
upon this committee of investigation, if I understand myself, my de- 
sire, my intention, was not to smirch any person, or to excite any un 
founded suspicion against any person connected with the transactions 
under investigation, whether he belonged to the political party with 
which I am associated or not. Any question of politics has been far 
from my mind in this matter, and I believe has not intluenced me in 
any way in my action in making this report. I have had no hesita 
tion in stating what appeared from the testimony before the commit- 
tee as to the conduct of the present Postmaster, and I have joined in 
the recommendation of a resolution which emphatically announces the 


opinion of the committee, in which opinion I participate, not only as | 


to what the conduct of the present Postmaster of the House has been, 
but also as to how it should be treated by the House itself. 


I can not, in justice to myself or to my own intelligence, permit my- | 


self to be varied from my judgment concerning this matter as it relates 


to the action of Mr. Dalton as Postmaster of the House, either because | 


he is a Democrat or because he is not a Democrat, but it certainly did 
seem to me—it seemed to the majority of the committee, and I joined 
in that opinion—that where relations such as are disclosed by this evi- 
dence and summarized in the report of the committee were found to 


exist between the Postmaster of the House and the mail contractor | 


under him, the Postmaster himself purchasing wagons and other prop- 
erty for use in carrying on the contract, loans or advances or inter- 
changes of money and property taking place from one to the other, the 
fact that Mr. Culbertson was receiving $1,800 per annum more through 


the successive years in which he was performing the work under Mr. | 
Dalton than he agreed to do it for under the contract with Mr. Wheat— | 


it did seem, I say, reasonable to suspect that the Postmaster had a 
personal interest. 


In view of all these circumstances I ask, does any gentleman in this | 


House who has been in the habit of considering and passing upon the 
weight of testimony venture to criticise the action of the committee 
which I am now representing because they said that, although no pos- 
itive evidence has been given in the way of direct testimony to show 
that Mr. Dalton in any way profited by these mail contracts, yet trom 
the civeumstances summarized in the report it does seem that there is 
reason to suspect that some relation prevailed between the Postmaster 
of the House in the Forty-ninth and Fiftieth Congresses and the mail 


contractor under him by which the Postmaster himself was in some | 


way personally benefited? 


ing the matter It seems to me the report itself tells the whole story. 
I certainly do not wish to inject into this matter anything that may 
seem to have a political bearing or influence upon the issues raised and 
considered. 
the resolution. 
Mr. HOLMAN. Will not the gentleman allow mea question ? 
Mr. SPOONER. Certainly. 


Mr. HOLMAN. Dutfing the progress of this investigation two facts 
have been mentioned as justifying the remarks made by the majority 
in their report in regard to Mr. Dalton. One is the fact that the con- 
tractor was the father-in-law of Mr. Dalton; the other is that some 


person who had sold either horses or wagons used in this service had | 


made a charge of them against Mr. Dalton. Now is there anything 
except those facts that justifies the slightest suspicion —— 
Mr. SPOONER. Theevidence issummarized inthe report. It em- 
braces, I might say to the gentleman, those matters and some others. 
Mr. HOLMAN. Let me finish mysentence. Is there anything else 
than those two facts that justifies the slightest suspicion of Mr. Dalton 
having had any interest in the contract? And upon the sworn testi- 
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| charged to Mr. Dalton; he paid for them; 
| was delayed 
| which was made payable to Mr. Dalton himself, and which he indorsed 


| committee and the House to determine 


I will now ask the previous question on the adoption of | master has been guilty as charged. 


| to the resolution. 
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Mr. SPOONER. Well, sir, I mustsay to the gentleman that I think 


| there are other circumstances, two or three of which are in my recol 
lection, in addition to those which have been referred to by the gen- 
tleman. For instance, just after the close of Mr. Dalton’s term of 
office as Postmaster in the Fiftieth Congress, and just after Mr. Wheat 
took possession of this office, Mr. Dalto irted « r India nd af 
that time Mr. Culbertson turned over to him $300 
Mr. HOLMAN. Does he not say 
Mr. SPO INER. He says he lent it to 1 
Mr. HOLMAN. ‘That is very different trom ‘‘ turning it over 
Mr. SPOONER. It is a peculiar fact, of cor that $300 is just 
twice $150, which, as Mr. Wheat testifies, Mr. Dalton told him was 
what Mr. Culbertson could afford to pay him per month out the 


money that he received under the contract 
Mr. HOLMAN, And both Mr. Daltonand Mr. Culbertson testified 
that there was not a word of truth in that, did they not? 


Mr. SPOONER. They did not deny the fact of the money bein 
turned over. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Was it not stated to have been a loan or payment, 
one or the other ? 

Mr. SPOONER, It was claimed to have been a loan. 

Mr. HAYES. One claimed that it was a loan, and the other that if 


was a payment, the fact depending entirely upon the state of their a 

There was no contlict between them as to the fact; the ques 
tion simply was whether their accounts showed that this money was 
due or not. 

Mr. SPOONER, There were also transa 
chase or sale of property-—— 

Mr. HOLMAN, But my friend remembers that, as the gentleman 
from Iowa [Mr. HAYES] has stated, it was very fully explained how 
that occurred; that is to say, the charge was made against Mr. Dalton 
without any acquiescence on his nart, and without his having anything 
to do with it, 

Mr. SPOONER. 


tions in regard to the put 


Oh, no; you are mistaken about that. 

Mr. HOLMAN. That is the statement of the gentleman from Iowa, 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. Dalton, according to the testimony of Mr. 
Meeks, made the actual bargain and himeslf bought of Meeks five 
wagons which were used in this mail-carrying business. They were 
and before payment (which 
credit was given. At one time he turned over a check 
over to Mr. Meeks. And within avery few weeks of the present time, 
as stated in the report, Mr. Culbertson made conveyance of certain 


| lots of Jand out in Indiana to Mr. Dalton, receiving no money consid- 


eration therefor, it being considered that it was done with the under- 


| standing that it should be a settlement of their accounts on previous 


loans. 

Mr. HAYES. Willthe gentleman allow me to make a statement, 
partly in answer to the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN]? I 
will say to the gentleman there was no dispute on the part of Mr, Dal- 
ton of the fact that he did make purchases, but he claimed that he 
made them for Mr. Culbertson; and Mr. Meeks, in answer to questions 


| as to why he charged these things to Mr. Dalton, said that he did it 


upon the assumption which I stated before, and not by reason of any 
request on the part of Mr. Dalton that he should do so, and withont 


| any knowledge on the part of Dalton. 


Mr. SPOONER. 
vious question. 
Mr. HOOKER, 
Mr. SPOONER. 
Mr. HOOKER. 


[ will now call the pre- 


I think, Mr. Speaker, that 
Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a question 
I yield a moment for a question. 

The question I wantto propound tothe gentleman 


y ° F | is whether this investigation was not ordered upon a resolution of this 
Now, I do not know that I desire to say anything further concern- | 


House, to which it was the duty of the committee to respond, and 


| whether in going off on a collateral issue in re/erence to a former Post- 


master we are not in danger of forgetting that the real question forthe 
is whether the present Post- 


Mr. SPOONER. One of the resolutions under which the committee 
acted directed them to look into this matter as connected with the 
Forty-ninth and Fiftieth Congresses and make report upon it. 

The SPEAKER. The question is upon the adoption of the resolu 
tion reported by the committee. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Irise toa parliamentary inquiry—whether the vote 
is not exclusively on the resolution and not upon the report ? 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Chair so stated; the question is on agreei 

The resolution reported by the committee was adopted. 

Mr. SPOONER moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolu- 
tion was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


RESIGNATION OF A MEMBER. 


mony of both the parties concerned, the House knowing the reputation | 
of Mr. Dalton to be unsullied, is there anything to justify such an infer- | 


The SPEAKER. 
ence as is suggested by the committee? 


The Chair lays before the House 
' letter. 


the following 
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The Clerk read as follows: 
WasuincorTon, D. C., September 27, 1800. 


Sin: I beg leave to inform you that I have this day forwarded to the governor 
of lowa my resignation as a member of Congress for the Seventh district of 
Iowa, to take effect October 3, 1899, 

Very respectfully, 
EDWIN 8S, CONGER. 

Hon. Tuomas B, ReEep, 

Speaker United States House of Representatives. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to state that he has received a 
similar commanication, differing as to date, from the gentleman from 
California [Mr. Dz HAVEN], and asks permission to have it inserted 
in the RecorD, the letter having been temporarily mislaid. 

There was no objection. 


PRINTING OF TESTIMONY IN THE WHEAT INVESTIGATION. 


Mr. HAYES. Now, Mr. Speaker, I send up to the desk a resolution 
in regard to printing the testimony in the late investigation. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That 5,000 copies of the majority and minority report and the testi- 
mony taken in the Wheat investigation be printed for the use of the House. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the consideration of the res- 
olution ? 

Mr. KERR, of Iowa. I would like to ask again if the gentleman 
will not consent to include 5,000 copies of the Silcott investigation ? 

Mr. HAYES. If you will offer that I will notobject to it. I object 
to incorporating it in this. 

There being no objection, the resolution was adopted. 

Mr. OWENS, of Ohio. I desire to withdraw the objection I made a 
few moments ago to the printing asked for by Mr. Morry. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will recognize the gentleman for that 
hereafter. 

CHINESE LABORERS FROM CANADA AND MEXICO. 


Mr. MORROW. Mr. Speaker, I ask the present consideration of the 
concurrent resolution I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Concurrent resolution requesting the President to negotiate with the Govern- 
ments of Great Britain and Mexico with a view to securing treaty stipulations 
for the prevention of entry into the United States of Chinese laborers from 
the Dominion of Canada and Mexico. 

Resolved by the Senate ‘the House of Representatives concurring), That the Presi- 
dent, ifin his opinion not incompatible with the public interests, be uested 
to enter into negotiations with the Governments of Great Britain and Mexico 
with a view to securing treaty stipulations with those Governments for the pre- 
vention of the entry of Chinese laborers from the Dominion of Canada and 
Mexico into the United States contrary to the laws of the United States. 


There being no objection, the resolution was considered, and agreed to. 

Mr. MORROW. LIask consent that the report be printed in the 
RECORD. 

There was no objection. 

The report (by Mr. Morrow) is as follows: 


The Committee on Forcign Affairs, to whom was referred concurrent resolu- 
tion requesting the Presidentto negotiate with the Governments of Great Britain 
and Mexico with a view to securing treaty stipulations for the prevention of 
entry into the United States of Chinese laborers from the Dominion of Canada 
and Mexico, have considered the same and report that it appears from official 
communications on file in the Treasury Department that Chinese laborers are 
constantly secking entrance into the United States across the frontier from 
Mexico and the Dominion of Canada in violation of the laws of the United 
States. The Secretary of the Treasury, in his last report, calls the attention of 
Congress to this subject in the following language 

“CHINESE EXCLUSION ACT, 

“The existing laws for the exciusion of Chinese laborers from the United 
States have been vigorously enforced by the officers of the customs to the ex- 
tent of their ability, but the extensive frontiers of the Union facilitate the clan- 
destine introduction of such persons from the contiguous territory of British 
America and Mexico. 

“It is alle~ed that evasions of the law in this regard are of a serious charac- 
ter. The Department is employing the limited means at command to prevent 
such evasions, but to police these frontiers in such a manner as to completely 
suppress the influx of prohibited immigration will require a much greater 
force than bas been provided. The attention of Congress is invited to this 
subject.”’ 

It is believed that concurrent action on the part of Great Britain and Mexico 
may be obtained in the manner indicated in the resolution and this continent 
protected against the threatened invasion of Chinese laborers. 

The committee recommend the passage of the resolution. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


A message from the President, by Mr. PRUDEN, oneof his secreta- 
ries, announced the approval of acts and joint resolutions of the fol- 
lowing titles: 

An act (H. R. 10265) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Altamaha River; 

An act (H. R. 10086) granting leaves of absence to clerks and em- 
ployés in first and second class post-offices, and to employés of the 
Post-Office Department employed in the mail-bag repair shops con- 
nected with said Department; 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 218) to allow the Postmaster-General to 


expend $10,000 to test at small towns and villages the system of the | 


free-delivery service, and for other purposes; 
An act (H. R. 9416) to reduce the revenue and equalize duties on im- 
ports, and ‘or other purposes; 
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An act (H. R. 7989) to promote the administration of justice 
Army; 

An act (H. R. 12163) making an appropriation tosupply a de{icj.. 
in the appropriation for compensation of members in the Hoy. 
Representatives and Delegates from Territories; 

A t (H. R. 11928) defining certain duties of the Sergean 
of hie House of Representatives; 

An act (H. R. 12187) to set apart certain tracts of land in | 
of California as forest reservations; 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 214) extending the ‘act fixing : 
of interest to be charged on arrearages of general and special ta, 
due the District of Columbia, if paid within a time specified, ; 
ber 31, 1890; 

An act (H. R. 789) opening to settlement a portion of the Fort [ty 
dall military reservation in South Dakota, and to dispose of thie Siscp. 
ton military reservation ; 

An act (H. R. 6052) granting a pension to Martha A. Bowlin; 

An act (H. R. 6916) for the relief of Adeline Bly, widow of a s0)\j; 
of the war of 1812; 

An act (H. R. 9026) granting a pension to N. W. Leasure; 

An act (H. R. 5206) granting a pension to Catlena Lyman; 

An act (H. R. 4179) granting a pension to Nancy J. Dorlos; 

An act (H. R. 9225) granting a pension to Theodore L, Alex. 

An act (H. R. 8088) granting a pension to Thelbert H. Head 

An act (H. R. 10810) granting a pension to Samuel 8, Humphrey: 

An act (H. R. 2428) granting a pension to Emily Onderdonk: 

An act (H. R. 9736) granting an increase of pension to Lovey A |\dric}) 

An act (H. R. 5939) for the relief of settlers on the Northern lacif 
Railroad indemnity lands; 

An act (H. R. 2002) granting a pension to John C. Morrison: 

An act (H. R. 3796) granting a pension to Abraham Zimmer: 

An act (H. R. 1117) granting a pension to Sarah E. Palmer; 

An act (H. R. 10639) to amend section 2399 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States; 

Anact (H. R. 11726) to increase the pension of Noah Bisbee, formerly 
private Company K, Eighty-ninth Regiment New York Volunteers 

An act (H. R. 11457) to increase the pension of Mary Y. Dewees; 

An act (H. R. 4825) granting a pension to Arthur Connery; 

An act (H. R. 7375) granting a pension to Mrs. Susan A. Dean 

An act (H. R. 5835) to increase the pension of Mrs. Maria B. Juda) 

An act (H. R. 10985) granting a pension to Isaac N. Jacobs; 

An act (H. R. 9245) granting a pension to Louis P. Noros, late o: 
the Jeannette expedition to the Arctic Ocean; 

An act (H. R. 8519) granting a pension to John Frohlin; 

An act (H. R. 8700) granting a pension to Mira Baldwin; 

An act (H. R. 2990) for the relief of J. L. Cain and others; 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 169) authorizing the use of a portion of the 
United States military reservation at Chattanooga fora public park 
by the city of Chattanooga, Tenn. ; 

An act (H. R. 2420) granting a pension to Julia W. Freeman; 

An act (H. R. 9565) granting an increase of pension to Joseph M 
Wilson; 

An act (H. R. 10398) for the relief of Mary A. Blaisdell; 

An act (H. R. 9436) granting an increase of pension to E. T. Hanlou 

An act (H. R. 6148) granting a pension to Mrs. Mary J. Sanders, the 
widow of Thomas A. Sanders, who was a scout in the United States 
Army in the war of the rebellion; 

An act (H. R. 4788) to grant a pension to Ann Roberts; . 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 104) to permit the Secretary of War to grant 
a revocable license to use a pier, as petitioned by vessel-owners of Chi- 
cago, Ill.; 

An act (H. R. 7149) granting a pension to Hannah E. Winney; 

An act (H. R. 11171) granting an increase of pension to Edwin Reeder 
late a member of Company A, First Tennessee Infantry, in the war wit) 
Mexico; 

An act (H. R. 10898) to increase the pension of Daniel P. Roberts 
late a second lieutenant in Company F of the Third Regiment of Mi: 
souri Volunteers in the war with Mexico; 

An act (H. R. 11650) granting a pension to Emily Fry; 

An act (H. R. 10811) granting a pension to Asa Joiner; 

An act (H. R. 6338) granting a pension to Eben Muse; 

An act (H. R. 4258) increasing the pension of Francis Gilman; 

An act (H. R. 3169) for the relief of Alexander F. Dutton. 


EXTRA PAY TO OFFICERS AND EMPLOYES. 


Mr. GROSVENOR. Iask for the present consideration of the (0! 
lowing resolution. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Joint resolution providing one month's extra pay tothe officers and employ¢i 
of the Senate and House of Representatives. 


Be it resolved, etc., That there is hereby appropriated, out of any money in' 


Treasury not otherwise appropriated, a sum sufficient to enable the Secreta') 
of the Senate and the Clerk of the House of Representatives to pay to the 


n 


ficers and employés of the Senate and House of Representatives borne on (!:° 
annual and session rolison the Ist day of October, 1890, including the Capito! 


police and Official Reporters, a sum equal toone month’s pay at the rate of com 
pensation now received by them, the same to be immediately available. 
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The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the resolution ? ; 
Mr. OATES. I object. 


ELECTION OF POSTMASTER. 


Mr. CASWELL. Mr. Speaker, I wish to present a privileged mat- 
ter, if it be the wish of members of the House. Several gentlemen 
have suggested to me that it would be the wish of the House to pro- 
ceed to elect a Postmaster, and I offer this resolution under the advice 
and suggestion of a large number of members. [If it is not consist- 
ent with the wishes of the House, I do not wish to press it. 

Mr. VAUX. Is unanimous consent required for that ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks not. It is a privileged matter. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That Rockwell J. Flint, of Wisconsin, be, and he is hereby, elected 
Postmaster of the House of Representatives. 


Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. I object to that. 


Mr. CUTCHEON. I do not think that we ought to go into an elec- | 


tion. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of Ohio. We do not want any election now. We 
want to inquire further into the mz tter. 

Mr. CASWELL. Mr. Speaker, under the objections that are offered, 
I will withdraw the resolution. 


ANNOUNCEMENT FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


Mr. McKINLEY. Iam directed by the committee appointed by the 
House to join a similar committee appointed on the part of the Senate 
to call upon the President, to report that they have performed that 
duty, and the President of the United States advises us that he has no 
further communication to make. 

TURNER K. HACKMAN. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. Speaker, I have two or three privileged re- 
ports from the Committee on Accounts which I think onght to be dis- 
posed of, and which I think will be unobjectionable. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That Turner K. Hackman be, and he is, continued in the service of 
the House as riding page during the recess between the first and second sessions 
of the Fifty-first Congress, to be paid out of the contingent fund of the House at 
the same rate of compensation that is now received by him. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the resolution. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I wish to inquire the object of this. 

Mr. SPOONER. I will simply say to the gentleman from Indiana 
that this has usually been done, and it is proper. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Was this ever done before ? 

Mr. SPOONER. It is usually done. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Was it done during the last Congress? 

Mr. SPOONER. Ithink it was. I would not say positively. 

Mr. HOLMAN. If it has been done leretofore, I have no objection. 
But I do not remember that it has been dohe. 

Mr. VAUX. I object to the consideration of that resolution. 

The SPEAKER. It is a privileged resolution. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


ASSISTANT JOURNAL CLERK. 
Mr. SPOONER. The Committee on Accounts also submit the fol- 
lowing. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved: That the Clerk be authorized to continue in employment after the 
adjournment of the present session, for such period as he may deem necessary, 
the assistant Journal clerk, and pay him out of the contingent fund of the House 
at the rate of compensation new paid him. 


The resolution was agreed to. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, their Secretary, an- 
nounced that the Senate had agreed to the amendment of the House 
to the amendment of the Senate to the resolution fixing the hour of the 
adjournment of Congress, 

ADDITIONAL LABORERS, HOUSE DOCUMENT-ROOM. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. Speaker, I am directed by the Committee on 
Accounts to submit the following. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Doorkeeper of the House be, and he is hereby, authorized 


a period of three months after the passage of this resolution, to be paid a com- 


nsation at the rate of $60 each per month out of the contingent fund of the | 


Touse. 


Mr. SPOONER. I move that the word ‘‘three,’’ after the words 
“‘a period of,’’ be stricken out, and that the word ‘‘two’’ be inserted; 
so that it will read, ‘‘during a period of two months after the passage 
of this resolution.’’ 

Mr. VAUX. Can I offer an amendment to that, Mr. Speaker ? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman can offer an amendment, provided 
the amendment is germane. 

Mr. VAUX. Ido not know what is gerrmane—— 

The SPEAKER (continuing). Provided the gentleman from Rhode 
Island (Mr. Spooner) yields the floor for that purpose. 

Mr. SPOONER. Iam afraid I can not consent. 
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Mr. VAUX. Itisallright. Anything on the Democratic side is 
objected to. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was agreed to 

Mr. McKINLEY. I move that the House take a recess until five 
minutes to 6 o’clock. 

Mr. MOREY. Pending that, Mr. Speaker, I desire to make a par 
liamentary inquiry. In the colloquy respecting leaves to extend re- 
marks, I am not advised whether the leave was granted to me or not. 

The SPEAKER. Leave was not granted to the gentleman from 


| Ohio. 


Mr. MOREY. Then I renew my request that that permission be 
given. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Ohio [| Mr. OWENS] with 
draw his objection ? 

Mr. OWENS, of Ohio. I withdraw my objection. 
so awhile ago, but could not obtain recognition. 

The SPEAKER. Is there further objection. [Afterapause.] The 


I sought to do 


| Chair hears none. 


FORT ELLIS MILITARY RESERVATION. 


Mr. MOREY. Mr. Speaker, the first session of the Fifty-first Con- 
gress'is rapidly drawing toaclose. Soon its work will be done and bea 
partof thehistory of thecountry. The Republican party stands charged 
with great power and great responsibility. That it has wisely exercised 
that power and bravely and patriotically met and discharged its great r 
sponsibilities may safely besubmitted to the candid and impartial judg 
ment of the American people. 

‘A government can exist only by the exercise of sovereign powe1 
either by imperial decree, or by legislative action as in our country, 
and this action must be affirmative and potential. We must have 
revenues to support our Army and Navy, to sustain our courts, to pay 
our legislative and executive officers, to sustain and pay our consular 
and diplomatic representatives in foreign lands, to improve our rivers 
and harbors, to maintain the weather bureau and Signal Service, to 
support the Agricultural Department, and maintain experimental farms 
for the benefit of our great agricultural interests, to support our mag 
nificent postal service, reaching out from the great heart of the nation 
at Washington to the humblest and remotest home in the land, and, 
last but not least, the pensions to our veteran soldiers, and to the wid- 
ows and orphans and dependent parents of those who have answered 
their last roll-call on earth and gone to the other shore 

These are all patriotic purposes, and for any party in power not to 
perform them is to repudiate the highest obligation resting upon the 
Government and the people. These revenues can only be provided per 
manently by taxation. 

Temporary relief may be had by borrowing, but this is the expe- 
dient of incompetency to manage great public affairs, and is too like 
the policy of the Democratic party, which, under Bachanan, brought 
our great Government a beggar and a mendicant, without money and 
without credit, to the threshold of the Administration of Abraham 
Lincoln. 

From that day to this the Republican party, with short intervals, has 
been charged with the responsibility of directing the great affairs and 


| guiding the ship of state in the perils of war and the crises of peace. 
|= Pp 


Under its wise and beneficent rule our country has made progress 
unexampled in the history of nations. 

Our country, then rent asunder by hostile factions and contendin; 
afmies, is now reunited, and our flag floats proudly over the grandest 
republic on earth, the bright and beautiful starry emblem of a nation 
whose free air no slave can longer breathe and where every citizen is 
equal before the law. 

We have grown to be the greatest agricultural people in the world, 
as we are the greatest in manufactures. The scepter has passed from 
the hand of England and has been grasped by the hand of the young 
giant of the West, and to-day our country is the foremost in the 
world. These results have not happened as mere accidents, as matters 
of chance, but have been the results of a well-defined policy governing 
and controlling the action of the Republican party during its great 
career, , 

The great war for the Union made unexampled demands upon t! 


. zea | men, the resources, and the Treasury of our country 
to employ two additional laborers in the document-room of the House during | : ° Preasury : PED 


Our young men, just springing into glorious manhood, were with 
drawn from the peaceful pursuits of life and molded into heroic form 
in the heat and stress of that great conflict. Our resources were con 
sumed in the immense demand for food and equipment of our mighty 
armies, All forms of taxation combined proved inadequate to me 
the tremendous demands upon our Treasury in its great distress, 
Customs duties were laid on every conceivable article imported int 
our country from abroad; a tax was laid upon incomes, on occupatior 


| on checks, deeds, and ail forms of contracts, on manufacturers of a 


dealers in whisky, beer, wine, and tobacco, until our revenues from 
these sources reached the enormous sum of $600,000,000 per year, and 


still this immense revenue was not sufficient to meet the cost of th 


| great war. 


The greenback currency was issued, and went forth asa benefaction 
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of the Government to bless and cheer our soldiers at the front and cieir 
families at home. 

The bonds of the Government were issued and a burden of debt 
placed on succeeding generations to raise sufficient revenues to meet 
the requirements of this supreme emergency in the nation’s life. The 
end of the war came at last, after long years of bloody strife; it came 
through the perils of the march and of battle, through agonizing 
wounds and death, through fathers’ anguish and mothers’ tears, but it 
came gloriously, and brought a country redeemed, reunited, and a last- 
ing peace. It left us some precious and costly legacies. 

It left us a race of men whose bondage was the potential cause ofall 
our woes, We raised them up and made them citizens of the great 
Republic, and all men equal before the law. 

it left us the heroes of the war who were maimed in battle or dis- 
abled by disease, and the widows and orphans of those who died on 
the field of honor and glory. 

We redeemed the promise of Abraham Lincoln, that great hero, 
raised up from the body of the people to be the Chief Magistrate of the 
greatest nation on earth, and ‘‘ cared for him who has borne the battle, 
and for his widow and his orphan.”’ 

We have always redeemed our promises to the people, and it is the 
glory of this grand old party that it has no unbroken pledges. It has 
met and maintained the right side of every great issue during its long 
and patriotic career, and its history is written in the great deeds and 
great measures in the grandest period of our nation’s lite. The close 
of the war brought relief to our overburdened Treasury, and it became 
the duty of Congress to reduce taxation and take off the burdens of the 
people as rapidly as it could be done, and secure the needed revenues of 
the Government. The Republican party met this demand with thesame 
courage and capacity with which it has met and discharged every public 
duty thrust upon it. It has been the policy of the Republican party 
to reduce taxation and to lighten the burdens of the people. To as- 
sert otherwise is a shameless perversion of history and a willful dis- 
tortion of the facts. 

This class of legislation can originate only in the House of Represent- 
atives, 

The Republicans have had control of this body since the war twelve 
years, and have reduced taxation $362,504,563. The Democratic party 
have had control of this body the other twelve years since the war, 
and have reduced taxation only $6,368,935. 

Such is the record of these two great partieson this important ques- 
tion. But, sir, these great questionsare never settled. With the growth 
of our great population the needs of the Government and the demands 
of the hour are ever changing. 

The ebb and flow of the tides of prosperity and depression among 
the people in their restless and ceaseless activity are ever throwing to 
the surface new questions and new issues for consideration and settle- 
ment. In the last national campaign the Republican party, appealing 
to its past history as an earnest of the future, went before the country 
pledged to legislate for America, for the prosperity of all our people, 
and the glory of ourcommon country. It promised to revise the tariff 
and to continue its policy of reducing taxation. It has fulfilled that 
pledge by the enactment of a tariff law on the lines of protection and 
greatly enlarging the free-list. 

In doing this it has sought to place the tariff duties where they will 
rest most lightly on the peopleand diversify our industries. Articles 
of import, except luxuries, which are not produced in our own coun- 
try, and which are commonly consumed by the great body of the peo- 
ple, have been placed on the free-list; and articles which are produced 
in foreign nations by foreign labor and are brought here to compete 
with domestic manufactures and American labor are discriminated 
against in this laying of tariff duties. 

In this way we have greatly enlarged the free-list, largely increasing 
it over the Mills bill, which is the latest Democratic utterance and 
which to-day is the Democratic text on this important question. 

We have placed sugar on the free-list, as we placed coffee there and 
tea there years ago. 

Pursuing the protective policy, the bill retains duties on foreign goods 
competing with our own, lowering them in some cases, raising them in 
others, as the condition of such industry seemed to require, with the 
patriotic view of promoting to their best extent all the industries, 
agricultural, manufacturing, and commercial, making an aggregate re- 
duction of about $80,000,000 in taxation, which, added to the $362,- 
000,000 reduction heretofore made since the war, makes a total re- 
duction of taxation of $442,000,000 per annum by the Republican 
party. 

Our friends on the other side, in the early days of this Congress, filled 
its Halls with loud lamentations for the poor farmer. And you would 
have believed from what they said that the farmers are the veriest 
beggars in the land. But since all farm products haveadvanced under 
Republican legislation, and their exaggerated stories about farm mort- 
gages have been exploded, they have had little to say of the poor farmer 
in the later days of the session. 

When these Democratic lamentations were going up I had occasion 
ou this floor to say: 

The farmers are patriotic in their demands for legislation; they have sent a 
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legislative cofimittee here to represent them before the committees 


House and to bring to the attention of this body such legislation as they 


for the best interests, not only of the farmers, but of the whole count 
recognize that their prosperity, like thatofevery other honest industry ¢ 


upen the prosperity of the whole country. \ 
fer without injuriously affecting in time other industries. 
intelligent and patriotic men, identified with their interests, who sex 


They know that no industr, 
They have « 


‘ 


agriculture where it so justly belongs, as the keystone in the great 


American achievements. 


I prefer, sir, to hear what these representatives of the American fa: 
to say, rather than listen to the words of the gentlemen from Missou 
sas, Texas, and Mississippi, who have assumed to act as their sp: 


pions 


The American farmers do not seek toteardown, buttobuildup. 1 
are broad and patriotic and furnish an example which might be foll, 
profit by many who have assumed tc speak in their name on this flo 
The National Grange of the Patrons of Husbandry at its twenty-t! 
made the following recommendation, which shows that the patriotis; 
farmer is as broad as our whole country and that he has a true con 
what is required to preserve the commercial supremacy of our great 1 
‘We recommend a judicious protective policy of government that 
upa commercial marine, that will give this nation the commercial suj)r 
that belongs to it; so that our country, while it is the firstin agri 
first in manufactures, may also be the first in commerce. 
* These three great pillars of the nation's glory stand together in a ; 
the language of Daniel Webster, ‘the largest in the center, and that j 


ure.’’ 


This committee was heard, and its every recommendation 
substantially, if not literally, complied with. 
In 1889 there were imported into the United States $65 
worth of agricultural products, thus depriving our American farn 


their home market to that extent. 


The American farmer is « 


to direct protection against the continuance of their importation 
This is done in the McKinley bill, as will appear from the {i 


table: 
Articles. 


Horses and mules...... 
REEES 2. cccccce ce ceneces 


Hogs 

Sheep......... 
Barley ............:. 
Buck wheat ......... 
eee 
Oatmeal....... 
Butter 
0 ae 
Rennes 
ed, ee 
Beans, peas, and mush- 
rooms, prepared or pre- 
served, 

Peas: 

Green or dried........ 


TT as soeensicones sosbbseapcocven 

In papers, cartons, or 
packages, 

Cabbages.........0+-++ 





ND ciiiccckttedmeannilinisntbeses 
Plants, trees, shrubs, ete .... 
PP UEIMIIED cnncinchateernenevagneraes 
Garden seeds, agricultural 
seeds, etc, 
Vegetables: 
Prepared or preserved 
Pickles and sauces...... 
In their natural state... 
Apples: 
Green OFr ripe .....-....00 
Dried or prepared in 
any manner. 
Bacon and hams................. 
Beef, mutton, and pork ...... 
Poultry 
Live ... 
Dressed 
Flaxseed or linseed, pop- 
py-seed and other oil 
seeds, 
Leaf-tobacco for cigar- 
wrappers; 
Not stemmed ............0 
Stemmed ........ .. a 
Ail other tobacco in lea 
Not stemmed ............. 
Stemmed ...... sar ipeaden 
Cigars, cigarettes, cheroots, 
of all kinds. 

















per cent, 


The question of binder-twine was much considered, and with grea! 
solicitude, with a view of furnishing to the farmer the greatest po° 
sible relief without crippling a great industry, affording emplovmen' 
to thousands of American laborers. The legislative committee of tlic 
National Grange, in a memorial to Congress dated April 24, 1890, say 


Imported 1589. 


$2, 146, 514. 59 
542, 764. 71 


4.770. 80 
1, 189, 192, 38 
7, 678, 763. 58 
25, 469. 85 
10, 178, 19 
55, 995. 00 
17, 689. 41 
, 132, 143. 28 
5, 684. 87 
759, 802. 28 
No data 


elncluded with 
beans. 
52, 738. 00 


323, 762. 82 


421, 120. 26 
187, 448. 69 


389, 512. 42 
334, 920.71 
437, 377.37 

28, 921. 00 


No data ....... 
No data. 


45, 899.51 
14, 393, 09 


154, 866. 26 
3, 969, 640. 00 
1, 417, 302, 40 


8, 126, 001. 34 
476, 679. 25 
3, 657, 316, 02 


Late duty. 


20 per cent 
20 per cent 


20 per cent 

20 per cent........ 
10 ets, per bush... 
10 per cent........ 
10 ots, per bush.. 
: cent per Ib...... 
4 cts. per Ib....... 
4 cts. per lb, 
10 per cent...... 
10 per cent ........ 
35 per cent .. 





10 per cent .. 


20 per cent ........ 
Not provided 
for. 

10 per cent ........ 
ND eintachscantnseses 
$2 per ton ......... 
8 cents per lb..... 
10 per cent ........ 
_ on 
15 cts. per bush... 
20 per cent......... 





30 per cent ........ 
35 per cent 

10 per cent......... 
eat ccudhatall 





2 cts. per Ib........ 
1 ct. per Ib......... 


J 10 cts. per Ib..... 
(10 cts. per lb..... 
20 cts. per Ib...... 


§ 75 cts. per lb..... 
‘$i 


35 ets. per Ib...... 
40 cts. per lb...... 


| $2.50 per Ib. and 


2 per cent, 


per Ib........... 


McKi 


$30 per ° 
Over o 
$10 pe 
Under o 
$2 per 
$1 50 p r 
$1.50 per 
dy cts, } 
15 ets, px 
15 ets. per 
1 cent p< 
6 cts, per 
6 cts, per 


«| 5 cts. pt 


40 cts. | 
40 per ce 


..| 40 cts. pe 


50 ets. p 
1 ct. per | 


3 cts. ear 

5 cts. per d 
$4 per ton 
15 ets. per |b 
40 cts. per 
20 per cen! 
25 cts. per | 
40 per cent 


45 per cent 
45 per cen 
25 per cent 
30 per cent 


25 cts, per 
2 cts. per |! 


5 ots. per |! 
2 cts, per |! 


3 ets, per | 
5 cts. per | 
30 cts. per | 


$2 pex |b 
$2.75 per 


35 cts. per 
50 ets. per | 
$4.50 per Ib.a 


wn 


25 per cen! 


The farmers will welcome the removal of duties from jute, jute butts, man 
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and sisal-grass (not grown by American farmers), with the reduction from 2} 
to 1} cents per pound on binder-twine, ‘hey will also be pleased to have tree 
sugar. The sugar industry has been protected for many years without ma- 
terially increasing home production and thereby reducing prices. A removal 
of the duty is expected to reduce the cost to the consumer, whilst the bounty 
gives direct encouragement to home production. This is an experiment which 
may not prove satisfactory in its practical workings, but we are confident that 
tisone which a large majority of our people wish to sce tried. 

“There are imported into this couatry many agricultural products which crowd 
snd depress the markets in which we sell our produce because there are no 
duties or because the duties are too low to protect. In view of the fact that it 
3 proposed to protect fully other interests, we insist on duties upon such im- 
norted products as will afford full protection to the American producer of like 


commodities, 

The McKinley bill reduced the duty on binder-twine to 1} cents, 
even less than the farmers’ representatives asked for, and in conference 
committee it was fixed at astill lower rate, seven-tenths of 1 cent per 


pound. 

The manufacturers earnestly claim that they can not successiully 
compete with twine made by foreign cheap labor with these low rates 
of duty and maintain the difference in wages that they are compelled 
topay. The result was one of compromise in a desire to arrive at as 
jast a conclusion as human experience would admit. The desirability 
of maintaining these great twine factories and their value to the coun- 
try are recognized by all. I desire here to introduce a letter from an 
old farmer friend and constituent as bearing not only on this subject, 
but as well on the principle of protection itself. 

Lewon, BurLeR County, Oto, Muy 1, 1590. 

Dear Str: Yours of the 26th of Aprilis received. Ido not wish to intrude 
too much on yourtime, The hemp industry in this country up to this time has 
been confined toa few States—Kentucky, Missouri, Illinois, and New York 
and it was because of the tedious and laborious process of cutting by hand and 
nand-breaking, which, on account of the expense of such process, has kept the 
farmers from engaging in it. s 

Sut now the cutting can be done by horse-power, and the braking by 
steam or horse power, and can be done speedily and a great deal better than 
by the old process. . ; ey a 

Now, in the beginning of this new industry if we can have a sufficient pro- 
tection in the form of a duty placed upon all foreign imports of fibrous ma- 
terials that come in competition with hemp, either raw or manufactured, we 
could in a very few years be able to supply all the demand in this country for 
such material, and perhaps be able to send some to our friends in the old coun- 
try. 

As to its comparative value with other fibrous materials it certainly has no 
superior. i 

Ve are spending about thirty million—perhaps more 
fiber and fibrous materials which we could produce at home. 
and it will build up a great industry fer the farmer. 

Yours respectfuliy, 


Hon, H. L. Morey. 


These are the words of a practical farmer, a man of brains and ex- 
perience, whom I am proud to have as my personal friend. 

We promised to restore silver to its money uses, and we have kept 
that pledge. The vaiueof silver has appreciated, and as silver went up 
in value the products of the farm at once began to bring the farmer a 
better recompense for his toil. 

We passed the anti-lottery bill and made all lottery matter contra- 
band in the mails of the United States, and struck a death-blow to the 
most gigantic swindle ever perpetrated on any people. 

We have increased the endowment of agricultural colleges, and lave 
sought in this way to bring the sources of information close to the people. 

In the interest of agriculture we have provided for the inspection of 
meat for exportation, so as to send this most valuable product of the 
farm into the markets of the world with the brand of the great Republic 
upon it, attesting its purity and wholesomeness. We have also pro- 
hibited the importation of adulterated food to compete with the pure 
and genuine products of our soil. We have added two new stars to our 
flag, and sought to extend our commerce on the seas. We have cared 
for all the disabled soldiers of the war, whatever the cause of their dis- 
ability, and for the widows and minor children of those who are dead. 
And the result of the whole matter was the Morrill bill, which, whatever 
criticism of it may be justly made, is the grandest pension bill ever 
passed by any legislative body. 

I insert here a copy of the bill: 

[Pun.iic—No. 131.) 


An act granting pensions to soldiers and sailors who are incapacitated for the 
performance of manual labor, and providing for pensions to widows, minor 
children, and dependent parents. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembied, That in considering the pension claims of de- 
pendent parents, the fact of the soldier's death by reason of any wound, injury, 
casualty, or disease which, under the conditions and limitations of existing !aws, 
would have entitled him to an invalid pension, and the fact that the soldier left 
no widow or minor children having been shown as required by law, it shall be 
necessary only to show by 
or parents are without other present means of support than their own manual 
labor or the contributions of others not legally bound for their support: Pro 
vided, That ail pensions allowed to dependent parents under this act shall com- 
mence from the date of the filing of the application hereunder and shall con- 
tinue no longer than the existence of the Eapendonce. 

Seo, 2, That all persons who served ninety days or more in the military or 
naval service of the United Statesduring the late war of the rebellion and who 
have been honorably discharged therefrom, and whoare now or who may here- 
after be suffering from a mental or physical disabilty of a permanent character, 
not the result of their own vicious habits, which incapacitates them from tle 
pe aonpee manual aber = such age - - to pening thom aanhte to om 
@ sappo: upon ma ue proof of the fact according to such rules ant 
regulations as the Gecvetary of the Interior may provide, be placed upon the 
list of invalid pensioners of the United States, and be entitled to receive a pen- 
sion not exceeding $12 per month, and not !essthan $ per month, proportioned 
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to the degree of inability to earn a support; and such pension shall comme: 
from the date of the filing of the application in the Pension Office, after the pas 
sage of this act, upon proof that the disability then existed, and shall « 











during the existence of the same: Provided, That persons who are nov ce 
ing pensions under existing laws, or whose claims are pending i 
Office, may, by application to the Commissioner of Pensions, in su 
may prescribe, showing themselves entitled thereto, r« the bene 
act; and nothing herein contained shal! be so construed as to prevent t 

| sioner thereunder from prosecuting his claim i re r his pensio 
any other general or speciaiact: Provided, , That no person sha t 
more than one pension for the same period: And p i further, That rank 
in the service shall not be considered in ap i is filed ler this act 

Sec. 3, Thatif any officer orenlisted man who served ninety days or more in 

the Army or Navy of the United States during the late war of ths rebe und 
who was honorably discharged, has died,or shall hereafter die, leaving a widow 
without other means of support than her daily labor, or minor chil unde 
the age of sixteen years, such widow shall, upon due proof of her h and’s 


| on the pension-ro!l from the date of the application therefor under this act, 


| month for each child of such officer or enlisted 


competent and sufficient evidence that such parent | 





death, without proving his death to be the result of his army service, be placed 
at 
slso be paid $2 per 
man under sixteen years of age, 
and in case of the death or remarriage of the widow, leaving a child or children 
of such officer or enlisted man under the age of sixteen 
shall be paid such child or children until the age of sixteen 

case a minor child is insane, idiotic, or otherwise permane 
pension shall continue during the life of said child, or during 


disability, and this proviso shall apply to all pensions he 


the rate of $8 per month during her widowhood, and shall 


years, such pension 
Provided, That in 
ntly helpless, the 
the period of such 
stofore granted or 












hereafter to be granted under this or any mer statute, and such pensions 
shall commence from the date of application therefor after the passage of this 
act: And provided further, That said widow sha!l have married said soldier 
prior to the passage of this act, 

Sec.4, That no agent, attorney, or other person engaged in prepari pre- 


senting, or prosecuting any claim under the provisions of this act shall, directly 
or indirectly, contract for, demand, receive, or retain for such services in pre 
paring, presenting, or prosecuting such claim a sum greater than $10, whichsum 
shall be payable only upon the order of the Commissioner of Pensions, by the 
pension agent making payment of the pension allowed, and any persoa who 
shall violate any of the provisions of this section or who shall wrongfully with- 
hold from a pensioner or claimant the whole or any part of a pension or claim 
allowed or due such pensioner or claimant under this act, shall be deemed guilty 
of a misdemeanor, and upon conviction thereof, shal!, for each and every such 


offense, be fined not exceeding $500, or be imprisoned at hard !abor not exceed- 
| ing two years, or both, in the discretion of the court 
Approved, June 27, 1890 
[also insert here the rules and regulations governing applications 
under this law: 
RULES AND REGULATIONS 
All pensions under this act will commence from the date of filing the formal 


application (after the passage of the act) inthe Pension bureau. 

No application for pension under this act will be good unless filed in the Pen- 
sion Bureau on or after June 27, 1890 (date of the act), or if not in the form, sub- 
stantially, prescribed by the Secretary. 

Discharge certificate need not be filed until called for 

The rates of this law are not affected by the rank of the soldier. 

This act provides the following rates: For dependent father or mother, $12, 
The widow, $8, and $2 additional for each child of soldier under sixteen years; 
and if the widow dies, the child or children can draw such pension. The sol- 
dier is entitled to any rate from $6 to $12, according toinability to earn a support. 

4 pensioner under existing laws may apply under this one, ora pensioner 
under this one may apply under other laws, but can draw at 
the same time. 

This law requires in »dier's case 

1. An honorable discharge. 

¥. That he ser ed at least ninety days 

3. A permanent physical or mental inability to earn a support 
vicious habits. (It need not have originated in the service 

In case of a widow: 

1, That the soldier served at Icast ninety 

2. That he was honorably discharged. 

4 
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days 





3. Proof of death, but it need not have been the result of his army service. 
. That the widow is ‘“‘ without olher means of support than her daily labor.” 

5. That she married soldier priorto June 27, 1890, date of the act. 

In dependent parents’ case 

1. That the soldier died of a wound 
laws would have given him a pension. 

2. That he left no wife or minor child. 

3. That mother or father is at present dependent on her or on his own maz 
ual labor, being *‘ without other present means of support than their own man 
ual labor or the contributions of others not legally bound for their support. 
The benefits of the first section of the act of June 27, 1899, are not confined to 
the parents of those who served in the war of the rebellion, but are extended 
to all parents where pensionable dependence has arisen on account of the death 
of a son who served, since said war, in behalf of the United States. 

4. That in case a minor child is insane, idiotic, or otherwise permanently 
helpless, the pension shall continue during the life of said child, or during the 
period of such disability, and this provisoshall apply to all pensions heretofore 
granted or hereafter to be granted under this or any former statute, and such 
pensions shall commence from the date of application therefor after the 
sage of this act. 

The rules and regulations of the Department wills 


jury, or disease which under rior 


pas 


go n all applicants rnd 
attorneys. 
No contract for attorney's fee shall provide for asum greater than $10, but, in 
the absence of a contract, the attort fee shall be $10. 
GREEN B. RAUM, 
Commissioner of Pensio 
The foregoing rules and regulations, with the forms here following, are 
adopted and approved 
JOHN W. NOBLE 
Secretary of the I 


Mr. Speaker, this is a grand fulfillment of the pledge of the Repub- 
lican party. It will bring relief to half a million of our old comrades 
and comfort and good cheer to tens of thousands of hearth-stones. 
Speed the day when these benefacticns will reach the objects of the na- 


tion’s justice. I have had many inquiries from old soldiers in ref- 
erence to application under this law, and in order to secure desired 
information for these claimants, and perhaps help them in some way 
{ addressed the following letter to the Commissioner of Pensions 
TIlovusE oy REPRESENTATIVES OF THE UNITED States, 
Washington, D, C., September 30, 1890, 
Sin: Lhave received many inquiries from our old comrades in reference to 
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applications for pension under the recent act of June 27, 1890. They desire to 
know whether they will receive formal notice of the filing of their claims and 


when they iy expect such notice, and whether testimony filed in old cases 
can be used j w cases filed by the same claimant; and whether in sucha 
ca he new applicat will be given a new number, or whether it will be 
con idated with the old case and take the old number Il know that you are 
Classifying and s matizing the work so that all these cases can be acted upon 
and disposed ¢ 1 the earliest possible moment without unduly advancing or 
delaying any case i share t natural desire of applicants for information 
On Lihese impo ‘ po ts tot 
Andi you to gi ‘ 1 information touching th matiers as 
m seem p o you; and vill take great pleasure in ext ling such in- 
I Lion as as SS 
Very t y 
iH. L. MOREY. 
lion, ¢ I 
( fl 


ved the following answer 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIO! 
I tmA or Pi ns, Orr OF THE COMMISSIONER, 
Washington, D, C., October 3, 1890. 


Drar Str: I acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the 30th ultimo, mak- 


ais iquiry in regard to the proceedings under the recent pension law of June 





27, 1890, and t © progress of the work of the office with the claims filed. 

‘In reply I beg to inform you that to September 30, 1890, there were received 
in the offices O 282 of these claims. The date of their receipt at the office is 
stamped upen each claim and they are taken upin the record division in the 
order of the date of their receipt Weare now handling 10,000 cases a day, ex- 
amining them asto whether they relate to pending claims, giving them the 
proper number, and acknowledging their receipt 

You will re ze the fact that it is it — yeible to take this great mass of claims 
up atonce. Consequently those who have filed claims must exercise some de- 


gree of patience in regard to receivingan acknowledgment of them and in re- 
gard to their adjudication. We have commenced the examination of this class 
of claims in the adjudicating divisions,and I propose to handle them just as 
rapidly as it is possible to handle them with the force of the office. There will 
soon be an increese of six hundred persons to the working force of the office, 
which will add materially to the progress of the business. 

I hand you herewith a copy of the regulations issued on the 26th of September 
to give all claimants a full understanding of the manner in which the business 
of the office will be conducted in connection with this class of claims. 

Very respectfully, 
GREEN B. RAUM, Commissioner. 
lion, H. L. Morey, 
House of Representatives, Waslvinglon, D. C. 


The following are the regulations referred to. 
[Order No. 162 


or Tur Interior, BUREAU OF PENSIONS, 
Washington, D. C., September 26, 1890 

For the purpose of securing the promptadjudication of claims filed under the 
act of June 27, 1890, it is ordered as follows: 

1. That in all original invalid claims where the claimant under the act of June 
27, 1590, has a claim under previous laws granting pensiovs for service in the 
Army or Navy of the United States during the late war of the rebellion, whether 
upon the pending or rejected files, the proofs in that claim shall be considered in 
connection with the new claim; and where the proofs in the old claim and a med- 
ical examination had within two years previous to the filingof the new claim 
establish the facts of an honorable discharge after ninety days’ service and of the 
existence of adisability ofa permanent character not the result of vicious habits, 
and which incapacitates the claimant from the performance of manual labor 
in such a degree as to render him unable to earn a support, the new claim shail 
be adjudicated upon the proofs on file. 

But in all cases where the new declaration claims for disabilities which are 
not set forthin the original claim a medical examination shall be ordered where 
the interests of the claimant seem to require it, or where such examination is 
requested by the claimant. 

That in all original widows’ cases when the claimant under the act of June 
27, $890, has a claim filed under previous laws, whether upon the pending or re- 
jected files, the preof in that claim shall be considered in connection with the 
new application. The points necessary to establish are the following: 

1. An honorable discharge of a soldier after ninety days’ service. 

The death of the soldier. 
The marriage of the claimant with the deceased soldier prior to June 27, 


DEPARTMENT 


1890. 

4. The names and dates of the births of any surviving children of the soldier 
under sixteen years of age. 

5. That the claimant has not remarried. 

6. That the claimant is without other means of support than her daily labor. 

Upon consideration of the claim, if the evidence is found to be insufficient, a 
call will be made upon the claimant for all the evidence necessary to complete 
the claim, Claimants should supply such evidence as they may know to be 
wanting in advance ofany call for the same. 

8. In claims under the act of June 27, 1890, where a claimant applies for a 
pension under said act for a disability of a permanent character for which he 
isalready pensioned at a rate not less than $12 per month under the laws grant- 
ing pensions to soldiers or sailors of the United States who served during the 
war of the rebe’lion, and it shall appear from the proofs on file that he served 
for ninety days and was honorably discharged, a medical examination shall be 
ordered to determine to what degree his disabilities incapacitate the daimant 
from earning a support by manuel labor, and the claim shall be adjudicated 
thereupon. 

4. In claims filed under the act of June 27, 189, where it appears that the 
claimant is a pensioner at a less rate than $12 per month under previous laws 
granting pensions to soldiers or sailors of the United States who served dur- 
ing the war of the rebellion, the evidence filed in his admitted claim shall be 
considered in connection with his new claim, and if it shall appear from the 
declaration and proof on file and a medical examinetion had within two years 
previous to the filing of the new claim that the soldier issuffering from disabili- 
ties for which he is not pensioned, and that his disabilities are of a permanent 
character which incapacitate him from earning a support by manual labor, and 
are not the resultof his own vicious habits, the claim shall be adjudicated upon 
the proofs on file, unless a new medical examination shall be deemed neces- 
sary or is requested by the claimant. . 

5. In claims filed under the act of June 27, 1890,where the claimant has not ap- 
punt See a pension under any other act, the proof required to establish a claim 
will be: 

1. Proof of service of ninety days or more in the military or naval service of 
the United States during the late war of the rebellion, and an honorable dis- 
charge therefrom. 

2. Proof that the claimant is suffering from a mental or a physical disability of 
@ permanent character, not the result of his own vicious habits, which incapaci- 
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| or the contributions of others not legally bound for th 


| in their regular order, and all necessary action had so that shall be « 
| without delay. 
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tates him from the performance of manual labor in such a degree as 
him unable to earn a support. use 
Medical evidence and the sworn statements of neighbors will be 
upon the question of disability, but a medical examination wi ! 
determine the degree of disability of the claimant. An order for ex 
in such cases will be made as soon as the claim is reached in its at 
The facts of service and honorable discharge in all claims und \ 
27, 1890, must be shown by reports from the records of the Wa 
which wiil be called for by the Pension Office 
6. The cases of dependent parents under the act of Jun 1390, 1 
that the soldier's death was due to his service wilt rut r rence to 
of such service, that he left no widow or minor chil ] 
or parents are without present means of suppor on 













rm 
r 


Claims filed under the act of June 27, 1890, shall be taken 


GREEN B. RAUM, Com ¢ 
Approved 


~ JOHN W. NOB! 


Secre ry of the 

From all which it will appear that a systematic and effici: fe 

is being pursued by the Commissioner, and that in a very s ( 
these claims will be fully classified and acted upon and the 

this great Government will rest in benefaction of hundreds of th 
of those who gave all they had to give in the hour of th« 























. 4 v 
peril. ol 
We are taunted by the other side for our great expenditure o CO 
for pensions and other purposes, as though this great and vealt art 
nation should higgle and bargain when it comes to deal with t! 
men who made it possible for the nation to live. th 
This is consistent with the course of the Democratic party of 
sion legislation. We have only to produce the record that those y pr 
run may read. m 
Tabulated statement of votes on pension bi is, Kr rly-sixth to Fif a 
gi Css, th 
s |g . - 
= | B. S 10 
- «> te : 
i eV n | —- al 
Name of bill. °5| oF == u 
a= | - 2 
& && 
ee es 
a ae = S fi 
—— 
Repeal of arrears limitation, Forty-sixth Congress...... 48; G1} il 
Mexican pension bill, with Senate amendments, For- ! a 
ty-eighth Congress, first session .......... : ‘ 39 84 87 3 
Mexican pension bill, with Senate ame n ‘dme: nts, For- } : 
ty-eighth Congress, second SeSSiON.........c..00+ essere 57 84 72 7 
Widows’ increase, Forty-ninth Congress.......... as 8) 66 113 Bs, 
“Senate bill, 1886," Forty-ninth Congress (never re- eo i 
ported lei Seti MARRS) soctictserecccveccceressnstceresionions 7 14 27 ‘ 
Dependent pension bill, Forty-ninth Congress.......... 66 76 lid 4 
Dependent pension bill, Forty-ninth Congress ( (to > Ps ass | | zt 
over President’s veto) ....................066 : 37 | 1235; 138 . 
On all the bills (aggregate) ...............ce:ceeeeeeee ee a 334 510 | 572 
In tabulated form the votes upon pension legislation in the first ses 
sion of the Fifty-first Congress have been as follows: 
—— Pi 
; @ " ia w 
8 |$el@ | ss | 
: a Dateof [Seles iss | ss ; 
Name of bill. vote. 12s! 25 es S34 ‘ 
i & a Sa 
eo i © © 
la ja |A |é 
Se ae ad ser. 
To increase totally helpless ......... -+seeeeet Feb, 23,1890; (*) | (*) | (*) . 
Dependent parents (Senate).. gece -| Mar. 31,1890} 32 0; 10 4 
Morrill (62-year) bill (House)... Apr. 7,1890| 136 1 34 i 
Morrill bill—Cheadle (60 years) amend- na 
ment.. dinese Apr. 30,1890} 143 0} 40 fi 
Morrill (60: years) ‘bill. .see) Apr. 30,1890) 141 0} 38 
Conference report (House) (now law) June 11,1890) 117 Oo; @ 
Conference report (Senate)................. June 23,1890; 31 0 3 Mi 
Prisoners-of-war bill (House).............000« Apr. 21,1890; 119 0 24 
Total votes on the several bills.......)......... sows oc F8 1} 17 + 
* No division. 
Who that sees the foregoing summary of votes can doubt as to t = 


real feeling toward the old soldiers of those who cast these votes an 
what old soldier knowing these facts can hesitate whether he sha 
continue to fight under the banner of that grand old party which 
him to victory and glory, and which has cared for him in his old age 
that grand old party which guided the ship of state on the tempes' 
ous sea of the great civil war, which guided her in all the grave cris 
of the period following the war, and preserved her financial honor and 
promoted all the great industries of the country, and which, althoug 
denounced by the reactionary and revolutionary Democracy, is stil! the 
same grand old party, still true to the flag? 

We have sought by appropriate legislation to make better the coni'- 
tion ofall who labor on the farm, in the shop,orin the mine. My earnes' 
ss as my belief, is that the wisdom and patriotism of the Repub- 

party will guide and lift into position of highest prosperity and 














1890. 


] 
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sefalness the people of our country. The Republican party looks | connection with this ) e } nv 
pward and to the future. From time to time the policy of enlarging | isting law was } 
a :mercial relations with the American Republics has engaged t d i pe, and | 
n of Republican Administrations. i 
a ive become emancipated from the commercial servitude in 
. England held the colonies, and for many years the States 
. ‘ manufactures and mines and forests and farms can ir. McK 
yeeds. We have had a busy century of national life, and AK 
tact quarter of it, when the Republican party was charged with the ¢g Mr. ALLE 
eeanonsibility, has been filled with the greatest events ever ywded 
to the history of any nation in a like period. 
‘ time is opportune to renew our eflorts to enlarge the avenu 
€ erce between the nationsof the New World. The various Am ) 
tions have recently closed a congress held in the city of W aan 
under the auspices of President Harrison and Secretary |] . - 
work will have a beneficial effect in creating a1 ae 
eling among the people of all these nation “i tas — 
On June 19, 1890, President Harrison, in a message to Con 
attention to this important question. 
We are large importers of goods from the South American state 
avery large per cent. of these importations are,admitted free of 
on the policy of admitting free articles of consumption, such as t F 
coffee, ete. Now, it is proposed to put sugar on the free-list as an R 
article of universal consumption by the people. hich s 
The President wisely suggests, as does the Secretary of State, th the § 1 
these states, in consideration of our admitting their products f - 
of duty, should admit free of duty into their countries for sale th Con ! 
products of our farms and factories. This is fair trade which the co 
monest understanding can comprehend, Senator SHERMAN has in ( ‘ [M 
ated the same policy in respect to our trade relations with Canada. + 
In the bill just passed reciprocity of trade is provided for, and under Under Cia a @ ule AIL, ( 
the wise guidance and policy of the Republican party our country will | ' : © Vierk and dis] A of as ' 
increase her power and influence and her commercial and political ir. BURTO am She Vommistes 08 Viaim Lan 
importance among the nations of the earth, and her people maintain | Ment the bill of the Hou e i JiG0) tO retuned a ongtul 
and magnify their position as the greatest in agriculture, in manufact- | pal : yn imports by Daniel Mar i Dy a rey 
ure, and commerce, the trinity of American achievement. NO. ae e' u t Vole hou 
The motion ot Mr. MCKINLEY that the House take a recess until Mr. MAISH ae Sone on War Claims, reported favorab! 
five minutes to 6 o’clock was then agreed to. the bill of tl enate (S. 16:34) t dem! é of Venn 


So the House was declared in recess. 

The recess having expired, the House was called to order at 5 o'clock 
and fifty-five minutes. 

LEAVE TO PRINT. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan, by unanimous consent, was given leave to 
print in the RECORD some remarks on the general legislation of the 
present session. 

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 

Mr. GIFFORD, by unanimous consent, was given leave to withdraw 
the discharge papers from the United States Army of Jacob Mathews 
from the files of the House without leaving copies of thesame! 

Mr. FLoop, by unanimous consent, was given leave to withdraw 

m the files of the House papers in the case of B. F. Bruner without 
ing copies. 


lear 
PRINTING ADDITIONAL Cr 
Mr. MCKINLEY. I 


PIES OF THE TARIFF A¢ 


be ordered 


ask unanimous consent that there 


printed 5,000 copies of the new tarift law, for equal distribution among 
the members of the House. 


Mr. WHEELER, of Alabama. I hope the bill will be printed in 
the form that acts are printed afterapproval. It would be cumbersome 
if printed in the large type of the print as it passed the House and \ 
ate. I presume it could be set up to-night in the small typ: 

Mr. HOLMAN. [I hope the gentleman from Ohio [| Mr. McKINLrEy 
will make his request for the printing of 10,000 copies. 

Mr. McKINLEY. ‘The reason I did not make the request to autho 
ize the printing of that number, I will state to the gentleman from 


Indiana,is because it would cost more than the amount of $500 that w 
re authorized to expend without a concurrent resolution 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope that number will be printed. 

Mr. MCKINLEY. I willsay that we made an order for 5,000 copies 


a few days ago which will take in the new law. 

Mr. CUTCHEON. Does that include the tables? 

Mr. MCKINLEY. It does not include the tables. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Would it be possible to print with the n 
law the act of 1883? Ifit could be printed in the same pamphlet 
think it would be a very great advantage. 

Mr. McKINLE\ I appreciate the suggestion of the gentleman fro 
Kentucky, but I do not see how that can be done, unless some expert 
were obtained to prepare it. 

Mr. BRECK IN®IDGE. Youcould print them ia the same pamp! 
either in parallel columns or on different pages, without printing t! 
by sections. 

Mr. McKINLEY That would exceed the amount, too. I would 
be very glad tu have that done if it were possible, but we thought it 
best to make the proposition we have. The suggestion of the gentle- 
man was found to be impracticable. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I would state that it was done in the Senate in | 





vania for money expended in 1854 for militia called into the military 
service by 
1863, accompanied by a report (No. 3235 to the Committe 
Whole House on the state of the 


Union 
Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, from the Committee on War Claim 


the governor under the proclamation of resident « 


June 15, 


? . 
of the 


ported favorably the bill of the House (H. R. 5164) tor the relief ot t) 
hook agents ol the Methodist I copalt lurch south iccompal 1 
a report (No. $236 to the Committee of the iole Hou 
Mr. RUSSELI n the Co Lit te » Pri ig, to which wa 
erred the following lutioz 
R ved, That th m I the are ret Au 
i directed to « i I > iish tothe H« e of Repres« 
tives acons la etica reports of ! ees of the H 
i Senate t n th Cong aq the « 
t Cong s, 1 t ire ‘ 
eported a joint resolution (H. Re 4 providing for a compilatio 
eports of com é yf the two Houses of Cong ym. 1789 to 18 
whi yas read tw } vccompanied by a report 0.0 d 
to the Committee of t Vb House on tl tate of the U1 
Mr. DE LANO, from the Committee on Pensions, reported fa 4 
r of the House (H. R. 4483) granting an increase of pension 
\i J. Rayner, accompanied by a ort ». dou » the ¢ 
m Oi Ui W hol lo 
ir. STONE, of Kentuc ym ymiimitt ( 
hich re referred th Jllowing of the Hou 
\ ll (H. R. 11511) for t I f the est ( ' 
\ Ll (H 11522) for the 1 foil. C. Green 
\ bill (H. R. 9737 or the relic n y ) 
H.R. 7112 yr the ré { \ 
H. R. 11386 t 
. bill (H. R. 110 ‘ reile 
deceased ; 
A bill (H. R. 11104) for relief of estat 
A bill (H. R. 11282) for the payment of « 
pendent Order of Odd Fellows, of O 
United States Arn 
A bill (H. R. 11277) for the relief of t rle 
A bill (HL. R. 11387 or relief of ¢ te 
A bill (H. R. 10367) for relief of Will 
A bill (H. R. 18 for the reli i r l n 
A bill (H. R. 11286) for relief of heirs of Fran lenllior 
reported in lieu thereof the following resolutio 
Resolved, That the f g bills (H.R. 11511, 11522 = i 
11282, 11277, 113 ] 7,18309,and 1128 for the relief of mis W.R I’. ¢ 
Greenhill, Samuel Webb, Collin Adams, Francis EF. Harding, B imin Roa 
sr., Stativa Moore, Independent Order Odd Fellows, C. H. Borla: ] ain V 
din, William McGee, Francis Meuillon,and Holmes Sells, toget! vith all ac- 
companying papers, be, and the same are hereby, referred to the Court of Claims 
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inder the provisions of ‘An act to provide for the bringing of suits against the 
jover t of the United States,’ approved March 3, 1887 


No. 3239), was referred to the Com- 


which, accompanied by a report 
mittee of the Whole House. 


Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, from the Committee on War Claims, to 
which were referred the following bills of the House: 

A bill (H. Rt. 11649) for the relief of the estate of Hiram D. Connell; 

A bill (H. R. 11612) for the relief of the estate of Alice Hardaway; 

A bill (H. 7 William A, Franklin, executor 


lin, deceased, of Hardeman County, Tennessee; 


of J. B. Fran 

A bill (H. 11535) for the relief of Caleb R. Clement; and 

A bill (H, 11613) for relief of estate of John K, Wilburn; 
reported in lieu thereof the following resolution 

Resolved, That the following bills (FH. R. 11649, 11612, 7203, 11505, and 1101s) for 
the relief of Hiram D. Connell, Alice Hardaway, J. B. Franklin, Caleb R, Clem. 
ent, and John K. Wilburn, deceased, Meshack Franklin, administrator, to- 
gether with all accompanying papers, be, and the same are hereby, referred to 
the Court of Claims under the provisions of the acts of Congress commonly 
known as the ** Bowman act’ and “‘An act to provide for the bringing of suits 
against the Giovernment of the United States,’’ approved March 3, 1887 
which, accompanied by a report (No. 3240), was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House. 

Mr. RUSSELL, from the Committee on Printing, reported favorably 
the joint resolution of the House (H. Res. 208) to furnish the Con- 
GRESSION AL Recon to each free public library having 1,000 volumes 
or more, and to each university and college within the United States 
empowered by law to confer degrees, accompanied by a report (No. 
3241)—to the Committee ofthe Whole House on the state of the Union. 


jt 
R 
R. 7203) for the relief of 
k 
Ir 
Rt 


BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, a bill of the following title was intro- 
duced, read twice, and referred as follows 

By Mr. MORSE: A bill (H, R. 12200) to increase the duty on bind- 
ing-twine composed of flax, hemp, manila, jute, or sisal-grass to 14 
cents per pound—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 
Under clause 1 of Rule X XU, private bills of the following titles 
were presented and referred as indicated below: 


By Mr. CUMMINGS: A bill (H. R. 12201) to remove the charge of 
desertion from Thomas Devine—to the Committee on Military Affairs. | 


Also, a bill (H. R. 12202) to place on the pension-roll] the name o1 
Mrs. Caroline E. Duryee—to the Committee on Invalid ‘Pensions. 
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By Mr. RICHARDSON: A bill (H. R. 12203) for the relief . 
| iam Whittaker, of Warren County, Mississippi—to the Coron 
War Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 12204) for the relief of Barbara Bonne: 
| County, Mississippi—to the Committee on War Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 12205) for the relief of John R. Caldwe!) 
son County, Alabama—to the Committee on War Claims. 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 12206) for the relief of the estate of 
| Jones, deceased, late of Fayette County, Tennessee—to the ( 
| on War Claims. 
By Mr. BROOKSHIRE: A bill (H. R. 12207) granting a yp: 
Amanda E. Poe—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 12208) granting a pension to Alsey F, | 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


| a 
PETITIONS, ETC. 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and , 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 
| By Mr. CARUTH: Petition of the Commercial Club of th 
Louisville, Ky., favoring the bill providing for mailing boxes at ; 
road stations—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Road 
by Mr. CUMMINGS: Resolutions of the eight-hour meet 
Cooper Institute, New York City—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. MUDD: Petition of Benjamin G. Harris, of St. Mary’s Count 
Maryland, for compensation for the slaves emancipated in Mars 
to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. POST: Papers in the case of T. C. Thomas—to the ‘ 
tee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. PUGSLEY: Petition of the members of the religious Society 
of Friends, of Center Quarterly Meeting, held August 2, 1890, at Cen. 
ter, Clinton County, Ohio, representating 726 adult members, praying 
for the passage of the bill providing for a commission on the subject of 

the social vice—to the Committee on Education. 

Also, petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Clin 
ton County, Ohio, action taken at the quarterly meeting held August 
19, 1890, representing 220 members, praying for the passage of the same 

| measure—to the Committee on Education. 
| Also, petition of 20 citizens of Clinton County, Ohio, praying ‘or the 
passage of the same measure—to the Committee on Education. 

By Mr. VAUX: Petition of Paul L. Stougl, for financial aid to ascer- 
tain the measurement of the true magnetic belt-—to the Committee on 
Appropriations, 
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